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MEETING  OF  THE  PARLIAMENT. 

The  Session  of  Parliament  was  opened  by  Oommission. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  delivered 

l^et  iW[aje0t5'0  iWtosl  ffiractond  Speecfi    . .  . .  . .       8 

Roll  of  thb  Lords — Garter  King  of  Arms  attending,  delivered  at  the  Table 
(in  the  usual  manner)  a  List  of  the  Lords  Temporal  in  the  Sixth 
Session  of  the  Twenty-second  Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Select  Vestries- 
Bill,  proformdf  read  !•. 

Parliament— Business  of  the  Houss^Obseryations,  Earl  Gran?ille      •  •        4 

9titire00  in  ansstoet  to  fltt  Plajedtg'd  Mosii  ffitoctoud  Speecfi— 
The  Queen's  Speech  having  been  reported  by  The  Lord  Chancellor  ; — 
An  Address  to  Her  Majesty  thereon  moved  by  The  Lord  helper — (The 
Motion  being  seconded  by  The  Lord  Zawrenee)  . .  . .         5 

After  debate,  Address  agreed  to,  nemine  diesentients,  and  ordered  to  be 
presented  to  Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  White  Stares. 

Australia — Confederation  of  the  Colonies— Question,  The  Earl  of  Car- 
narvon ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Derby        . .  . .  . .       45 

Chairman  of  Committees— The  Earl  of  Redesdalb  appointed,  nemine 
diuentiente,  to  take  the  Chair  in  all  Committees  of  this  House  for  this 
Session. 

Committee  for  Privileqes— appoin/#^. 

Sub-Committee  for  the  Journals — appointed. 

Affsal  OouurtTEK^^ppointed.  [7.30.  | 
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The  House  met  at  half  after  One  of  the  dock. 

Messi^e  to  attend  th6  Lords  Commissioners ;— The  House' went;— and 
haying  returned ; — 
Nkw  Members  Sworn  , .  . .  . .  , ,       46 

New  Writs  Issued  ..  ..  ..  ..46 

MOTION. 


Sessional  Orders — The  Metropolitan  Police — Political  Demonstra- 
tions— Sessional  Order  read,  as  follows: — 
*<  That  the  Commissioners  of  the  Police  of  the  Metropolis  do  take  care  that,  during  the 
Session  of  Parliament,  the  passages  through  the  streets  leading  to  this  House  be  kept 
free  and  open,  and  that  no  obstruction  be  permitted  to  hinder  the  passage  of  Mem- 
bers to  and  from  this  House,  and  that  no  disorder  be  allowed  in  Westminster  Hall,  or 
in  the  passages  leading  to  this  House,  during  the  sitting  of  Parliament,  and  that  there 
be  no  annoyance  therein  or  thereabouts ;  and  that  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  attending  this 
House  do  communicate  this  Order  to  the  Commissioners  aforesaid "  . .  .  •        46 

Question  proposed,  ''That  this  House  doth  agree  to  the  said  Sessional 
Order :  " — ^After  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
TBivtLKQEs— Ordered,  That  a  Committee  of  Privileges  be  appointed. 
Outlawries  Bill- 
Bill  ''for  the  more  effectual  preventing  Clandestine' Outlawries,"  read 
the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

NOTICES. 


Bepbesentation  of  the  People  Bill  —  Notices,  Mr.  Gladstone,  Mr. 
Tomlinson,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  Labouohere,  Sir  John  Hay,  Mr. 
Mao  Iver        . .  . .  . .  . .       56 

QUESTIONS. 


The  MnnsTBY  — The  Secretakt  to  the  Admiralty — Questions,  Sir  H. 

Drummond  Wolff;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  ..57 

Navy— State  of  the  Navy — Question,   Mr.  W.  H.  Smith ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Gladstone        . .  . .  . .  . .  . .       58 

Apeioa  (South) — ^Bbohtjanaland — Questions,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,  Mr.  Gorst  ; 

Answers,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  . .  , .  . .       58 


9titire00  in  9n0loer  to  ^n  iWajestg'd  iWo0t  Oftacfous  Speecfi— 
The  Qxteen's  Speech  having  been  reported  by  Mr.  Speaker  ; — An  humble 
Address  thereon  moved  by  Mr.  E.  Stafford  Boward^{The  Motion  being 
seconded  by  Mr,  Summers)       . .  . .  , .  . .     59 

Amendment  (Mr.  HARRiNaTON) — The  Maamtrasna  Mttrders—Oonvic- 
TioN  OF  Myles  Joyce  and  others— Amendment  proposed. 

In  the  ninth  paragraph,  after  the  word  ''us,"  to  insert  the  words  **  and  hnmhly  to  assure 
Her  Majesty  tfadtt  it  is  the  opinion  of  a  vast  nnmhw  of  the  Irish  people  that  the 
present  meUiod  of  administering  the  Law  in  Lreland,  more  especially  nnder  the  Crimes 
Act,  has  worked  manifold  injustice,  and,  in  the  case  of  the  'prisoners  tried  for  the 
Maaimtrasna  murder,  has  led  to  the  execution  of  an  innocent  man  and  to  the  convic- 
tion of  four  other  persons  equally  innocent,  and  this  House  humbly  assures  Her 
Maiesty  that  it  would  ensure  much  greater  confidence  in  the  administration  of  the  Law 
in  Ireland  if  a  full  and  public  inquiry  were  granted  into  the  execution  of  Myles  Joyce 
and  the  continued  incarceration  of  Patrick  Joyce,  Thomas  Joyce,  Martin  Joyce,  and 
JohnCasey,"— (ifr.  jETamn^^on)       ,.  ,,  ,.  ..127 

Question  proposed,  <<That  those  words  be  there  inserted:"  —  Moved, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (Ifr.  Arihwr  (f  Connor:)— 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to  .-—Debate  ad/oumed  till  To-morrow.    [12.46.] 
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To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  words  '*  and  humbly,"  to  the  word  **  innocent,"  in- 
clusive,—(ifr.  Labouchere)  ..  . .  , .  . .     298 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  proposed  Amendment,"  put,  and  n$gativ«d. 

Question  proposed, 

'*  That  the  words  'and  this  House  humbly  assures  Her  Majesty  that  it  would  ensure 
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Debate]    [Ninth  Night] — 

Amendment  (Mb.  Sexton) — Composition  of  Jubies  (Ibeland) — 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Main  Question  r2drd October:] — Question  again  proposed,  "That  those 
words  be  there  inserted :  " — Debate  resumed  . .  . .     910 

After  long  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  34,  Noes 
140;  Majority  106.— (Div.  List,  No.  6.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed  . .  . .  . .     959 

Amendment  (Mb.  Qobst)— South  Afbica — Beohuanaland — 
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being  conquered  by  freebooters  domiciled  and  organised  in  the  Transvaal  under  the 
sanction  of  its  GK>vemment : 

''And,  further,  to  express  our  reg^t  that,  after  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  re- 
ceived full  information  of  the  forcible  api)ropriation  of  Montsioa's  land  by  the  Rooi- 
Grond  freebooters,  delay,  g^atly  increasing  the  difficulties  of  any  settlement,  has 
been  permitted  to  take  place  in  announcinp^  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  turn  out  the  freebooters,  by  force  if  necessary,  from  the  territory  under  Her 
Majesty's  protection,"— (Jfr.  fl^r«^)  .,  ..  ..       959 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  :"^After  debate, 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  appointed,  to  draw  up  an  Addreds  to  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  upon  the 
said  Besolution :— List  of  the  Committee  ..  ..  ..       988 

The  Address  in  Answer  to  the  Queen's  Speech — ^Eepobt — 
Beport  of  Address  brought  up,  and  read. 

Address  read  a  second  time : — Further  Proceeding  thereon  deferred  till 
To-morrow, 


Hunicipal  Franchise  (Ireland)  Bm— Ordered  l{Jlfr,  MoUoy,  Mr,  Pamellj  Mr,  Justin 

McCarthy,  Mr.  Richard  Power) ;  preeetftedj  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  27]  . .      98S 

[12.46.] 
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ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


Representation  of  the  People  Bill  [Bill  i]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [ 6th  November,]  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time :  " 
— Question  again  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Question :  " — Debate  resumed  . .  . .  . .   1227 

After  long  debate.  Question  put : — The  House  divided ;  Ayes  372,  Noes 
232;  Majority  140. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  . .   1928 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 
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LORDS,  MONDAY,   NOVEMBER  10. 
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[8.30.1 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  NOVEMBER  11. 
New  Pkebs — 

The  Right  Honourable  John  Oeorge  Dodson  created  Baron  Monk  Bretton 
of  Gonyboro  and  of  Hurstpierpoint  in  the  county  of  Sussex. 
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county  palatine  of  Durham. 

Arthur  Saunders  William  Charles  Fox,  Earl  of  Arran  in  the  Peerage  of 
Ireland,  created  Baron  Sudley  of  Castle  Gore  in  the  county  of  Mayo. 

John  Robert  William  Viscount  de  Vesoi  in  the  Peerage  of  Ireland, 
created  Baron  de  Vesci  of  Abbey  Leix  in  the  Queen's  county. 
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Salmon  (Weekly  Cloae  Time)  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  17]— 

Movedt  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Pameli)        . .   1504 
After  short  debate,  Moved ^  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr. 
Sexton :) — After  further  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Debate  ad- 
journed till  Tuesday  9th  December. 

Poor  Law  Guardians  (^Ireland)  Bill  [BiU  9]— 

Bill  considered  in  Oommittee     . .  . .  . .  . .   1507 

After  some  time  spent  therein.  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Thursday. 

MOTIONS. 


Pabliahsnt^ — Business  of  the  House — Adjouenment — Motion — 

Moved,  "  That  the  House,  at  its  rising,  do  adjourn  till  Thursday," — {Lord 

Riehaird  Grosvenor)  . .  . .   1638 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Ohabitable  Trusts  Acts — 

OrtUred,  That  the  Minutes  of  the  Evidence  taken  before  the  Select  Committee  on  Cha- 
ritable Trasts  Acts  in  the  last  Session  be  referred  to  the  Select  Committee  on 
Charitable  Trusts  Acts,— (ifr.  Shaw  Lefevre.) 

[10.0.] 

LOEDS,  THUESDAY,  NOVEMBEE  13. 

New  Peer— Marmaduke  Francis  Baron  Herries  in  the  peerage  of  Scotland, 
created  Baron  Herries  of  Carlaverock  Castle  in  the  county  of  Dumfries 
and  of  Everinghatn  in  the  East  Eiding  of  the  county  of  York. 
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SUPPLY — considered  in    Committee— Abmy    Supplementaby    Estimates, 
1884-5— MiLiTABY  Opebitions  in  Egypt  and  Beohxjanaland — 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed,  **  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £1,000,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  for  certain  Army  Seryices,  to  meet 
Additional  Expenditure  arising  from  the  Expedition  up  the  Nile,  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1886  "       . .     16d9 

After  long  debate,  Question  put :— The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  73,  Noes  17  ;  Ma- 
jority 66.— (Div.  List,  No.  U.) 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £676,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  for  certain  Army  Ser\rioes,  to  meet 
Additional  Expenditure  arising  from  the  Expedition  to  Bechuanaland,  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1886  "     1666 

After  long  debate,  Question  put:— The  Committee  divided ;  Ayes  78,  Noes  31 ;  Ma- 
jority 47.— piv.  List,  No.  16.) 

Navy  Supplementaby  Estimates,  1884-5 — Military  Opbbations'in  Egypt 
AND  Bechuanaland— 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £324,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  for  certain  Navy  Services,  to  meet 
Additional  Expenditure  arising  out  of  the  Military  Operations  in  Egypt,  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of  March  1886  *'     1706 

After  short  debate,  Question  put :— The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  66,  Noes  26  ;  Ma- 
jority 40.— (Div.  List,  No.  16.) 

(4.)  £60,000,  for  Additional  Expenditure  arising  out  of  the  Operations  in  Bechuana- 

First  and  Third  Eesolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Second  and  Fourth  Besolutions  to  be  reported  upon  ITiursday  next. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  9]— 
Billy  as  amended,  considered    . .  . .   1707 

Movedf  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time,"— ( Mr.  John  Redmond :) 
— ^After  short  debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided ;  Ayes  72,  Noes 
4;  Majority  68.-.(Dir.  List,  No.  17  :)^Bil\  passed. 
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SxTPPLT — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  '* — 

Obofters  and  Cottars  (Scotland) — ^Eesolution— 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Gk)yemment  to  give 
effect  to  the  recommendations  of  the  Royal  Commission  unon  the  condition  of  the 
crofters  and  cottars  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland,  or  to  apply  such  other 
remedies  as  they  deem  advisable ;  and  that  this  House  concurs  in  the  opinion  ex- 
pressed by  the  Koyal  Commission  at  page  110  of  its  Report,  that  'The  mere  vin- 
aication  of  authority  and  repression  of  resistance  would  not  establish  the  relations 
of -mutual  confidence  between  landlord  and  tenant,  in  the  absence  of  which  the  country 
would  not  be  truly  at  peace,  and  all  our  inquiries  and  counsels  would  be  expended 
in  vain/  ^'—{Mr.  Maefarlant,)'^uiBtead  thereof         . .  . .  •  •    1731 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :  " — After  long  debate,  Question  put,  and  ne^aUved : — 
Words  add0d : — ^Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 


Tramways  and  Public  Companies  (Ireland)  Act  Ameidment  Bill— OrifirMr 

{Mr,  Parmll,  Sir  BMtoyn  Z^iphton,  Mr.  Jacob  Bright^  Mr.  Gray,  Mr.  <yShea) ;  pri- 
tented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  37]  •  •  . .  •  •   1806 

ri2.6.] 
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Parliamentary  Franchise  (Extension  to  Women)  Bill  [Bill  821 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  and  dUehargid : — Bill  withdrawn  . .  1855 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— <^ff(^^i  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Movid,  **  That,  towards  raismg  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  in  addition  to  the 
Duties  of  Income  Tax  granted  by  **The  Customs  and  Inland  Heyenue  Act,  1884/* 
there  shall  be  charged,  collected,  and  paid  for  the  year  which  commenced  on  the 
sixth  day  of  April,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-four,  in  respect  of  all 
Property,  Profits,  and  Gains  mentioned  or  described  as  ohargeable  in  the  Act  of  the 
sixteenth  and  seyenteenth  years  of  Her  Majesty's  reigpi,  chapter  thirty-four,  the 
following  Duties  of  Income  Tax  (that  is  to  say)  *. 

For  eyery^  Twenty  Shillings  of  the  annual  yalue  or  amount  of  Property,  Profits, 
and  Gains  chargeable  under  Schedules  (A),  (C),  (D),  or  (E)  of  the  said  Act,  the 
Duty  of  One  Penny; 
And  for  eyery  Twenty  Shillings  of  the  annual  yalue  of  the   occupation  of 
Lands,  Tenements,  Hereditaments,  and  Heritages  chargeable  under  Sol^dub 
(B)  of  the  said  Act,  the  Duty  of  One  Halfpenny ; 
Proyided  always.  That,  with  the  yiew  of  securing  the  additional  Duties  and  affording 
the  proper  rights  of  deduction  in  respect  thereof  in  the  case  of  Diyidends,  Interest,  or 
other  annual  sums  due  or  payable  half-yearly  or  quarterly  in  the  course  of  the  said 
year,  where  one  of  the  half-yearly  paj'ments  or  two  of  &e  quarterly  payments  shall 
haye  been  made,  the  other  half-yearly  payment  or  quarterly  payments  shall  be  charged 
with  the  additional  Duty  of  Two  Pence  for  eyery  Twenty  Shillings  of  the  amount 
thereof ;  and  where  three  of  the  quarterly  payments  shall  haye  been  made,  the  other 
quarterly  payment  shall  be  charged  with  the  additional  Duty  of  Four  Pence  for  eyery 
Twenty  Shillings  of  the  amount  thereof. 
Proyided  also,  That  the  charge  under  this  Besolution  shall  be  deemed  to  be  satisfied  by 
an  addition  of  one-fifth  of  the  amount  of  the  Duties  assessed  under  '*  The  Customs 
and  Inland  Reyenue  Act,  1884,"  to  such  amount,  and  payment  of  such  addition  iher^* 
yriih,*'—(Mr.  Chaneelhr  of  the  Exehequtr)  ..  .,  .,    1355 

After  long  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Sesolution  to  be  reported  upon  Wedneeday ;  Committee  to  sit  again  upon 
Wedneeday, 

Adjournment — 

House,  at  its  rising,  to  adjourn  till  Wednesday.  [8.S0.] 


LORDS. 


NEW  PEEES. 

Tuesday,  Novembee  11. 
The  Eight  Honourable  John  George  Dodson,  created  Baron  Monk  Bretton 
of  Conyboro  and  of  Hurstpierpoint  in  the  county  of  Sussex. 

8ir  Walter  Charles  James,  Baronet,  created  Baron  Northbourne  of 
Betteshanger  in  the  county  of  Kent  and  of  Jarrow  Ghrange  in  the 
county  palatine  of  Durham. 

Arthur  Saunders  William  Charles  Fox,  Earl  of  Arran  in  the  Peerage  of 
Ireland,  created  Baron  Sudley  of  Castle  Gtore  in  the  county  of  Mayo. 

John  Bobert  William  Viscount  de  Yesci  in  the  Peerage  of  Ireland, 
created  Baron  de  Yesci  of  Abbey  Leix  in  the  Queen's  county. 

Thursday,  Novembee  18. 
Marmaduke  Francis  Baron  Henries  in  the  Peerage  of  Scotland,  created 
Baron  Herries  of  Carlayerock  Castle  in  the  county  of  Dumfries  and  of 
Everingham  in  the  East  Siding  of  the  county  of  York. 

SAT  FERST. 
Monday,  Noyembeb  3. 
The  Duke  of  Wellington,  after  the  death  of  his  uncle. 
The  Lord  Mendip  (Yiscount  Olifden),  after  the  death  of  his  father. 
The  Lord  Petre,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 

Thubsday,  November  6. 
The  Earl  Cowley,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 


COMMONS. 


NEW  WEITS  ISSUED. 

Thursday,  October  23. 
For  EadnoTf  v.  Samuel  Charles  Evans  Williams,  esquire,  Manor  of  Northstead. 
For  Stirling,  v.  Henry  Campbell-Bannerman,  esquire.  Chief  Secretary  to  the 

Lord  lieutenant  of  Ireland. 

Friday,  Ootobir  24. 
For  Searloroughf  v.  Sight  Hon.  John  Oeorge  Dodson,  Chiltem  Hundreds. 

Monday,  October  27.  j 

For  South  Warmeiihire,  v.  the  Hon.  Gilbert  Henry  Ohandos  Leigh,  deceased. 

i 
\ 

{ 


NEW  WBITS  IBSUED'-cantinued. 

TVEBDAY,  NOTUBBB  11. 

For  Haehuy^  v.  the  Bight  Hon.  Heniy  Fawoett,  deceased. 

Monday,  Novbicbsb  17. 

For  Or^enoehf  v,  James  Stewart,  esquire,  Manor  of  Northstead. 
For  Down,  v.  Hon.  Charles  Stewart  Yane  Tempest,  commonly  called  Viscount 
Gastlereagh,  called  up  to  the  House  of  Peers. 

NEW  MEMBERS  SWOBN. 

THX7BSDi.Y,  OOTOBBB  23. 

J)0v&n  County  {Southom  BkUkn) — John  Tremayne,  esquire. 
WaUrford  County — ^Patrick  Joseph  Power,  esquire. 

Combined  Countios  of  Rom  and  Cromarty — ^Bonald  Oraufurd  Munro-Fergusoui 
esquire. 

Thubsdat,  OoroBBB  80, 
yow  Radnor  Borough — Oharles  Colman  Bogers,  esquire. 

Monday,  Novbicbsb  S. 
Stirling  Burgho — Henry  Oampbell-Bannerman,  esquire. 

Thtibsday,  Noybmbbb  6. 
Scarhorough — ^lieutenant  Oolonel  Biohard  Fell  Steble. 

Monday,  Noybmbbb  10. 
Warwick  County  {Southern  Division) — Sampson  Samuel  Lloyd,  esquire. 
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THE  CABINET. 
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Secretary  of  the  Admiralty 

Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  .        .  John  Holms,  Esq. 

Secretary  to  the  Local  Government  Board  George  William  Erskine  Russell,  Esq. 

Under  Secretary,  Home  Department  .        .  John  Tomlinson  IIibbert,  Esq. 

Under  Secretary,  Foreign  Department    .  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmavricb. 

Under  Secretary  for  Colonies      .        .        .  Hon.  A.  Evelyn  Ashley. 

Under  Secretary  for  War        .        .        .  Earl  of  Morley. 

Under  Secretary  for  India  .        .        .        .J.  Kynaston  Cross,  E«q. 

Paymaster  General  ....  Right  Hon.  Lord  Wolvbrton. 

Judge  Advocate Right  Hon.  George  Osborne  Morgan. 

Attorney  General Sir  Henry  James. 

Solicitor  General Sir  Farrer  Herschell. 

SCOTLAND. 

Lord  Advocate Right  Hon.  J.  B.  Balfour. 
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Captain  of  the  Yeomen  of  the  Guard      .  Right  Hon.  Lord  Monson. 

Muter  of  the  Buckhounds  ....  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Cork  and  Orrbry. 

Chief  Equerry  and  Clerk  Marshal  .        .  Lord  Alfred  H.  Paget. 

IGttrwt  of  the  Robes Her  Grace  the  Duchess  of  Boxburghe. 

YOL.  OOXOIII.  [thiedsbeies]  [  y  ] 


ROLL   OF    THE 
LORDS    SPIRITUAL    AND    TEMPORAL 

In  the  Sixth  Session  of  the  Twenty-Second  Faultament  of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Obeat  Britain  and  Ireland. 


48o   VICTORIA   1884. 

Mem. — According  to  the  Usage  of  Parliament,  when  the  Mouse  appoints  a  Select  Com' 
mittee,  the  Lords  appointed  to  serve  upon  it  are  named  in  the  Order  of  their  Rank^ 
beginning  with  the  Highest ;  and  so,  when  the  House  sends  a  Committee  to  a  Confer- 
ence with  the  Commons^  the  Lord  highest  in  Bank  is  called  first,  and  the  rest  go 
forth  in  like  Order :  But  when  ths  Whole  House  is  called  over  for  any  Purpose 
within  the  House,  or  for  the  Purpose  of  proceeding  forth  to  Westminster  Hall,  or  upon 
any  public  Solemnity,  the  Call  begins  invariably  with  the  Junior  Baron. 


His  Royal  Highness   The  Prince  of 

Wales. 
His  Royal    Higliness  Alfred  Ernest 

Albfjit  Ihike  of  Edinburgh. 

His  Royal  Higliness  Arthur  William 
Patrick  Albert  Duke  of  Connaught 

AND  StRATHEARN. 

His  Royal  Highness  Leopold  Charles 
Edward  George  Albert  Duke  of 
Albany. 

His  Royal  Highness  George  William 
Frederick  Charles  Duke  of  Cam- 
bridge. 

Edward  White  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury. 

EouNDELL  Earl  of  Selborne  Lord  High 
Chancellor, 

William  Archbishop  of  York. 

Chichester  Samuel  Lord  Carlingford, 
Lord  President  of  the  Council  and 
Lord  Privy  Seal, 

Henry  Duke  of  Norfolk,  Harl  Marshal 
of  England. 

Edward  Adolphus  Duke  of  Somerset. 

Charles  Henry    Duke  of  Richmond. 

Augustus  Charles  Lennox  Duke  of 
Grafton. 

Henry  Charles  Fitzroy  Duke  of  Beau- 
fort. 

William  Amelius  Aubrey  db  Vere 
Duke  of  Saint  Albans. 

George  Godolphin  Duke  of  Leeds. 

Francis  Charles  Hastings  Duke  of 
Bedford. 

William  Duke  of  Devonshire. 

George  Charles  Duke  of  Marlborough. 

Charles  Cecil  John  Duke  of  Rutland. 

William  Alexander  Louis  Stephen 
Duke  of  Brandon.  {Duke  of  Hamilton. ) 


WnxiAM  John  Arthur  Charles  James 

Duke  of  Portland. 
William  Drogo  Duke  of  Manchester. 

Henry  Pelham  Archibald  Douglas 
Duke  of  Newcastle. 

Algernon  George  Duke  of  North- 
umberland. 

His  Royal  Highness  Ernest  Augustus 
William  Adolphus  George  Frederick 
Duke  of  Cumberland  and  Teviotdale. 

Henry  Duke  of  Wellington. 

Richard  Plantagenet  Campbell  Duke 
of  Buckingham  and  Chandos. 

George  Granville  Wiluam  Duke  of 

Sutherland. 
Harry  George  Duke  of  Cleveland. 
Hugh  Lupus  Duke  of  Westminster. 

John  Marquess  of  Winchester. 
Henry  Charles    Keith   Marquess  of 

Lansdowne. 
John     Villiers      Stuart      Marquess 

TOWNSHEND. 

Robert  Arthur   Talbot  Marquess  of 

Salisbury. 
John  Alexander  Marquess  of  Bath. 
James  Marquess  of  Abercorn.     (^Duke 

of  Abercorn,) 
Hugh  de  Grey  Mai*quess  of  Hertford. 
John  Patrick  Marquess  of  Bute. 
William  Alleyne  Marquess  of  Exeter. 
William  Marquess  of  Northampton. 
John  Charles  Marquess  Camden. 
Henry  Marquess  of  Anglesey. 
William  Henry    Hugh    Marquess  of 

Cholmondeley. 
Ernest  Augustus   Charles  Maiquess 

of  Ailesbuby. 


EOLL  OF  THE  LORDS  BPIEITUAL  AND  TEMPOEAL, 


REBKiucK  William  John  Marquess  of 

BrasTOL. 
Akciubald  Marquess  of  Ailsa. 
Gboege  ArorsTUs    CoNSTANrmE    Mar- 

qnoss  of  Normaxby. 
George    Frederick  Samuel  Marquess 

of  Btpox. 
William  Marquess  of  ABERoAVENNy. 

JoHK  ItoBERT  Earl  Sydxet,  Lord  Stew- 
ard of  the  Homehold, 
Charles  K£nrt  John  Earl  of  Shrews- 

BTJRT, 

Edward  HiamY  Earl  of  Derby. 
Frakgis  Power  pLAXXAOEifET  Earl  of 

HuNTOrGDON. 

George  Robert  Charles  Earl  of  Pem- 
broke A2rD  Montgomery, 
William  Regikald  Earl  of  Devon. 
Hejtry  Charles  Earl  of  Sttffolk  and 

BERKSHmE. 

BuDOLPH  William  Basel  Earl  of  Den- 
bigh. 

Fbancis  William  Henry  Earl  of  West- 
morland. 

Montague  Earl  of  Lindsev. 

Harry  Earl  of  Stamford. 

George  James  Earl  of  Winchilsea  and 
Nottingham, 

Henry  Eijwin  Chandos  Earl  of  Ches- 
terfield. 

Edward  George  Henry  Earl  of  Sand- 
wich, 

Ajithtjr  Algernon  Eaii  of  Essex, 

William  George  Earl  of  Caiilisle. 

WiLUAM  Henry  Walter  Earl  of  Don- 
caster.  {Jhde  of  BuccUuch  and  Qtieim- 
herri/,) 

Anthony  Earl  of  Shaftesbury. 

Earl  of  Berkeley, 

Montagu  Arthur  Earl  of  Abingdon. 

Richard  George  Earl  of  Soarbrouqu. 

George  Thomas  Earl  of  Albemarle. 

George  William  Earl  of  Coventry. 

Vici'OB  Albert  George  Earl  of  Jersey. 

William  Henry  Earl  Poulett. 

Sholto  John  Earl  of  Morton.  (Mected 
for  Scotia  fid.) 

Walter  HENRvEarl  of  Mar  andKellte 
{^Elected  for  Scotland, ) 

Claude  Earl  of  Steathm ore  and  King- 
U0RN«     {EUcUdfor  Scotland,) 

George  Earl  of  Haddington,  {Ehcted 
for  Scotland.) 

Albxahbee  Earl  of  Leven  and  Mel- 
ville.    {Mhctedfor  Seotfand.) 


Dunbar  James  Earl  of  Selkirk.  ( Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

Thomas  Barnes  Earl  of  Dundonald. 
(Elected  for  Scot  land.) 

Sewallis  Edward  Earl  Ferrers. 

WiLiJAM  Wali*er  Earl  of  Dartmouth. 

Charles  Earl  of  Tankervtlle. 

Heneage  Earl  of  Aylesford. 

Francis  Thomas  De  Grey  Earl  Cowper, 

Arthur  Piiu^ip  Earl  Stanhope. 

Thomas  Augustus  Wolstenholme  Earl 
of  Macclesfield. 

DouGULs  Beresford  Malise  Ronald 
Earl  Gr  A  it  Air .     ( Duke  of  Montrose. ) 

William  Frederick  Earl  Waldeoravb, 

Bertram  Earl  of  Ashburnham. 

Charles  Augustus  Earl  of  Harrington. 

IsAxo  Newton  Earl  of  Portsmouth. 

George  Guy  Earl  Brooke  and  Earl  of 
Warwick. 

Augustus  Edward  Earl  of  Buckingham- 
shire. 

William  Thomas  Spencer  Earl  Fitz- 

WTLLIAM. 

Dudley  Francis  Earl  of  Guilford. 

Charles  Philip  Earl  of  Hardwicke. 

Henry  Edward  Earl  of  Ilchester. 

Reginald  Windsoe  Earl  De  La  Ware. 

Jacob  Earl  of  Radnor, 

John  Poyntz  Earl  Spencer. 

Allen  Alexander  Earl  Bathuest. 

Arthur  Wills  John  Wellington 
Blundell  Trumbull  Earl  of  Hillb- 
borough.     {^MarqueHs  of  DownMre.) 

Edward  Hyde  Earl  of  Clarendon, 

William  David  Earl  of  Mansfield. 

John  James  Hugh  Henry  Earl  Strange. 

{Duke  of  At  hole.) 
William  Henry  Earl  of  Mount  Edg- 

cumbe. 
Hugh  Earl  Fortescue* 
Henry    Howard    Molyneux    Earl  of 

Carnarvon* 
George  Henry  Earl  Cadooan. 
James  Howard  Earl  of  Malmesbury, 
John    Yansittaet    Danvers    Earl    of 

Lanesborouoh.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Edward  Nugent   Eai-l  of   Milltown, 

{Elected  for  Ire  Ian  d. ) 
Henry  John    Reuben  Earl  of   Poet- 

arlington,     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Hugh    Earl    Annesley.      {Elected  for 

Ireland.) 
John  Eai4  of  Erne.     {Elect ed for  Ireland^) 
John  Henry  Reginald  Earl  of  Clon- 

MELL.     {Elected  for  Ireland,) 

I    9^    ] 


EOLL  OF  THE  LOEDS 


Qeobge  Charles  Earl  of  LucAN.   {Elected 

for  Ireland.) 
Somerset  Biohabd  Earl  of  Belmobe. 

{Elected  for  Ireland,) 
James  Francis  Earl  of  BAin>ON.   {^Elected 

for  Ireland,) 
James  Earl  of  Calbdon.      {Elected  for 

Ireland,) 
Frai^cis  Egbert  Earl  of  Eosslyn. 
William     Qborgk     Eobebt    Earl    of 

Grayek. 
William  HnjiiER  Earl  of  Onslow. 
Charles  Earl  of  Eomney. 
Henby  Thomas  Earl  of  Ohiohesteb. 
Arthub  Edward  Holland  Obey  Earl 

of  WHiTON. 

Edwabd  James  Earl  of  Powis. 

Hobatio  Earl  Nelson. 

Lawbenge  Earl  of  Eosse.     {Elected  for 

Ireland,) 
Sydney  William  Hebbebt  Earl  Man- 

VEBS. 

Hobatio  Earl  of  Obfobd. 

Henby  Earl  Obey. 

Hugh  Cecil  Earl  of  Lonsdale. 

Dudley  Fbancis  Stuabt  Earl  of  Hab- 

BOWBY. 

Henby  Thynne  Earl  of  Habewood. 
William  Hugh  Earl  of  Mtnto. 
Alan  Fbedebick  Earl  Cathcabt. 
James  Walteb  Earl  of  Vebulam. 
Adelbbbt  Wellington  Bbownlow  Earl 

Bbownlow. 
Henby  Cobnwallis  Earl  of  Saint  Geb- 

MANS. 

Albebt  Edmund  Earl  of  Mobley. 
Oblando  Geoboe  Chables  Earl  of  Bbad- 

FOBD. 

Fbedebick  Earl  Beauchamp. 

John  Earl  of  Eldon. 

EiCHABD  William  Penn  Earl  Howe. 

John  EdwabdCobnwallis  Earlof  Stbad- 

BROKE. 

Fbancis   Chables  Earl  of  Kilmobey. 
{Elected  for  Ireland,) 

Chables  Stbwabt  Earl  Vane.  {Marquess 
of  Londonderry,) 

William  Pitt  Earl  Amhebst. 
John  Fbedebick  Vaughan  Earl  Cawdob. 
William  George  Earl  of  Munster. 
Egbert  Adam  Philips  Haldane  Earl  of 

Camperdown. 
Thomas  George  Earl  of  Lichfield. 
John  George  Earl  of  Durham. 
Granville  George  Earl  Granyille. 
Henry  Earl  of  Effingham. 
Henry  John  Earl  of  Ducie. 

Charles  Alfred  Worsley  Earl  of  Yar- 
borgugh. 


James  Henry  Eobebt  Earl  Innes.  {Duke 

of  Roxhurghe,) 
Thomas  Willl/lm  Earl  of  Leicesteb. 
William  Earl  of  Lovelace. 
Lawbence  Earl  of  Zetland. 
Chables   William    Fbancis    Earl    of 

Gainsborough. 
Francis    Charles  Granville  Earl  of 

Ellesmere. 
George  Stevens  Earl  of  Strafford. 
Kenelm  Charles  Edward  Earl  of  Cot- 

TENHAM. 

William  Henry  Earl  Cowley. 
Archibald  Wilijam  Earl  of  Winton. 

{Earl  of  Eglinioun,) 
William  Earl  of  Dudley. 
John  Fbancis  Stanley  Earl  Eussell. 
John  Earl  of  Kimbebley. 
EiCHABD  Earl  of  Dabtbey. 
William  Ebnest  Earl  of  Fevebsham. 
Fbedebick  Temple  Earl  of  Duffebin. 
John  Eobebt  Earl  Sydney.     (/«  anotlier 

Place  as  Lord  Steward  of  the  Mousehold,) 
Henby  Geobge  Earl  of  Eavenswobth. 
Edward   Montagu  Stuart  Gbanvillb 

Earl  of  Whabncuffe. 
Thomas  Geobge  Earl  of  Nobthbbook. 
John  Thomas  Earl  of  Eedesdalb. 
Hugh  Mac  Calmont  Earl  Caibns. 
Edwabd  Eobebt  Lytton  Earl  of  Lytton. 
Edward  Earl  of  Lathom. 
Geobge  Watson  Earl  Sondes. 
EouNDELL  Earl  of  Selbobnb.     {In  on- 

other  Place  aslLord  JlighlChanceUor,) 

Eobebt  Viscount  Hebefobd. 

William  Henby  Viscount  Stbathallan. 

{Elected  for  Scotland,) 
Henby  Viscount  Boungbboke  and  St. 

John. 
Evelyn  Viscount  Falmouth. 
Geobge  Stanley  Viscount  Tobbtngton. 
Charles  William  Viscount  Lsinster. 

{Duke  of  Leinster,) 
Francis  Wheler  Viscount  Hood. 

MERVYNViscountPowERScouRT.  {Elected 

for  Ireland.) 
James  Viscount  Ltffgrd.     {Elected  for 

Ireland.) 
Hayes  Viscount   Doneraile.     {Elected 

for  Ireland,) 

CORNWALLIsVisCOUntHAWARDEN.      (-S!^- 

ted  for  Ireland,) 

John  Edward  Leveson  Viscount  St. 
Vincent. 

Eobebt  Viscount  Melville. 

William  Wells  Viscount  Sidmouth. 

Geobge  Fbedebick  Viscount  Temple- 
town.     {Elected  for  Ireland,) 


SPIEITtlAL  AOT>  TEMPOEAL. 


lOHir  UAXTBELL  YiBCOUTlt  Gk>RDON.    {Ikvl 

of  Aherdt^n.) 
£dwakd    Fleetwood    John    Viecouixt 

EaLMOUTH. 

Jqhx  LiTKE  Geokge  Yi9Co\mt  Hutchin- 
son.    {Earl  of  Bonmi^hmore. ) 

BlCQARD  SOMUBSET  YisCOTUlt  ClANCAETY. 

{Earl  of  Clancarty,) 

WzLlilNGTON  HeNBY  VifiCOUnt  COMBEK- 
KERE, 

HsNRY  CHARLEa  Viscoiuit  Oanteebuby. 
BowLAND  Cleoo  Viacount  Hill. 
Chables  Stewabt  Yiscouiit  Habdinoe. 
George  Stephens  Yiscoimt  Gouoii. 
Charles  Yiscount  Eversley. 
Charles  Yiscoimt  Halifax, 
Alkxakdee  Nelson  Yiscount  BEmrcxiiT, 
Edward  Berkeley  Yiscount  Portman. 
Edward  Yiscount  Cardwell. 
Gathorne  Yiscount  Cranbkook. 
HoBERT  Yiscount  Sherbbooke. 

HiCHAED    BiCKERTON    PeMELL    YlSCOUUt 

Lyons, 
Hkvby    Boxttsrie    William    Yiscount 
Hampden. 

John  Bishop  of  London. 
Joseph  Barber  Bialiop  of  Durham. 
Edward  Harold  Bishop  of  Win'ohestee. 
John  Thomas  BiJihop  of  Norwich. 
James  CoLQunotrx  Bishop  of  B^vnoor, 
Henry  Bishop  of  Worcester, 
Charles  John   Bishop   of  Gloucester 

AND  Bristol. 
Thomas  Legh  Bishop  of  St.  Albans. 
James  Bishop  of  Hereford. 
William    Connor    Bishop    of   Pbter- 

BOROtTGH. 

Christopher  Bishop  of  Lincoln , 

George  Bishop  of  SALr3Di:TiY, 

Habvey  Bishop  of  Carlisle. 

Fbedebick  Bishop  of  Exeter, 

Arthitr  Charles  Bishop  of  Bath  and 
Wells, 

John  Pielder  Bbhop  of  Oxford. 

James  Bishop  of  MvInchester. 

EiGHARD  Bi^op  of  Chichester, 

JosircA  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph. 

James  Bussell  Bishop  of  Ely, 

William  Basil  Bishop  of  St.  David's. 

Anthosy  Wilson  Bishop  of  Eochestkr. 

William  Dalbymple  Bishop  of  Lich- 
field. 

John  Charles  Bishop  of  Liverpool. 

YAMomarK  AuGrsTiTB  Lord  Kenmare 
( Earl  of  Kenmare)^  Lord  Chamberlain 
af  the  Mome^old. 

Dudley  Charles  Lord  de  Bos. 

Alfred  Joseph  Lord  Mowbray. 

OsoROs  Mannehs  Lord  Hastings. 


Edward  Southwell  Lord  de  Clipfobd, 
Thomas  Crosby  William  Lord  Daors. 
OiLiRLZS  Henhy  Eolle  Lord  Clinton. 
Bo  BERT  Nathaniel  Cecil  George  Lord 

ZotJCHE  OF  HaRYNGWORTH. 

Charles  Edward  Hastings  Lord  Bot- 

REAUX.     {Earl  of  Loudoun.) 
Francis  Bobert  Lord  Camoys, 
Henry  Lord  Beaui,iont. 
Henry  Lord  Willoughby  de  Broke. 
Sacktille  George  Lord  Oonyers, 
Hubert  George  Charles  Lord  Yaux  of 

Harrowden. 
Balph  Gordon  Lord  Wentworth. 
Alfred  Thomas TowNSHENDLordBRAYiE. 
RoiJERT  George  Lord  Windsor. 
William  Henry  John  Ijord  North. 
St.  Andrew  Lord  St.  John  of  Bletso, 
Frederick  George  Lord   Howard  db 

Walden. 
William  Joseph  Lord  Petre. 
Frederick  Benjamin  Lord   Sayb  and 

Sele, 
John  Francis  Lord  Arundell  of  Wab- 

DOUR. 

John  Stuart  Loiii  Clifton.     {Earl  af 

Darnley.) 
John  Baptist  Joseph  Lord  Dormer, 
George  Henry  Lord  Teynham. 
Henry  Yalentine  Lord  Stafford. 
George  Frederick  William  Lord  Byron* 
Lewis  Henry  Hugh  Lord  Clifford  of 

Chudlbigh. 
William  Couttb  Lord  Ashford. 
Horace     Courtenay     Lord     Forbes. 

{Elected for  Scotland,) 
Alexander  Lord  Saltoun.     {EUcUdfor 

Scotland,) 
William  Buller  Fuu^erton  Lord  El- 

PHINSTONE.     {Elected for  Scotland,) 
Cunningiiame  Lord  Borthwick.     {EUc- 

ted  for  Scotland,) 
Charles  Lord  Blantyre.     {Elected  for 

Scotland.) 
Charles  John  Lord  Colville  of  Otn> 

B088,     {Elected far  Scotland.) 
Alexander   Hugh    Lord    Balfour  of 

Burley.     {Elected  for  Scotland,) 
Walter  Hugh  Lord  Folwarth.  {EkcUd 

for  Scotland.) 
BicHARD  Edmund  Saint  Lawrence  Lord 

Boyle.     {Earl  of  Cork  and  Orrery,) 
George  Lord  Hay.     {Earl  of  KinnouL) 
DiGBY  Wentwobth  Bayabd  Tjord  Mid- 

dleton, 
William  John  Lord  Monson. 
Frederick     George    Brabazon     Lord 

PoNsoNBY.     {Earl  of  BeBsborough , ) 
Alfred  Nathaniel  Holden  Lord  Scars- 
dale, 
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OsoBOE  Floraxoe  Lord  Boston. 

Chables  George  Lord  Lovel  and  Hol- 
land.    {JSarl  of  Egmont, ) 

George  William  Henry  Lord  Vernon. 

Edward  St.  Vincent  Lord  Digby. 

George  Douglas  Lord  Sundridge.  {Duke 
of  Argyll,) 

Edward  Henry  Julitjs  Lord  Hawee. 

Henry  Thomas  Lord  Foley. 

Arthur  de  Cardonnel  Lord  Dinevor. 

Thomas  Lord  Walsingham. 

William  Lord  Bagot. 

Charles  Henry  Lord  Southampton. 

John  Eichard  Brinsley  Lord  Grant- 
ley. 

George  Bridges  Harley  Dennett  Lord 

EODNEY. 

Philip  Eeginald  Lord  Somers. 
EiOHARD  Henry  Lord  Berwick. 
Edward  Lennox  Lord  Sherborne. 
John  Henry  De  La  Poer  Lord  Tyrone. 

{MarquesB  of  Waterford.) 
HenryBentinci:  Lord  Carleton.     {Uarl 

of  Shannon,) 
Charles  Lord  Suffield. 
Dudley  Wilmot  Lord  Dorchester. 
Lloyd  Lord  BIenyon. 
Charles  Cornwallis  Lord  Braybbooke. 
William  Aboheb  Lord  Amhebst. 
Edwabd  Lord  Fishebwice.      {Marquess 

of  Donegal,) 
Henby  Charles  Lord  Gage.     ( Viscount 

Gage,) 
Thomas  John  Lord  Thurlow. 
William  George  Lord  Auckland. 
Charles  George  Lord  Lyttelton. 
Henry  George  Lord  Mendip.   ( Viscount 

Clifden,) 
George  Lord  Stuart  of  Castle  Stuart. 

{Ewrl  of  Moray,) 
Alas  Plantagenet   Lord  Stewart  of 

Garlies.  (Earl  of  Galloway.) 
James  George  Henry  Lord  Salters- 

FORD.     {Uarl  of  Courtown,) 
William    Lord    Brodrick.      {Viscount 

Midleton,) 
Frederick  Henry  William  Lord  Cal- 

thorpe. 
Peter  Eobebt  Lord  Gwydib. 
Charles  Eobebt  Lord  Cabbington. 
William  Henby  Lord  Bolton. 
Geobge  Lord  Nobthwick. 
Thomas  Lyttleton  Lord  Lilfobd. 
Thomas  Lord  Eibblesdale. 
Edwabd  Lord  Dunsany.     {Elected  for 

Ireland,) 
Edwabd    Donough     Lord    Inchiquin. 

{Elected  for  Ireland,) 
John   Thomas    William  Lord  Massy. 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 


Eobebt  Lord  Clonbbock.    {Elected  for 

.   Ireland,) 

Chables  Mabk  Lord  Headley.  (  Elected 

for  Ireland,) 
Edwabd  Henby  Chubchtll  Lord  Cbof- 

TON.     {Elected  for  Ireland,) 
Heboules    Edwabd    Lord    Langfobd. 

^JElectedfor  Ireland,) 
Daybolles    Blakeney   Lord  Ventby. 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Henby  Fbancis  Seymoub  Lord  Moobe. 

{Marquess  of  Drogheda,) 
John  Henby  Wellington  Gbaham  Lord 

LoFTUS.     {Marquess  of  Ely.) 
WrmAM  Lord   Cabysfobt.       {Earl  of 

Carysfort.) 
Geobge  Ealph  Lord  Abebobomby. 
Chables  Edmund  Lord  Ellenbobough. 

AUGUSTUSFBEDEBICKABTHUBLordSANDYS 

Henby  Nobth  Lord  Sheffield.     {Earl 

of  Sheffield,) 
William  Macnaghten  Lord  Ebskine. 
Geobge  John  Lord  Monteagle.     (Jf«r- 

quess  of  Sligo,) 
GeobgeAbthub  Hastings  Lord  Gbanabd. 

{Earl  of  Granard,) 
HuNGEBFOBD  Lord  Cbewb. 

Lord  Gabdneb. 

John  Thomas  Lord  Mannebs. 

John  Adbian    Louis  Lord  Hopetoun. 

{Earl  of  Hopetoun,) 
EiCHABD  Lord   Castlemaine.     {Elected 

for  Ireland,) 
Chables  Lord  Meldbum.     {Marquess  of 

Huntly,) 
Geobge  Feedebick  Lord  Eoss.    {Earl  of 

Glasgow,) 
William  Willoughby  Lord  Gbinstead. 

{Earl  of  Enniskillen,) 
William    TTat.-r  John    Chables    Lord 

FoxFOBD.     {Earl  of  Limerick, ) 
Fbancis  Geobge  Lord  Chubchill. 
Geobge  Eobebt  Canning  Lord  Habbis. 
Eeginald  Chables  Edwabd  Lord  Col- 

CHESTEB. 

ScHOMBEBG  Henby  Lord  Bjeb.     {Mar- 

quess  of  Lothian,) 
Henby  Fbancis  Lord  Minsteb.     {Mar- 
quess Conyngham.) 
James  Edwabd  William  Theobald  Lord 

Obmonde.     {Marquess  of  Ormonde.) 
Fbancis  Eichabd  Lord  Wemyss.    {Earl 

of  Wemyss,) 
John    Stbange     Lord     Clanbbassill. 

{Earl  of  Roden,) 
William  Lygon  Lord  Silchesteb.     {Earl 

of  Longford,) 
Clotwobthy  John  Eybe  Lord  Obiel. 

( Viscount  Massereene.) 


SPIBITTJAL  AND  TEMPORAL. 


Ijjqu  Lord  Delajiere. 
Gboboe  Cecil  Weld  Lord  Fobester, 
Jomf  William  Lord  Rayleioh. 
Edbic  Frederic  Lord  Giffobd, 
Hubert      George     Lord     Somerhill. 

[Marquess  of  Chnricarde.) 
James  Lupoyio  Lord  "VVigan.     {Earl  of 

Crateford  and  Balearres.) 
IJcHTER  JoHx  Mark  Lord  BAjfFTjRLY, 

{Earl  of  Ranfurhj.) 
George  Lord  De  T.ujley. 
Charles  Stuart  HnKRYLord  TEHTEEDEir, 
WiLLLiM  CoNYxonAM  Lord  Plunket. 
William  Hkvry  Ashe  Lord  IIeytes- 

BUBY. 

ABcrriBALD  pHiLrpLord  Rosebery.   {Earl 

of  Eosehert/,) 
Richard    James    Lord     Glanwiujam. 

{Earl  of  ClanwiUiam,) 
WiLLLAM  Draper  Mortimer  Lord  Wyn- 

FORD. 

WnxiAM    Hettby   Lord    Kilmarnock. 

{Earl  if  Er roll) 
Arthur  James  Frakois  Lord  FnfoALL. 

{Earl  of  FhigaJl) 
William  Philip  Lord  Seftox.     {Earl  of 

Sefton.) 
Robert  Bermd^gham  Lord  Clemekts. 

{Earl  of  Leitrim.) 
Thomas   Lord    Kenms.      {MarquiU    of 

Emdfort) 
WiLUAM   Lord   Chawobth.      {Earl   of 

MtatL) 
Charles    Adolphus    Lord    Duwmore, 

{Earl  of  Dunmore,) 
Augustus  Frederick  George  Warwick 

Lord  Poltimore. 
Llewelyx  Nevill  Vaughan  Lord  Mos- 

TY2?- 

Hekby  Spencer  Loi-d  Templemore. 
Valenthtb  Frederick  Lord  Cloncurry. 
John  St.  Vincent  Lord  De  Saumarez. 
Thomas  Lord  Den  man. 
WiLLiAif  Frederick  Lord  Abinoeh. 
Philip  Lord  De  L'Isle  and  Dudley. 
AxEXANifER  Hugh  Lord  Ashiiurton. 
Edvard  Richard  Lord  Hatherton. 
George  Henry  Charles  Lord  Straf- 

FORD- 

Abcthibald  Brabazon  Sparrow,  Lord 
Worungham.     {Earl  of  Gosford.) 

William  Frederick  Lord  Stratheden, 

Geoffrey  Domenick  Augustus  Frede- 
rick Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne. 
{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Simon  Ljrd  Lovat, 

WrLLL\M  Bai*eman  Lord  Bateman. 

James  Molyneux  Lord  Ciiarlemont. 
{Earl  of  Charlemont) 


Algernon    Hawkins    Thomond    Lord 

Kintore,     {Earl  of  Kintore,) 
George  Ponbonby  Lord  Lismore.     (  FjV- 

count  Zisnwre,) 
Derrick  Warijer  William  Lord  Ross- 
more. 
Robert  Shapland  George  Julian  Lord 

Carew, 
Charles    Frederick    Ashley    Cooper 

Lord  De  ^La^uley. 
Arthur  Lord  Wrottesley. 
CHAJiLEs  Douglas  Richard  Lord  Sudk- 

ley. 
Frederick  Henry  Paul  Lord  METHxnEN, 
Henry  Edward  John  Lord  Stanley  of 

Alderley. 
j  William  Henry  Lord  Leigh 
Beilby  Lord  Wenlock, 
William  Lord  Lurgan. 
Thomas    Spring    Lord   Monteaolb   of 

Brandon. 
James  Lord  Seaton. 

John  Manley  Arbuthnot  Lord  Keane. 
John  Lord  Oxenfooru .     {Earl  of  Stair, ) 
Charles  Crespigny  Lord  Vivian. 
Henry  William  Lord  Conoleton. 
Denis  St.  George  Lord  Dunsandle  and 

Clanconal.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Victor  Alexander  Lord  Elgin,     {Earl 

of  Elpn  and  Ktncardim.) 
William  Henry  Forester  Lord  Londes- 

BOROUGH, 

Charles  Robert  Claude  Lord  Truro. 

Arthur  Lord  De  Freyne. 

Edward  Burtenshaw  Lord  Saint 
Leonards. 

George  Fitz-Roy  Henry  Lord  Raglan. 

Gilbert  Henry  Lord  Ayeland. 

Valentine  Augustus  Lord  Kenmare 
{Earl  of  Eenmare.)  (In  another  Fiac$ 
as  Lord  Chamherlam  of  ths  HomeholdA 

Henry  Lord  Belper. 

Richard  Wooan  Lord  Talbot  de  Mala* 

HIDE. 

Robert  Lord  Ebury, 

Alexander     William     George    Lord 

Skene.     {Earl  Fife,) 
Charles  Compton  William  Lord  Ches- 

HAM, 

Freberio  AiTGUsTus  Lord  Chelmsfobd. 

John  Lord  Churston. 
Henry  Lord  Leconfield. 
Wilbraham  Lord  Eqerton. 
Godfrey  Charles  Lord  Tredegar. 
Fnz  Patrick  Henry  Lord  Lyveden. 
William  Lord  Brougham  and  Vaux. 
Arthur  Fitz-Gerald  Lord   Kinnaird. 
Richard    Luttrell    Pilkington    Lord 
Westbuby, 


EOLL  OF  THE  LOEDS  SPIRITUAL  AND  TEMPOEAL. 


Fraitois  Williah  FrrzHABDiKQE  Lord 

FlTZHABDINGB. 

-Luke  Oeoboe  Lord  Aitnalt. 
EiOHABD  MoNCKTON  Lord  HouoHTOir. 
William  Lord  Eomilly. 
Oeokoe  Philips  Alexander  Lord  Bar- 

BOOiLL.     {JEarl  of  Caithness,) 
Thomas  Lord  Clermont. 
Jambs  Herbert  Qustavus  Meredyth 
Lord  Meredyth.     {Zard  Athlumnsy,) 
Windham  Thomas  Lord  BIenry.     {Earl 

of  Dunraven  and  Mount-JEarl.) 
Charles  Stanley  Lord  Monck.    ( Fis- 

count  Monck.) 
John  Major  Lord  Hartismere.     {Lord 

Mennihr,) 
Hedworth  Hylton  Lord  Hylton. 
Hugh  Henry  Lord  Strathnairn. 
E)WARD  Gordon  Lord  Penrhyn. 
Qxjstavus  Eussell  Lord  Brangepeth. 

(  Viscount  Boyne,) 
John  Henry  Lord  Ejesteyen. 
Arthur  Lord  Ormathwaitb. 
Edward  Lord  O'Neill. 
EoBERT  CoRNELis  Lord  Napier. 
Jenioo  William  Joseph  Lord  Gobman- 

STON.     {Viscount  Oormanston,) 
Zgbn  Hamilton  Lord  Lawrence. 
James  Plaisted  Lord  Penzance. 
John  Lord  Dunning.     {Lord  EoUo.) 
James    Lord    Baunhard.       {JEarl   of 

SouthesL) 
WnjJAM  Lord  Hare.  {Earl  of  Listowel.) 
Francis   Edward    Lord    Howard    of 

Olossop. 
Bernard     Edward     Barnaby     Lord 

Castletown. 
John  Emerich  Edward  Lord  Acton. 
Thomas  Charles  Lord  Eobartes. 
George  Orenfell  Lord  Wolverton. 
Algernon  William  Fulke  Lord  Gre- 

YILLE. 

Thomas  Lord  O'Hagan. 

William  Lord  Sandhurst. 

Frederic  Lord  Blachpord 

Francis  Lord  Ettrick.     {Lord  Napier.) 

Gavin   Lord   Breadalbane.      {Earl  of 

Breaddlhanc,) 
James  Charles  Herbert  Welbore  Ellis 

Lord  Somerton.   {Earlof  Normanton.) 
Egbert      Alexander     Shapto     Lord 

Waveney. 
Henry  Austin  Lord  Aberdare. 
James  Lord  Moncreiff. 
John  Dubs  Lord  Coleridge. 
William  Lord  Emly. 
Chichester  Samuel  Lord  Carungford. 

{In  another  Place  as  Lord  President  of 

the  Council  and  Lord  Privy  Seal.) 


Thomas  Francis  Lord  Oottbbloe. 

Edmund  Lord  Hammond. 

John  Slaney  Lord  Hampton. 

John  Lord  Winmarleigh. 

Charles    Alexander    Lord    Douglas. 

{Earl  of  Borne.) 
John  William  Lord  Eamsay.    {Earl  of 

Ddlhousie.) 
John    Lord  Fermanagh.      {In  another 

Place  as  Earl  of  Erne.) 
William  Eichard  Lord  Harlech. 
Henry  Gerard  Lord  Alington. 
John  Lord  Tollemache. 
Egbert  Tolyer  Lord  Gerard. 
Mortimer  Lord  Sackville. 
CouN  Lord  Blackburn.     {A  Lord  of 

Appeal  in  Ordinary.) 
Charles  Bowyer  Lord  Norton. 
George  William  Lord  Shute.     (Fm- 

count  Barrington.) 
William   Lord   Watson.    {A  Lord  of 

Appeal  in  Ordinary.) 
Lawrence  Hesketh  Lord  Haldon. 
Ivor  Bertie  Lord  Wimborne. 
Arthur  Edward  Lord  Ardilaun. 
Alexander  Dundas  Eoss  Lord  Lamino- 

ton. 
Charles  Frederick  Lord  Donington. 
Arthur  Edwin  Lord  Trevor. 
Montagu  William  Lord  Eowton. 
William  Francis  Lord  Mount-Tbmplb. 
Edward  Hugessen  Lord  Brabournb. 
Arthur  Oliver  Villiers  Lord  Aiox- 

HILL. 

William  Montagu   Lord  Twesddalb. 

{Marquess  of  Tweeddale.) 
William  XJlick  Tristram  Lord  Howth. 

{Earl  of  ffowth.) 
Donald  James  Lord  Eeay. 
Harcourt  Lord  Derwent. 
Henry  James  Lord  Hothfield. 
Dudley  Coutts  Lord  Tweedmouth. 
George  William  Wilshere  Lord  Bram- 

WELL. 

John  David  Lord  Fitz  Gerald.    {A 

Lord  of  Appeal  in  Ordinary.) 
Frederick  Beauchamp  Paget  Lord  Ax- 

CESTER. 

Garnet  Joseph  Lord  Wolseley. 

Alfred  Lord  Tennyson. 

James  Lord  Strathspey.    {Earl  of  Sea* 

field.) 
John  George  Lord  Monk  Bretton. 
Walter  Charles  Lord  Northbournb. 
Arthur    Saunders  William  Charles 

Fox  Lord  Sudley.    {Earl  of  Arran.) 
John  Egbert  William  Lord  de  Yssqi. 

(  Viscount  de  Vesci.) 

Marmaduke  Francis  Lord  HERRua, 


LIST    OF    THE    COMMONS, 


THE    NAMES    OF    MEMBERS 

BxrUBNSD  TO  SSBYE  IN  THB  TWENTY-SECOND  FaBLIAMENT  OF  THE  UnITED  KiNGDOM 
OP    GbEAT    BBTTAm    AND     IRELAND,    SUMMONED    TO    MEET    AT    WESTMINSTER 

THE  Twenty-ninth  Day  of  April,  One  Thousand  Eight  Hundred  and 
Eighty,  as  by  the  several  Beturns  filed  in  the  Office  of  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  appears  :  amended  to  the  Opening 
OF  the  Sixth  Session  on  the  2dRD  Day  of  October,  1884. 


BEDFORD  COUNTY. 
James  Howard, 
'Marquess  of  Tavistock. 

BEDFORD. 
Samnel  Whitbread, 
Charles  Magniac. 


WYCOMBE  (CHEPPING). 
Lt.-Col.  Gerard  Smith. 


BERKS  COUNTY. 
Sir  Bobert  James   Lojd- 

lindsay,  K.C.B., 
John  Walter, 
Philip  Wroughton. 

READING. 
Oeorge  Palmer, 
Bt.    Hon.     G^rge    John 
Shaw  Lefeyre. 

WINDSOR  (NEW). 
Bobert  Bichardson  Gard- 
ner. 

WALLINGFORD, 
Pandeli  Balli. 

ABINGDON. 
John  Creemer  Clarke. 

BUCKINGHAM 
COUNTY. 
Sir  Bobert  Bateson  Har- 
vey, bt., 
Hon.  Thomas  Francis  Fre- 

mantle, 
Hon.    Bupert    Clement 
George  Carington. 
AYLESBURY. 
Sir   Nathaniel  Mayer  de 

Bothschild,  bt., 
George  .William   Erskine 
BusselL 

BUCKINGHAM. 
Sip  Harry  Vemey,  bt. 
MARLOW  (GREAT). 
Major  Gen.  Owen  Lewis 
dope  Williams. 


CAMBBIDGE  COUNTS. 
Edward  Hicks, 
James  Bedfoord  Bulwer. 
Arthur  John  Thornhill. 

CAMBRIDGE(UNIVERSITY). 
Bt.  Hon.  Alexander  James 

Beresford        Beresford- 

Hope, 
Bt.     Hon.     Henry    Cecil 

Baikes. 

CAMBRIDGE. 
William  Fowler, 
Hugh  Shield. 


CHESTEB. 
(Eatt  Cheshire,) 
William  Cunliffe  Brooks, 
William  John  Legh. 
{Mid  Cheshire,) 
Piers  Egerton  Warburton, 
Hon.  Alan  de  Tatton  Eger- 
ton. 

( West  Cheshire:) 
Hon.  Wilbraham  Frederick 

Tollemache, 
Henry  James  ToUemaohe. 
MACCLESFIELD. 
(  Writ  swpended,) 

STOCKPORT. 
Charles  Henry  Hopwood, 
Frederick  Pennington. 

BIRKENHEAD. 
David  Mac  Ivor. 
CHESTER. 
(  Writ  suspended,) 


jCOBNWALL    COUNTY. 

(Eastern  IHvision.) 
William     Copeland    Bor- 

lase, 
Charles  Thomas  Dyke  Ao- 
land. 

( Western  Division,) 
Sir  John  St.  Aubyn,  bt., 
Arthur  Pendarves  Vivian, 

TRURO. 
Sir    James    Macnaghten 

M'Garel-Hogg,  bt., 
Edward  William  Brydges 
Willyams. 
PENRYN  AKD  FALMOUTH. 
David  James  Jenkins, 
Beginald  Balliol  Brett. 

BODMIN. 

Hon.     Edward     Frederic 

Leveson-Qt)wer. 

LAUNCESTON. 

Sir  Hardinge  Stanley  Gif- 

fard,  knt. 

LISKEARD. 
Leonard  Heniy  Courtney. 

HELSTON. 
Walter    Napleton  Moles- 
worth  St.  Aubyn. 
ST.  IVES. 
Charles  Campbell  Boss. 


CUMBEBLAND 
COUNTY. 

(Eastern  Division,) 
Edward  Stafford  Howard, 
George  James  Howard. 

( Western  Division,) 
David  Ainsworth, 
Hon.  Percy  Scawen  Wynd- 
ham. 
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CARLISLE. 
Robert  Ferguson, 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  bt. 

OOCKERMOUTH. 
Edward  Waugb. 

WHITEHAVEN. 
Rt.  bon.  George  Augustus 
Frederick        Cavendisb 
Bentinck. 

DERBY  COUNTY. 
(North  Derbyshire.) 
Lord  Edward  Cavendisb, 
Jobn  Frederick  Cbeetbam. 

(South  Derbyshire.) 
Sir  Henry  Wibnot,  bt., 
Tbomas  William  Evans. 

(East  Derbyshire,) 
Alfred  Barnes, 
Hon.  Francis  Egerton. 

DERBY. 
Rt.    Hon.     Sir    William 
George  Grenville  Ven- 
ables  Vernon  Harcourt, 
Tbomas  Roe. 


DEVON  COUNTY. 

(North  Devonshire.) 

Rt.  bon.  Sir  Stafford  Henry 

Nortbcote,  bt.,  G.C.B., 
Rt.  bon.  Sir  Tbomas  Dyke 
Acland,  bt. 

(East  Devonshire.) 
Sir  Jobn    Henry  Kenna- 

way,  bt., 
William  Hood  Wabond. 

(South  Devonshire.) 
Sir  Massey  Lopes,  bt., 
Jobn  Tremayne. 

TIVERTON. 
Sir  Jobn  Heatbcoat  Heatb- 

cote-Amory,  bt.. 
Viscount  Ebrington. 
PLYMOUTH. 
Peter  Stewart  Macliver, 
Edward  George  Clarke. 

BARNSTAPLE. 
SiJ?  Robert  Walter  Garden, 

knt., 
Viscount  Lymington. 

DEVONPORT. 
Jobn  Henry  Puleston, 
George  Edward  Price. 

TAVISTOCK. 
Lord  Artbur  Russell. 

EXETER. 
Edward  Jobnson, 
Hen^  Stafford  Nortbcote, 
O.B. 


{COMMONS,  1884-5} 

DORSET   COUNTY. 

Hon.  William  HenryBerke- 
ley  Portman, 

Jobn  Floyer, 

Hon.  Edward  Henry  Tra- 
falgar Digby. 

WEYMOUTH  AND  MELCOMBE 
REGIS. 

Henry  Edwards, 
Sir  Frederick  Jobn  William 
Jobnstone,  bt. 

DORCHESTER. 
William  Ernest  Brymer. 

BRIDPORT. 
Cbarles  Nicbolas  Warton. 

SHAFTESBURY. 
Hon.  Sidney  Carr  Glyn. 

WAREHAM. 
Montague  Jobn  Guest. 

POOLE. 
William  James  Harris. 


DURHAM  COUNTY. 

(Northern  Division.) 

Cbarles  Mark  Palmer, 

Sir  George  Elliot,  bt. 

(Southern  Division.) 

Sir  Josepb  Wbitwell  Pease, 

bt., 
Hon.    Frederick   William 
Lambton. 

DURHAM  (CITY). 
Tbomas  Cbarles  Tbompson, 
Sir  Farrer  Herscbell,  knt. 

SUNDERLAND. 
Edward  Temperley  Gour- 

ley, 
Samuel  Storey. 

GATESHEAD. 
Walter  Henry  James. 
SHIELDS  (SOUTH). 
James  Cocbran  Stevenson. 

DARLINGTON. 
Tbeodore  Fry. 

HARTLEPOOL. 
Tbomas  Ricbardson. 

STOCKTON. 
Josepb  Dodds. 


ESSEX  COUNTY. 

(ITest  Essex.) 

Sir  Henry  Jobn  Selwin-Ib- 

betson,  bt., 
Lord  Eustace  Cecil. 


Members. 

Essex  County — cont 

(East  Essex.) 
James  Round, 
Hon.Cbarles  HedleyStrutt. 

(South  Essex,) 
Thomas  Cbarles  Baring, 
William  Tbomas  Makins. 

COLCHESTER. 
Ricbard  Ejiigbt  Causton, 
WiUiam  WiUis. 

MALDON. 
George  Courtauld. 

HARWICH. 
Sir  Henry  Wbatley  Tyler, 
knt. 


GLOUCESTER  COUNTY. 

(Eastern  Division. ) 
Rt.  bon.  Sir  Micbael  Ed- 
ward Hicks-Beacb,  bt., 
Jobn  Reginald  Yorke. 

( Western  Division. ) 
Robert  Nigel  Fit^btu'dinge 

Kingscote, 
Lord  Moreton. 

STROUD. 
Walter  Jobn  Stanton, 
Hon.  Henry  Robert  Brand. 

TEWKESBURY. 
Ricbasd  Biddulpb  Martin. 

CIRENCESTER. 
Tbomas  William  Cbester 
Master. 

CHELTENHAM. 
Cbarles  Conrad  Adolpbus 
du  Bois  de  Ferri^res 

GLOUCESTER. 
Cbarles  James  Monk, 
V  Writ  suspended.) 

HEREFORD  COUNTY. 

Sir  Josepb  RusseU  Bailey, 

bt., 
Micbael  Biddulpb, 
Tbomas  Duckbam. 

HEREFORD. 
Josepb  PuUey, 
Robert  Tbresbie  Reid. 

LEOMINSTER. 
James  Rankin. 


Zi9t  of 


(COMIklONS,  1884-5) 


HERTFORD  COUNTY.    Lancaster  County— ron^ 


Abel  Smith, 

Hon.      Henry     Frederick 

Cowper, 
Thomas  Frederick  Halsej. 

HERTFORD. 
Arthur  James  Baifour, 

HUNTINGDON 
COUNTY, 
William  Henry  Fellowes, 
Lord  Douglas  Gordon. 

HUNTINGDON. 
Et.  Hon.  Sir  Robert  Peel, 
bt, 

KENT  COUNTY. 
(EaMtem  Division.) 
Aretas  Akers  Douglas, 
Edward  Leigh  Pemberton. 

(  West  Kent} 
Sir  Charles  Henry  ilills,  bt., 
Viscount  Le  wish  am. 

{Mid  Ktnt.) 
Et.  Hon.  Sir  William  Hart 

Dyke,  bt., 
Hon.    John    Stewart  Ga- 
thorne- Hardy. 

ROCHESTER. 
Sir  Arthur  John  Otway,  bt. 
Eoger  Leigh. 

MAIDSTONE. 
Alexander  Henry  RoeSi 
John  Evans  Freke  Ayhner. 

GREENWICH. 
Thoimas  William  Boord, 
Baron  Henry  de  Worms. 

CHATHAM. 
John  Eldon  Gorst. 

GRAVES  END. 
Sir  Sydney  Hedley  Water- 
low,  bt. 

CANTERBURY. 
(  }Vrit  suspended.) 


LANCASTER   COUNTY. 

{N&rth  LaneaihireJ) 
Bandle    Joseph     Feilden, 

C.M.G., 
^i.  Hon.  Frederick  Arthur 
Stanley. 
{Northeast  Lane^ithire.) 
Rt.     Hon.     Marquess    of 

Hartington^ 
Frederick  WiHiam    Graf- 
ton. 
{S&uth-tait  Lancashire.) 
William  Agnew, 
Robert  Leake. 


(South-iv€H  Lancaihirt.) 
Rt.  Hon.  SirBiehard  Asshe- 

ton  Cross,  G.C.B,, 
John  Ii'oland  Blackburne. 

LIVERPOOL. 
Edward  Whitley, 
Lord  Claud  John  Hannilton , 
Samuel  Smith. 

MANCHESTER. 
John  Slagg, 
Jacob  Bright, 
William    Henry    Houlds- 
worth. 

PRESTON. 
William  Farrer  Ecroyd, 
William   Edward  Murray 
Tomlinson. 

WIGAN. 
Hon.  Algernon  Fulke  Eger- 

ton, 
Nathaniel  Eckeraley. 

BOLTON. 
John  Kynaslon  Cross, 
John  Pennington  Thomas- 
son. 

BLACKBURN. 
Wilham  Edward  Briggs, 
William  Coddington. 

OLDHAM. 
John  Tomlinson  Hibbort, 
Hon.  Edward  Lyulph  Stan- 
ley. 

SALFORD. 
Benjamin  Armitage, 
Robert  Ailhiir  Arnold. 

CLITHEROE. 
Richard  Fort, 

ASUTON-UNDER-LYNE. 
Hugh  Mason. 

BURY. 

Robert  Needham  Philips. 

ROCHDALE. 
Thomas  Bayley  Potter. 

WARRINGTON, 
John  Gordon  McMinnies. 

BURNLEY, 
Peter  Ry lands. 

STALE  Y  BRIDGE. 
William  Summers. 


LEICESTER  COUNTY, 

(Nbrthent  Dipiston.) 
Rt.  hon.  Lord  John  Man- 
ners, G.C.B. 
Hon.  MoQtagu  Cur^on. 

( Southern  Divieian^} 
Thomas  Tertius  Paget, 
Albert  Poll. 


LEICESTER. 
Alexander  M 'Arthur. 
James  Allanson  Picton. 

LINCOLN  COUNTY. 

( Nort  h  Lincolnth  ire. ) 
Rowland  Winn, 
Et.  Hon.  James  Lowther. 

{Mid  Lincolnshire.) 
Honry  Chaplin, 
Hon*  Edward  Stanhope. 

{South  Lincolnshire.) 
John  Com  p  ton  Law  ranee. 
Hon.  Murray  Edward  Gor- 
don Fiuch-Hatton, 

GRANTHAM. 
John  William  Mellor, 
Charles  Savile  RoundeU. 
BOSTON. 
( Writ  suspended.) 

STAMFORD, 
Marston  Clarke  Buszard, 

GRIMSBY  (GREAT). 
Edward  Heneage. 

LINCOLN. 
Charles  Seely,  sen. 
Joseph  Ruston. 

MIDDLESEX  COUNTY, 
Rt.    Hon.     Lord    George 

Francis  Hamilton, 
Octavius  Edward  Coope. 

WESTMINSTER. 
Rt.   Hon.  WiUiam   Henry 

Smith, 
Lord     Algernon    Malcolm 
Arthur  Percy, 

TOWER  HAMLETS. 
James  Bryee, 
Charles  Thomson  Ritchie. 

HACKNEY. 
Rt.  Hon,  Henry  Fawcett, 
John  Holms. 

FINSBURY. 
Sir  Andrew  Lusk,  bt., 
William    Torrens    M*Cul- 
lagh  Torrens. 

MARYLEBONE. 
Sir     Thomas     Chamberft, 

knt., 
Daniel  Grant, 

CHELSEA. 

Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles  Want- 
worth  Dilke,  bt., 

Joseph  Firth  Bottomley 
Firth. 
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LONDON  (UNIVERSITY). 
Sir  Jolm  Lubbock,  bt. 

LONDON. 
William  James  Richmond 

Cotton, 
Et.  hon.  Robert  Nicholas 

Fowler  (Lord  Mayor), 
Rt.  hon.  John  GelUbrand 

Hubbard, 
William  Lawrence. 


MONMOUTH  COUNTY. 
Hon.  Frederick  Courtenay 

Morgan, 
John  Allan  Rolls. 

MONMOUTH. 
Edward  Hamer  Cfirbutt. 


NORFOLK  COUNTY. 

( West  Norfolk.) 

William  Amhurst  Tyssen 

Amherst, 
Clare  Sewell  Read. 

{North  Norfolk.) 
Sir  Edmund  HenryEjio wles 

Lacon,  bt., 
Edward  Birkbeck. 

{South  Norfolk.) 
Sir  Robert  JacobBuxton,bt. 
RobertThomhagh  Gurdon. 

LYNN    REGIS. 
Sir  William  Ho  veil  Browne 

Ffolkes,  bt., 
Rt.  Hon.  Robert  Bourke. 

NORWICH. 
Jeremiah  James  Colman, 
Jacob  Henry  Tillett. 

NORTHAMPTON 

COUNTY. 

{Northern  Division.) 

Hon.       Charles      Robert 

Spencer, 
Lord  Burehley. 

{Southern  Division.) 
Sir  Rainald  Knightley,  bt., 
Pickering  Phipps. 

PETERBOROUGH. 
Hon.  William  John  Went- 

worth  Fitzwilliam, 
Sydney  Charles  Buxton. 

NORTHAMPTON. 
Henry  Labouchere, 
Charles  Bradhugh. 

NORTHUMBERLANJD^ 

COUNTY. 

{Northern  Division.) 

Rt.    hon.    Henry    George 

(Percy)  Earl  Percy, 
Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley, 
bt. 
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NOBTHUHBEBLAITD   COTTWTY 

— eont. 

{ Southern  Division.) 
Albert  Henry  George  (Jrey, 
Wentworth  Blackett  Beau- 
mont. 

MORPETH. 
Thomas  Burt. 

TYNEMOUTH. 
Thomas  Eustace  Smith. 

NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE. 
Joseph  Cowen, 
John  Morley. 

BERWICK-UPON-TWEED. 
David  Milne  Home, 
Hubert     Edward    Henry 
Jemingham. 


NOTTINGHAM 

COUNTY. 

{Northern  Division.) 

Cecil  George  Savile  Fol- 

jambe. 
Viscount  Galway. 

{Southern  Division.) 

George  Storer, 

Thomas  Blackbome  Thoro- 
ton  Hildyard. 
NEWARK-UPON-TRENT. 

Thomas  Earp, 

William  Newzam  Nichol- 
son. 

RETFORD  (EAST). 

Francis  John  Savile  Fol- 
jambe, 

Frederick  Thorpe  Mappin. 
NOTTINGHAM. 

Charles  Seely,  jun., 

Arnold  Morley. 


OXFOED  COUNTY. 

John  Sidney  North, 
William  Cornwallis  Cart- 
wright, 
Edward  William  Harcourt. 

OXFORD  (UNIVERSITY). 
Et.  hon.  Sir  John  Eobert 

Mowbray,  bt., 
John  Gilbert  Talbot. 

OXFORD  (CITY). 
( Writ  suspmd0d.) 


M$mbers. 

WOODSTOCK. 

Lord     Eandolph     Henry 

Spencer  Churchill. 

BANBURY. 

Sir  Bemhard  Samuel8on,bt. 

EUTLAND  COUNTY. 
George  Henry  Finch, 
James  William  Lowther. 


SALOP  COUNTY. 
(Northern  Division.) 
Viscount  Newport, 
Stanley  Leighton. 

{Southern  Division.) 
Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton,  bt., 
John  Edmund  Seveme. 

SHREWSBURY. 
Charles  Cecil  Cotes, 
Henry  Eobertson. 
WENLOCK. 
Alexander         Hargreayei 

Brown, 
Cecil      Theodore      Weld 
Forester. 

LUDLOW. 
Hon.      George      Herbert 
Windsor-Cliye. 
BRIDGNORTH. 
William  Henry  Foster. 

SOMEESET  COUNTY. 

{Eastern  Division.) 

Sir  Philip  John  William 

Miles,  bt.. 
Lord  Brooke. 

{Mid  Division.) 
Eichard  Homer  Paget, 
William     Stephen     Cfore-- 
Langton. 

( Western  Division,) 
Edward  James  Stanley, 
Charles  Isaac  Elton. 

BATH. 
SirArthiirDivettHayter,bt., 
Edmond    Eobert    Wode* 
house. 

TAUNTON. 
Sir  Henry  James,  knt., 
Samuel  Charles  Allsopp. 

FROME. 
Henry  Bernhard  Samnel- 
son. 

BRISTOL. 
Samuel  Morley, 
Lewis  Fry. 


List  of 

SOUTHAl^rPTON 
COUNTY. 

{Notdi^m  DiviHon.) 
William  Wither  Bramston 

Kt*    hon.  George   Sdater- 
Booth. 

{Southern  Dwiston.) 
Francis  Oompton, 
Sir  Frederick  WellingtOB 
Jahn  Fitzwigram,  bt. 
WlXCUESTEli. 
Richard  Moss, 
Tisoount  Bariniif, 

PORTSMduTIL 
Hon.ThomasCharlesBruce, 
Sir      Henrv      Druimnond 

Wolff,  G.aM,a,  K.C.B. 

LYMINGTON. 
Edniund  Hegan  Kennard. 

ANDOVER. 
Francis  William  Buxton. 

criRisTcnuRcii. 

Horace  Dayoj. 

PETERSFIELD, 
William  Nichokon. 

SOUTHAMPTON, 
Henry  Lee, 
Alfred  Giles. 

STAFFOED  COUNTY, 

(Ni»r(hfm  Dtvigion,) 
WiUifim  Young  Craig, 
Harry  Ticliborne   Daven- 
port, 

(  Wettern  DivitivnJ) 
Alexander  Staveley  Hill, 
Francis  Monekton, 

{Ea$Um  EHvition,) 
Sir  Michael  Arthur  Bass, 

bt.| 
HeoTj  WigfTin. 

STAFFORD. 

Charles  Bonjamiu  Bright 
M'Laren, 

Thomas  Bait. 

TAMWORTIL 

Hamar  Alfred  Bass, 

Jabez  Spencer  B  a  Hour. 

NE  WC  ASTLE-UNDE  R-LYME. 

Charles  Donaldson    Hud- 
son, 

William  Shepherd  Allen. 
WOLVERHAMPTON. 

Bt.   hon,  Charles  Pelham 
Villi  ers, 

Henry  Hartley  Fowler. 
STOK  E^U  PON-TRENT. 

WilUam  Woodall, 

Henry  Broadhurst. 
WALSALL, 

Bir  Qharltftt  Forater,  bt« 
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WEDNESBURT, 
Alexander  Brogden. 
LICHFIELD. 
Theophilus  John  Levett. 

8UFF0LX  COUNTY. 

( Eastern  Dimsion , ) 

Frederick  Bt,  John  Newde- 

gate  Barne, 
Lord  Ilendlesham, 

( WeMtem  Uivmon,) 
William  Bidden, 
Thomas  Thomhill. 
IPSWICH. 
Jesse  Collings, 
Henry  Wyndhom  West. 
BURY  ST.  EDMUNDS. 
Josepli  Alfred  Hardcastle, 
Edward  Greene. 
EYE. 
Ellis  Ashraead-Bartlett. 


SUBEEY^  COUNTY. 
{East  Sttrreif,) 
WiUiam  Grantham, 
James  Watney* 

(Mid  Snrrcj/^) 
Sir    James    John    Trevor 

Lawrence,  bt., 
SirJohnWhittakerEUis^bt, 

(  Wtit  SinreiL) 
Et.  hon.  George  Cubitt, 
Hon,    WiUiam    St.    John 
Fremantle  Brodrick. 
SOUTUWARK. 
Arthur  Cohen, 
James    Edwin     Thorold 
Rogers. 

LAMBETH. 
Sir  James  Clarke  Lawrence, 

bt., 
Sir  William  McArthur,  kt., 
KC.M.G- 

GUILDFORD. 
Denzil  Roberts  Onslow. 


SUSSEX  COUNTY. 

{EaMttrn  DwUtion.) 
George  Burrow  Gregory, 
Montagu  David  Scott. 

(  Watem  JDwiMion,) 

Sir  Walter  Barttelot  Bart- 
telot,  bt.,  C.B, 

Earl  of  March. 

SHOREHAM  (NEW). 

Sir  Walter  W^Tidham  Bur- 
relli  bt., 

Robert  Loder, 

BRIGHTHELMSTONE. 

John  Robert  HoHond, 

William   Thackeray  Mar- 
riott. 

CHICHESTER. 

Rt.  Hon. Lord  Henry  George 
Charles  Gordon  Lennox. 


LEWES. 
William  Langham  CJhi'istie. 

HORSHAM. 
Sir  Henry  Fletcher,  bt, 

MTOHURST. 
Sir  Henry  Thurston  Hol- 
land, bt.,  K.C.M.G, 

WARWICK  COUNTY. 

{NorthtTii  THvuion.) 
Charles  Newdigate  Newde- 

gate, 
Philip  Albert  Muntz. 

( So u th ern  DivUion . ) 
Sir  John  Eardley  Eardloy 

Wilmot,  bt., 
Hon.     Gilbert    Henry 
Chandos  Leigh, 
BIRMINGHAM. 
Pliilip  Heurj^  Muntz, 
Rt.  hon.  John  Bright, 
Rt.  hon,  Joseph  Chamber- 
lain, 

WARWICK, 
Rt.  hon.  Artliur  WeUesley 

Peel, 
George  William  Jolin  Rep- 
ton. 

COVENTRY. 
WilUara  Henry  Wills, 
Henry  William  Eaton. 

WESTMORELAND 

COUNTY. 
Earl  of  Bective, 
Hon.  William  Lowther, 

KENDAL. 
James  Cropper. 

(WIGHT)  ISLE  OF. 
Hon.    Anthony    Evelyn 

Melbourne  Ashley. 
NEWPORT.  ISLE  OF  WIGHT. 

CTiarles  Cavendish  Clifford. 

WILTS  COUNTY. 
{Northern  JDivuion,) 
Walter  Hume  Long, 
George  Thomas  John  Bo- 
ther on  Estcourt, 
{Souihern  DivtMion.) 
Rt.  hon.  Lord  Henry  Frede- 
rick Thynne, 
ViseoTint  Folkestone. 
NEW  SARUM  (SALTSBURT). 
John  Passmore  Edwards, 
Coleridge  John  Kennard* 

ORIOKLADE. 
Mervin    Herbert    NtTil 

Story-^faskelyne, 
Sir  Daniel  Gooch,  bt. 


Li9tof 

DEVIZES. 
Sir  Thomas  Bateson,  bt. 

MARLBOROUGH. 
Bt.hon .  Lord  Charles  Bruce. 

CHIPPENHAM. 
Sir  Gabriel  Goldney,  bt. 

CALNE. 
Lord  Edmond  George  Petty 
Fitzmaurice. 

MALMESBURY. 
Charles  William  Miles. 

WESTBURY. 
Charles      Nicholas     Paul 
Phipps. 

WILTON. 
Hon.  Sidney  Herbert. 

WOECESTEE  COUNTY. 

(Eastern  Divinon.) 
William  Henry  Gladstone, 
George    Woodyatt    Hast- 
ings. 

( Western  Division,) 
Sir       Edmund      Anthony 

Harley  Lechmere,  bt., 
Frederick  Winn  Knight. 

EVESHAM. 
Frederick    Dixon    Dizon- 
Hartland. 

DROITWICH. 
John  Corbett. 

BEWDLEY. 
Enoch  Baldwin. 

DUDLEY. 
Henry  Brinsley  Sheridan. 

KIDDERMINSTER. 
John  Brinton. 

WORCESTER. 
Thomas  Rowley  Hill, 
^neas  John  Mclntyre. 


YORK  COUNTY. 
(North  Riding.) 

Sir  Frederick  Acclom  Mil- 
bank,  bt., 

Hon.  Guy  Cuthbert  Daw- 
nay. 

(East  Riding.) 

Christopher  Sykes, 

William   Henry   Harrison 
Broadley. 

(Wm*  Riding  tNorthemDivision,) 

Sir  Matthew  Wilson,  bt., 

Isaac  Holden. 

iWest  Riding,  Eastern  Division.) 

Sir     Andiew     Fairbaim, 
knt.. 

Sir  John  William  Rams- 
den,  bt. 

(IVest  Riding, Southern  Division.) 

Hon.  William  Henry  Went- 
worth  FitzwiUiam, 

William  Henry  Leatham. 
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York  County — eont. 

LEEDS. 
John  Barran, 
William  Lawies  Jackson, 
Herbert  John  Gladstone. 

PONTEFRACT. 
Rt.    hon.    Hugh    Culling 

Eardley  Childers, 
Sidney  Woolf . 

SCARBOROUGH. 
William  Sproston  Caine, 
Rt.  hon.  John  George  Dod- 
son. 

SHEFFIELD. 
Rt.    hon.    Anthony    John 

Mundella, 
Charles     Beilby     Stuart- 
Wortley. 

BRADFORD. 
Rt.  hon.  William  Edward 

Forster, 
Alfred  niingworth. 
HALIFAX. 
Rt.  hon.  James  Stansfeld, 
Thomas  Shaw. 

KNARESBOROUGH. 
Thomas  CoUins. 

MALTON. 

Hon.      Charles      William 

Wentworth -  FitzwiUiam. 

RICHMOND. 

Hon.  John  Charles  Dundas. 

RIPON. 
Rt.  hon.  George  Joachim 
Gt)schen. 

NORTHALLERTON. 
George  WiUiam  Elliot. 

THIRSK. 
Hon.  Le^vis  Payn  Dawnay. 

HUDDERSFIELD. 
Edward  Aldam  Leatham. 

WAKEFIELD. 
Robert  Bownas  Mackie. 

WHITBY. 
Arthur  Pease. 

MIDDLESB0R0U6U. 
Isaac  Wilson. 

DEWSBURY. 
Serjeant  John  Simon. 

YORK  CITY. 
Ralph  Creyke, 
Sir  Frederick  George  Mil- 
ner,  bt. 

KINGSTON-UPON-UULL. 
Charles  Morgan  Norwood, 
Charles  Henry  Wilson. 


Mmberi. 

Bakons    of    THE    Cinque 
Ports — eont, 

HASTINGS. 
SirThomasBrassey,K.C.B., 
Henry  Bret  Ince. 

SANDWICH. 
Henry  Arthur  Brassey, 
(  Writ  suspended,) 
HYTHE. 
Sir  Edward  WiUiam  Wat- 
kin,  bt. 

RYE. 
Frederick  Andrew  Inder- 
wick. 

WALES. 

ANGLESEA. 
Richard  Davies. 

BEAUMARIS. 
Morgan  Lloyd. 

BRECKNOCK  COUNTY" 
William  FuUer  Maitland. 

BRECKNOCK. 
Cyril  Flower. 


CARDIGAN  COUNTY. 
Lewis  Pugh  Pugh. 

CARDIGAN,  Ac. 
David  Davies. 

CARMARTEEEN 
COUNTY. 

Walter  RiceHoweUPoweU, 
Viscount  Emlyn. 

CARMARTHEN,  Ao. 
Sir  John  Jones  Jenkins,  kt. 


CARNARVON  COUNTY. 
WiUiam  Rathbone. 

CARNARVON,  Ac. 
Thomas    Love    Duncombe 
Jones-Parry. 


BARONS  OF  THE 

CINQUE  PORTS. 

DOVER. 

Charles  Kaye  Freshfield, 

Alexander  George  Dickson. 


DENBIGH  COUNTY. 
SirWatkinWiUiamsWynn, 

bt., 
Rt.  hon.  George  Osborne 

Morgan. 

DENBIGH,  Ao. 
Sir  Robert  Alfred  Cunliflfo, 

bt. 


FLINT  COUNTY. 
Right  Hon.  Lord  Richard 
Grosvenor. 

FLINT,  Ac. 
John  Roberts. 


GLAMORGAN  COUNTY. 
Christopher    Rice    Mansel 

Talbot, 
SirHeiiryHusseyVivian,bt. 


Zut  of 

OuLMOBOATT  County — emt. 

BIHRTIIYR  TYDVIL. 
Henry  Richard, 
Charles  Herbert  James* 

CARDIFF,  Ac, 
Sir  Edward  James  Eeed* 

SWANSEA,  Ac. 
liOms  Llewellyn  DiUwyn. 

KERIONETHl5oimTY. 

Samuel  Holland. 


MONTGOMERY 

COUNTY. 
Stuart  Eendel. 

MONTGOMERY,  Ac, 
Hon.  Frederick  Stephen  Ar- 
chibald Hanbury-Tracy, 


PEMBROKE  COUNTY. 
William  Davie s, 

PEMBROKE,  ito. 
Henry  Genrge  Allen. 

HAVERFORDWEST. 
Rt.  Hon.  Lord  Kensington. 


RADNOR  COUNTY. 
Sir  Richard  Green  Price, 

NEW  RADNOR. 
Ohftrles  Coltman  Roarers. 


SCOTLAND. 

ABERDEENSHIRE. 
{Eagt  Aberdeenshire.) 
Hon.  Sir  Alexander  Hamil- 
ton Gordon,  K.C.B. 
(  TTtst  Aberdeenshire.) 
Dr,  Robert  Farqiih arson, 

ABERDEEN. 
John  Webster,  LL.D, 

ARGYLE. 
Iiord  CoHn  Campbell, 
AYR. 
(AWfA  Ayrshire*) 

Robert  William  Cochran- 
Patrick. 

(South  Aifrthire.) 
Major- General  Claud  Alex- 
ander. 
KILMARNOCK.  RENFREW, 

&c, 
John  Dick-Peddie. 

BURGHS  OF  AYR.  Ac. 
Richard  Frederick  Fother* 
ingham  Campbell. 
BANFF. 
Robert  WiUiam  Duff. 

BERWICK. 
Hon^dwardMarjoribanks. 

BUTE. 
Charles  Dakymple. 
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OAITHNESSSHIRE. 
Sir    John    George    Tolle- 
mache  Sinclair,  bt. 

WICK,  KIRKWALL,  Ac. 
John  Pender. 

CLACKMANNAN  AND 

KINROSS. 

Rt.  hon.  John  Blair  Bal- 
four. 

DUMBARTON, 
Arcliibald  Orr  Ewing. 
DUMFRIESSHIRE, 
Robert  Jardine. 

DUMFRIES,  Ac. 
Ei'nest  Noel. 

EDINBURGHSniEE. 
Rt.    hon.   William  Ewart 
Gladstone. 

EDINBURGH. 
Thomas  By  bum  Buchanan, 
Samuel  Danks  Waddy. 

UNIVERSITIES    OF     EDIN- 
BURGH AND  ST.  ANDREWS. 
Rt.  hon.  Sir  Lyon  Playfair, 
KC.B, 

BURGHS  OF  LEITH,  Ac. 
Andrew  Grant. 

ELGIN  AXD  NAIRN. 
Sir     George     Macpherson 
Grant,  bt» 

BURGHS  OF  ELGIN,  Ac. 
Alexander  Asher. 

FIFE. 
Hon. Robert  Preston  Bruce. 
BURGHS  OF  ST.  ANDREWS, 
Stephen  Williamson. 

KIRKCALDY,  DYSART,  Ac. 
Sir       George      CampbeU, 
K.C.S.L 

FORFAR. 
James  William  Barclay. 

TOWN  OF  DUNDEE, 
George  Armitstead, 
Frank  Henderson. 

MONTROSE,  Ac. 
Rt,  hon.  William  Edward 
Baxter. 

HADDINGTON. 
Lord  Eleho. 

HADDINGTON  BURGHS. 
Alexander  Craig  Sellar, 
INVERNESS. 

Donald  Cameron. 

INVERNESS,  Ac. 

Charles  Eraser  Mackintosh. 

KINCARDINESHIRE. 
Sir  George  Balfour,  K.C.B. 

KIRKCUDBRIGHT. 
John  Maxwell-Heron. 


Metnhms. 

LANARK. 

(North  Latiarkshii-e.) 
Sir  Thomas  Edward  Cole- 
brook  e,  bt. 

(South  Lanarkshire,) 
John      Glencaim      Carter 
Hamilton. 

GLASGOW. 
George  Anderson, 
Charles  Cameron,  LL.D., 
Robert  Tweedie  Middleton . 
UNIVERSITIES  OF  GLAS- 
GOW Atij>  ABERDEEN. 
James   Alexander    Camp- 
beH,  LL.D. 

LINLITHGOW, 
Peter  McLagan, 

ORKNEY  AND  SHETLAND. 
Samuel  Laing, 

PEEBLES  AND  SELKIRK. 
Charles  Tennant. 
PERTH. 
Sir         Donald         Currie, 
K.C.M.G. 

TOWN  OF  PERTIL 
I  Charles  Stuart  Parker. 
RENFREWSHIRE. 
Alexander  Crum. 
PAISLEY. 
I  Stewart  Clark, 

GREENOCK. 
James  Stewart. 

ROSS  AND  CROMARTY. 
Ronald  Craufurd    Munro- 
Ferguson. 

ROXBURGH. 
Hon.  Arthur  Ralph  Doug- 
las EUiot. 

HAWICK,  SELKIRK,  Ac. 
Rt,  Hon.  George  Otto  Tre- 
velyan. 

STIRLING. 
Joseph  Cheney  Bolton. 

STIRLING,  Ac. 
Henry    CampbeU-Banner- 
raan. 

FALKHIK,  Ao.  BURGHS. 
John  Ramsay. 

SUTHERLAND. 
Marq^uess  of  Stafford. 

WIGTON. 
Sir  Herbert  Eustace  Max* 
well,  bt, 

WIGTOxN,  Ac.  BURGHS* 
Rt.  hon.  Sir  John  Charlaa 
Dalrymple  Hay,  bt. 


niELAND. 


ANTRIM  COUNTY* 
James  Chaine, 
Edward  Macnaghten. 

BELFAST, 
William  EvTort, 
James  Porter  Corry. 


Ziat  of 

LISBURN. 
Sir  Richard  Wallace,  bt. 

CARRICKFERGUS. 
Thomas  Greer. 

ARMAGU  COUNTY. 
Tames  Nicholson  Bichard- 

son, 
Maxwell  Charles  Close. 

ARMAGH    (CITY). 

George  De  La  Poer  Beres- 

ford. 

CARLOW  COUNTY. 

Edmund  Dwyer  Gray, 

Donald  Home  Macf arlane. 

CARLOW  (BOROUGH). 
Charles  Dawson. 

CAVAN  COUNTY. 
Charles  Joseph  Fay, 
Joseph  Gillis  Biggar. 

CLARE  COUNTY. 
The  O'Gorman  Mahon, 
William  Henry  O'Shea. 

ENNIS. 
Matthew  Joseph  Kenny. 

CORK  COUNTY. 
William  Shaw, 
David  Latouche  Colthurst. 

CORK  (CITY). 
Charles  Stewart  Pamell, 
John  Deasy. 

YOUGHAL. 
Sir  Joseph  Neal  McKenna, 
knt. 

BANDON  BRIDGE. 
Bichard  Lane  Allman. 

KINSALE. 
Eugene  Collins. 

MALLOW. 
William  O'Brien. 

DONEGAL  COUNTY. 
Thomas  Lea, 
John  Klnnear. 

DOWN  COUNTY. 
Lord  Arthur  William  Hill, 
Viscount  Castlereagh. 

NEWRY. 
Henry  Thomson. 

DOWNPATRICK. 
John  Mulholland. 

DUBLIN  COUNTY. 
Ion  Trant  Hamilton, 
Edward  Eobert  Eling-Har- 
man. 

DUBLIN  rCITY). 
Maurice  Brooks, 
Robert  Dyer  Lyons. 

DUBLIN  UNIVERSITY. 
Bt.    hon.  David    Bobert 

Plunket, 
Bt.  liou.  Edward  Gibson. 
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FERMANAGH. 
William  Humphreys  Arch- 
dale, 
Viscount  Crichton. 

ENNISKILLEN. 
Viscount  Cole. 

GALWAY  COUNTY. 
Mitchell  Henry, 
Colonel  John  Philip  Nolan. 

GALWAY  (BOROUGH). 
John  OrreU  Lever, 
Thomas  P.  O'Connor. 

KERRY. 
Sir  Bowland  Blennerhas- 

sett,  bt., 
Bowland    Ponsonby  Blen- 
nerhassett. 

TRALEE. 
The  O'Donoghue. 
KILDARE. 
James  Leahy, 
Charles    Henry    Meldon, 
LL.D. 

KILKENNY. 
Edward  Mulhallen  Marum, 
Patrick  L.  Martin. 

KILKENNY  (CITY). 
John  Francis  Smithwick. 

KING'S  COUNTY. 
Sir  Patrick  O'Brien,  bt., 
Bernard  Charles  Molloy. 

LEITRIM  COUNTY. 
Arthur  Loftus  Tottenham, 
Colonel  Francis  O'Beime. 

LIMERICK  COUNTY. 
William  Henry  0' Sullivan, 
Edmund  John  Synan. 
LIMERICK  (CITY). 
Daniel  FitzGeraldGabbett, 
Edward  McMahon. 
LONDONDERRY  COUNTY. 
Sir  Thomas  M'Clure,  bt., 
Samuel  Walker. 

COLERAINE. 
Sir  Henry  Hervey  Bruce, 
bt. 

LONDONDERRY  (CITY). 
Charles  Edward  Lewis. 
LONGFORD  COUNTY. 
George  Errington, 
Justin  McCarthy. 

LOUTH  COUNTY. 
PhilipCaUan, 
Alan  Henry  Bellingham. 

DUNDALK. 
Charles  BusseU. 

DROGHEDA. 
Benjamin  Whitworth. 

MAYO  COUNTY. 
John  O'Connor  Pow©ri 
Isaac  Nelson. 


MEATH  COUNTY. 
Edward  Sheil, 
William  Meagher. 

MONAGHAN  COUNTY. 
William  Findlater, 
Timothy  Michael  Healy. 

QUEEN'S  COUNTY. 
Bichard  Lalor, 
Arthur  O'Connor. 

PORTARLINGTON. 
Bobert  Abraham  Brewster 
French-Brewster. 

ROSCOMMON  COUNTY. 
Andrew  Commins,  LL.D., 
James  O'Kelly. 

SLIGO  COUNTY. 
Thomas  Sexton, 
Nicholas  Lynch. 

TIPPERARY  COUNTY. 
Patrick  James  Smyth, 
Thomas  Mayne. 

CLONMEL. 
Arthur  Moore. 

TYRONE  COUNTY. 
John  William  EUison  Ma- 
cartney, 
ThomasAlexanderDiokson, 

DUNGANNON. 
I  James  Dickson. 

WATERFORD  COUNTY. 
Hon.  Henry  Villiers  Stuart, 
'      of  Dromana, 
j  Patrick  Joseph  Power. 

I  DUNGARVAN. 

I  Frank  Hugh  O'DonneU. 

I        WATERFORD  (CITY). 
'  Bichard  Power, 
Edmund  Leamy. 

I  WESTMEATH  COUNTY. 
I  Timothy  Daniel  Sulliyan, 
I  Timothy  Harrington. 

I  ATHLONE. 

Justin  Huntly  McCarthy. 

WEXFORD  COUNTY. 
John  Barry, 
John  Francis  Small. 

WEXFORD  (BOROUGH). 
William    Hoey    Keiumej 
I     Bedmond. 

i  NEW  ROSS. 

'  John  Edward  Bedmond. 

i  WICKLOW  COUNTY. 
I  William  Joseph  Corbet, 
I  James  Carlile  M'Ooan.. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 
Thursday,  2Srd  October,  1884. 


THE  PARLIAMENT,  which  had  been 
Prorogued  successively  from  the 
14th  August,  1884,  to  the  15th  Septem- 
ber ;  thence  to  the  23rd  October,  met 
this  day  for  the  despatch  of  Business. 

The  Session  was  opened  by  Commis- 
sion. 

Thb  House  being  met ; 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  ac- 
quainted the  House, 

"That  it  not  being  convenient  for  Her 
Majesty  to  be  personally  here  present  this  day. 
She  has  been  pleased  to  cause  a  Ck>mmi88ion 
under  the  Great  Seal  to  be  prepared,  in  order 
to  the  holding  of  this  Parliament." 

YOL.  OOXdll.    [third  series.] 


Then  Five  of  the  Lords  Commissioners 
— namely.  The  Lord  High  Chancellor  ; 
The  Lord  President  of  the  Council 
(The  Lord  Carlingford) ;  The  Earl  of 
KiMBERLEY  (Secretary  of  State  for  India) ; 
The  Lord  Chamberlain  (The  Lord  Ken- 
mare)  ;  and  The  Lord  Monson  (Captain 
of  the  Yeomen  of  the  Guard) — ^being  in 
their  Robes,  and  seated  on  a  Form  placed 
between  the  Throne  and  the  Woolsack, 
commanded  the  Gentleman  Usher  of 
the  Black  Rod  to  let  the  Commons  know 
**  The  Lords  Commissioners  desire  their 
immediate  Attendance  in  this  House 
to  hear  the  Commission  read." 

Who  being  at  the  Bar,  with  their 
Speaker : — The  Commission  was  read  by 
the  Clerk :— Then 

THE  QUEEN'S    SPEECH. 
The  lord  CHANCELLOR  delivered 
Her  Majesty's  Speech  to  both  Houses 
of  Parliament,  as  follows  :— 
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The   Queen's 


(LOEDSl 


Speech, 


*^My  Lords f  and  Oentlemen^ 

"  I  HAVE  brought  you  together  after 
a  recess  unusually  short,  in  order  that 
you  may  be  enabled  at  once  to  give 
your  further  consideration  to  the  great 
subject  of  the  representation  of  the 
people  in  Parliament. 

"  I  continue  to  maintain  relations 
of  amity  with  all  foreign  Powers. 

"  The  information  received  from  the 
Soudan  includes  painful  uncertainties ; 
but  the  energy,  courage,  and  resource, 
conspicuously  displayed  by  General 
Gordon  in  the  successful  defence  of 
Khartoum,  deserve  my  warm  recog- 
nition. 

"  The  advance  of  my  troops  to  Don- 
gola  has  for  its  object  the  rescue  and 
security  of  that  gallant  ofiBcer,  and 
of  those  who  have  so  faithfully  co-ope- 
rated with  him. 

"  In  Egypt  itself  I  am  using  my 
best  endeavours  to  promote  further 
improvement  ;  and  I  have  given  my 
support  to  the  Egyptian  Government 
in  the  difficult  financial  position  in 
which  it  has  been  left  through  the 
failure  of  the  recent  Conference. 

"  I  have  to  regret  that  circumstances 
have  occurred  on  the  south-western 
frontier  of  the  Transvaal  which  de- 
mand my  vigilant  attention.  In  con- 
junction with  the  Government  of  the 
Cape  Colony  I  am  engaged  in  consi- 
dering the  means  which  may  be  re- 
quired to  secure  the  faithful  observance 
of  the  Convention  of  the  present  year. 

**  Papers  on  this  subject  will  be  pre- 
sented to  you  at  an  early  date. 

'*  Oentlemen  of  the  House  of 
Commons^ 
*'  The  operations  in  the  Soudan  will 
render  it  necessary  to  ask  from  you 
a  further  pecuniary  provision. 


"  My  Lords,  and  Oentlemen, 
**  The  Bill  for  the  extension  of  the 
Parliamentary  Franchise  will  at  once 
be  introduced. 

"  In  conclusion,  I  humbly  and  most 
anxiously  trust  that  the  blessing  of 
Ahnighty  God  may  attend  upon  your 
labours." 

Then  the  Commons  withdrew. 

House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 

House  resumed. 

Pbayers. 

Roll  of  tub  Lords— Garter  King  of 
Arms  attending,  delivered  at  the  Table 
(io  the  usual  manner)  a  List  of  the  Lords 
Temporal  in  the  Sixth  Session  of  the 
Twenty-second  Parliament  of  the  United 
Kingdom  :  The  same  was  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  Table. 

SELECT  VESTRIES. 
Bill,  proformdf  read  1'. 

PARLIAlklENT  —  BUSINESS  OP  THE 
HOUSE— OBSERVATIONS. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  :  My  Lords,  I 
may  take  this  opportunity  of  acquainting 
your  Lordships  as  to  what  the  Govern- 
ment think  will  be  the  most  convenient 
course  to  adopt  with  regard  to  the 
meeting  of  the  House  after  the  Address 
has  been  agreed  to  this  evening,  which 
I  trust  will  be  the  case.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  no  Business  to  bring 
before  your  Lordships ;  but  Notice  of  a 
Question  has  been  given  by  a  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  to-day,  which  he  does  not 
mean  to  put  until  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  returns  to  this  country.  There- 
fore, if  it  is  convenient  to  your  Lord- 
ships, I  shall  this  evening  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House  to  Monday 
week,  the  3rd  of  November. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY :  I 
have  no  objection  whatever  to  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Earl.  I  under- 
stand there  is  likely  to  be  some  Buti- 
nesR  of  interest  on  Monday  week; 
but  that  before  that  time  there  will  not 
be  any. 


6         AddrMin  An9Wir  (Ootobeil  23,  1884]  to  ih  QuhhU  Speech*        d 

ships  eannot  be  surprised  that  tbe  Go- 
vernment have  Bummoned  ParllameDt  at 
this  unusual  periodi  when  you  conskk^r 
not  only  the  nature  of  the  measure  which 
will  he  brought  before  jotj,  but  how  fully 
and  amply  it  has  been  discussed  in  the 
country,  and  that  the  other  House  has 
already  passed  it  by  a  larfa^e  and  even  an 
overwhelming  majority.  Although  the 
course  adopted  in  summoning  Parliament 
now  is  unusual,  it  is  not  without  pre- 
cedent or  a  parallel,  for  I  may  remind 
your  Lordships  that,  at  the  period 
of  the  first  Eeform  Bill,  Parliament  was 
called  together  in  December,  1 831,  nnder 
almost  identical  circumstanceB.  I  do 
not  know  whether  there  are  any  of 
your  Lordships  who  can  recall  tbe  cir- 
cumstances of  that  Bill ;  but  I  believe  I 
am  correct  in  stating  that  it  had  been 
rejected  by  your  LordBhii)s'  House,  and 
Parliament  was  called  together/  after  a 
Recess  of  two  months*  duration,  under 
circumstances  Tery  similar  to  the  present. 
If  the  precedent  is  ; important,  it' 'is 
because  there  are  points  of  difference 
between  the  two  occasions  which  it  ia 
requisite  to  con*iider.  In  the  two  months' 
preceding"  the  Session  of  1831  there  was 
great  excitement  in  the  country,  which 
had  culmiunted  in  di8<>rder  that  had  re- 
sulted in  the  destruction  of  property, 
and  even  in  the  loss  of  life;  and  in 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne  it  was,  no- 
fortunately,  necessary  to  call  atfention 
to  those  disorders,  and  to  ask  Parlia- 
ment to  take  measures  to  put  a  stop  to 
them.  During  the  last  two  mouths  thero 
has  certainly  been  excitement  and  in- 
terest, if  this  can  be  judged  from  the 
number  of  meetings  which  have  been 
held  and  the  large  number,  of  people 
atttiudiog^  thof^e  meetings.  But,  until 
10  days  ago,  there  was  uot  a  single  case 
of  diiiorder  or  riot :  and  I  am  sure  it 
will  be  a  matter  of  prolound  regret 
to  your  Lords'iips,  and  especially  to 
those  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House,  that  there  should  have  been  any 
occasion  on  which  a  meeting  legally 
assembled  should  have  been  disturbed 
by  riot  or  disorder.  Undoubtedly,  the 
J  meetings  have  been  of  groat  importance 
j  on  one  side  and  on  the  other ;  but,  put- 
j  ting  aside  those  where  large  audiencea 
were  attracted  by  distinguished  orators, 
it  will  be  found  that  there  has  been  a 
demon  f4t  rat  ion  of  earnest  feeling,  espe- 
cially on  the  part  of  the  unenfrftnchised 
classes,  who  have  assembled  in  large 
masses  to  a^k  your  Lordehipa*  to  ^a^A 
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THE  QUEEN'S  SPEEOH. 
ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS   SPEECH. 
The  Queen's  Speech  reporUd  by  The 

liOHD   CjETjUfCELLOB. 

Lord  BELPER  (who  wore  the  uni- 
form  of  the  South  Notts  Yeomanry), 
in  rising  to  move  an  Address  in  re- 
ply to  Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  said  :  My  Lords, 
in  rising  to  address  myself  to  the  Mo- 
tion which  has  been  placed  in  my  handsi 
I  feel  how  much  I  stand  in  need  of  the 
kind  indulgence  and  gonerous  support 
of  this  House.  Not  only  because  I 
know  how  important  is  the  occasion  on 
which  we  are  met  together  this  evening, 
and  how  grave  are  the  issues  which 
depend  on  the  decision  which  you  will 

five  on  the  measure  brought  before  you, 
ut  because  I  am  deeply  conscious  that  I 
cannot  call  to  my  aid  that  eloquence  or 
those  powers  of  expression  which  have 
so  often  distinguished  those  who  have 
performed  this  duty  on  previous  occa- 
sions. My  Lords,  I  am  aware  that  there 
is  a  wide  diversity  of  ojiinion  on  the 
principal  measure  fur  the  consideration 
of  which  the  Session  ia  held,  and  I  will 
endeavour  to  the  utmost  of  my  power  to 
avoid  saying  anything  to  intensify  any 
feeling  that  already  exists.  I  am  deoply 
seosibie  of  the  responstbilit}'  which 
devolves  upon  me  ;  and  I  can  assure  you 
it  will  be  my  earnest  endeavour  not  to 
use  any  expression  which  can  tend,  in 
the  remotest  way,  to  interfere  with  the 
calm  and  deliberate  judgment  of  the 
House,  or  to  adopt  a  tone  calculated  to 
impede,  even  fur  the  shortest  time,  what 
1  hope  will  be  a  speedy  and  a  satisfac- 
tory settlement  of  the  question.  If  I 
have  any  claim  to  staud  in  the  position  I 
do,  I  can  only  find  it  in  the  fact  that, 
belieriog,  as  I  do,  that  there  is  a  f^trong, 
earnest,  and  spontaneous  feeling  in  the 
country  in  favour  of  this  measure,  I 
have  given  my  cordial  support  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  tlio  course 
they  have  pursued.  May  I  add  that  I 
believe  I  am  one  of  the  oldest  supporters 
of  the  principle  of  the  measure  in  your 
J^rA^yr.v.j  House,  because  I  had  the 
o|'  of  supporting  its  principle 

on  lii .'  ur^t  occasion  when  it  was  intro- 
duced by  Mr.  Trerelyan  in  a  Resolution 
ia  the  other  House  of  Parliament  in 
favour  of  household  suffrage;  and  I 
naturally,  therefore,  take  a  very  warm 
interest  in  it*^  prospects.     Your  Lord- 
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the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  These 
demonstrations  have  been  made,  with 
one  or  two  exceptions,  with  moderation, 
and  without  disorder ;  and,  I  trust  that 
that  consideration  will  do  something  to 
assist  your  Lordships  in  coming  to  a  calm 
and  deliberate  decision.  There  is  another 
difference  between  1831  and  the  present 
time.  In  1831  the  measure  was  con- 
scientiously opposed  by  many  who  be- 
lieved that  it  was  too  strong  and  sweep- 
ing a  measure,  and  that  its  consequences 
would  be  disastrous  to  the  country,  and, 
perhaps,  the  Constitution  as  well ;  but, 
with  respect  to  the  present  measure,  it  can 
truly  be  said  that  if  it  has  not  met  with 
much  approval  from  those  who  oppose 
it,  its  principle,  at  least,  has  received  a 
general  assent.  Even  by  those  who  have 
thought  it  their  duty  to  oppose  it,  the 
acknowledgment  has  been  made  that, 
sooner  or  later,  the  principle  of  house- 
hold suffrage  in  counties  will  have  to  be 
conceded.  If  that  is  so,  if  both  sides 
are  so  far  agreed  upon  the  principle  of 
the  measure,  surely  there  ought  to  be 
no  obstacle  to  the  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion, which  may  not  be  surmounted  by 
judgment  and  prudence.  I  am  quite 
aware  that  a  clear  and  distinct  issue  has 
been  taken  by  noble  Lords  opposite,  and 
by  the  Opposition  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament ;  they  have  said  that  it  is  an 
incomplete  measure,  and  that  they  do 
not  wish  to  give  the  Government  the 
power  which  would  be  given  to  them  if 
the  Franchise  Bill  were  passed  without 
redistribution,  or  without  any  security 
that  the  redistribution  scheme  will  be 
a  fair  and  just  measure.  Parliament 
having  been  called  together  now  to  give 
'*  further  consideration  to  the  great  sub- 
ject of  the  representation  of  the  people 
in  Parliament,''  it  is  impossible  to  ignore 
the  issue  which  has  been  raised  by  noble 
Lords  opposite — which  has  been  dis- 
cussed at  every  public  meeting  from  one 
end  of  England  to  the  other ;  but  if  I 
do  allude  to  it,  it  is  because,  in  the 
calmer  atmosphere  which  should  prevail 
in  this  House,  we  can  take  our  stand  on 
a  somewhat  higher  ground  than  is  pos- 
sible to  those  who  have  been  address- 
ing crowded  meetings  of  enthusiastic 
supporters  from  Party  platforms.  In 
this  spirit  I  will  ask  whether  there  is 
a  single  Member  of  your  Lordships' 
House  who  sincerely  and  conscientiously 
believes  that,  if  this  Bill  were  read  a  se- 
cond time  in  this  House,  Her  Majesty's 

Lord  Belter 


Government  would  make  use  of  the 
power  given  to  them  by  their  majority 
in  the  other  House  to  force  an  unfair 
measure  of  redistribution  through  Parlia- 
ment ?  I  do  not  believe  that  any  of  your 
Lordships  can  think  so.  For  myself, 
it  is  needless  to  say  that,  standing  in 
the  position  which  I  occupy,  I  have  full 
confidence  in  the  intentions  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  I  will  go  further, 
and  will  venture  to  say  that  there  is  no 
statesman,  whether  he  represents  the 
Party  on  that  side  of  the  House  or  on 
this,  who,  having  given  deliberate 
pledges  to  the  country,  with  a  know- 
ledge of  the  grave  responsibility  resting 
upon  him,  in  a  crisis  like  the  present, 
would  deliberately  make  use  of  his  ma- 
jority for  passing  through  either  House 
a  Bill  which  does  not  fairly  represent 
the  interests  of  the  country,  or  which 
will  give  one  section  of  the  community 
a  larger  power  of  voting  than  they  are 
entitled  to ;  and  that  he  would  do  that, 
on  the  chance  of  getting  a  temporary 
Party  advantage,  with  the  certainty  of 
alienating  from  himself  a  large  section 
of  moderate  and  fair-minded  men.  If  a 
majority  of  this  House  can  trust  the  fair 
intentions  of  the  Government,  surely  the 
solution  of  this  question  should  be 
neither  distant  nor  difficult.  If  we  are 
agreed  on  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  if 
we  are  agreed  that  a  moderate  and  a 
fair  measure  of  redistribution  must  be 
passed ;  if  the  majority  of  this  House, 
or  a  considerable  section  of  this  House, 
are  satisfied  that  the  Government  will 
attempt  to  deal  fairly  with  redistri- 
bution, or  if  it  should  be  possible  to 
give  such  security  to  those  who  are  not 
satisfied  as  to  enable  them  to  accept  the 
measure  which  is  now  introduced,  I  do 
venture  to  express  a  confident  hope  that 
your  Lordships  will  accede  to  what  I 
believe  is  a  very  strong  and  a  growing 
feeling  in  the  country  —  that  the  Bill 
should  pass  into  law  without  any  fur- 
ther delay. 

I  have  dwelt  at  some  length  on  the 
question,  because  it  is  one  of  the  most 
important  matters  which  has  been 
brought  under  your  Lordships'  atten- 
tion on  the  present  occasion  ;  but,  if 
public  interest  has  been  somewhat  en- 
grossed by  this  question  at  home,  cer- 
tainly affairs  abroad  require  your  Lord- 
ships' attention.  At  the  present  mo- 
ment, an  Expedition,  almost  of  a  novel 
kind,  has  been  despatched  to  the  into- 
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rior  of  Africa.  I  believe  tbat  in  the 
General  who  has  been  chosen  to  com- 
mancl  that  Expedition — Lord  Wolseley 
— your  Lordships  have  a  guarantee  and 
a  security  that  every  precaution  will  be 
taken  to  insure  for  that  E,Tpedition  a 
satisfactory  result.  I  think  I  need  hardly 
recall  your  Lordbhips'  minds  to  the  cir- 
cumstances under  whioh  General  Gordon 
was  sent  out.  He  went  out  from  this 
country,  at  almost  a  moment's  notice,  to 
rescue  the  garrisons  of  the  Soudan,  which 
were  out  off  from  all  help  from  outalde. 
He  went  there  with  Colonol  Stewart, 
with  a  simple  and  unquestioning  devo- 
tion to  the  call  of  duty,  knowing  only 
bow  great  were  the  dangers  and  difficul- 
ties before  him.  Since  he  arrived  in 
Khartoum,  we  have  had  very  little  in* 
formation  to  enable  ua  to  say  exaotly 
what  has  taken  place  there-  But  I 
think  we  may  certainly  gather  this  from 
the  telegrams  which  have  been  received, 
and  from  the  information  which  has 
reached  us  in  other  ways  —  that  soon 
after  General  Gordon  readied  Khartoum 
he  found  it  was  impossible,  with  the 
resources  at  his  disposal,  to  rescue  those 
whom  he  was  sent  out  to  save ;  and, 
knowing  that^  he  determined  that  he 
would  not  desert  them*  He  took  mea- 
sures to  fortify  Khartoum,  and  we  know 
how  successfully  he  carried  them  out. 
He  not  only  repulsed  the  attacks  of  the 
Mahdi*8  forces,  but  he  was  even  able  to 
carry  the  war  into  the  enemy's  country, 
and  to  bombard,  if  not  to  recapture, 
Berber*  I  need  not  dwell  on  the  cha- 
racter and  the  career  of  General  Gordon ; 
hut  I  do  not  believe  there  ever  was  an 
enterprize  which  depended  more  for  its 
success  on  the  personal  qualities  of  one 
man.  The  success  whioh  General  Gor- 
don has  attained  is  owing,  not  only  to 
his  knowledge  of  the  character  of  the 
Natives,  but  also  to  his  own  great  per- 
Bonal  influence  and  courage.  1  am  sure 
your  Lordships  all  hope  that  the  Expe- 
dition which  has  now  started  to  relieve 
him  will  meGt  with  complete  success. 
But,  as  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
says,  there  are,  unfortunately,  painful 
uncertainties  in  regard  to  the  informa* 
tion  which  has  been  received  from  the 
Soudan.  Foremost  among  them  is  the 
report  which  has  reached  us  of  the 
murder  of  Calonel  Stewart.  1  feel  that 
all  the  Members  of  your  Lordships' 
House  will  join  in  a  fervent  hope  that 
that  report  may  not  be  oonhrmed  ;  that 


Colonel  Stewart's  life  has  been  spared; 
and  that  he  may  return  with  General 
Gordon  to  receive  the  well-deserved 
thanks  of  his  country. 

The  Speech  from  the  Throne  goes 
on  to  refer  to  the  internal  affairs  of 
Egypt;  and  I  am  sure  that  your  Lord- 
ships will  cordially  agree  with  Her  Ma- 
jesty'a  Government  in  the  announce- 
ment that  Her  Majesty  has  given  her 
support  to  the  Government  of  Egypt  in 
the  dithcult  financial  position  of  that  coun- 
try. Youi*  Lordships  naturally  know 
that  Lord  Northbrook  has  been  sent  out 
to  inquire  into  the  financial  affairs  of 
Egypt,  and  that  he  has  not  yet  returned  ; 
and  your  Lordships  will  await  with 
anxiety  the  measures  which  may  be  pro- 
posed on  his  return  ;  but  I  will  venture 
to  say  that  this  country,  having  under- 
taken a  grave  responsibility  in  Egj^pt, 
and  having  made  great  sacrifices  since 
the  first  occupation,  will  support  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  any  measure 
they  may  consider  necessary  to  improve 
the  government  of  that  country. 

There  is  one  other  subject  which  I 
should  not  like  to  pass  over  without 
comment.  The  last  paragraph  in  the 
Speech  fi*om  the  Throne  states  that  Her 
Majesty  regrets  the  circumstances  which 
have  occurred  on  the  South- Western 
Frontier  of  the  Transvaal  Some  months 
ago  a  final  Convention  was  made  with 
the  Boers  of  the  Transvaal,  and  it  was 
our  hope  that  we  should  not  so  soon 
have  heard  of  new  ditlifulties  in  that 
country.  I  venture  to  think,  in  treating 
with  the  Transvaal,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment made  every  concession  which 
was  possible  under  the  circumstances. 
They  allowed  the  boundaries  to  be  en- 
larged, and  also  showed  that  they  were 
willing  to  meet  any  difficulty  which 
might  arise  in  a  just  and  liberal  spirit.  It 
must,  therefore,  be  with  deep  regret 
that  your  Lordships  will  have  heard  of 
the  circumstances  which  have  now  oc- 
curred in  the  neighbouring  country. 
It  appears  that  a  band  of  freebooters  has 
invaded  the  territory  of  a  friendly  Chief, 
who  is  under  our  protection,  have  killed 
his  people,  have  plundered  him^  and 
have  also  murdered  the  English  Kesident. 
Moreover,  Montsioa  has  been  forced 
into  a  Treatj',  which  places  him  entirely 
at  the  mercy  of  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment. It  is  satisfactory  to  know,  how- 
ever, that  the  Transvaal  Government 
have  now  withdrawn  the  Proclamation 
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with  regard  to  the  annexation  of  the 
country  of  Montsioa,  that  Mr.  Joubert 
has  resigned,  and  that  he  has  made  a 
strong  protest  against  the  illegal  action 
of  the  Transvaal  Government.  More 
than  that,  it  appears  that  the  feeling  in 
the  Cape  Colony,  not  only  amongst  the 
English,  but  amongst  the  Dutch,  sup- 
ports our  view ;  and,  therefore,  it  is 
satisfactory  to  know  that  the  authorities 
of  the  Colony  have  agreed  with  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  take  steps 
which  will  put  an  end  to  these  illegal 
proceedings.  Your  Lordships  will  not 
wish  to  show  any  feeling  of  revenge  for 
what  has  occurred ;  but  the  country,  I 
think,  will  demand  that  the  Convention 
which  was  made  with  the  Boers  a  few 
months  ago  shall  be  absolutely  and  en- 
tirely respected  and  maintained. 

Li  conclusion,  I  have  only  to  thank 
your  Lordships  for  the  kind  indulgence 
which  you  have  extended  to  me,  and, 
before  I  sit  down,  to  express  a  hope 
that  although  the  Session  may  be  a  short 
one,  it  may  not  be  a  barren  one,  and 
that  the  result  of  our  deliberations  will 
tend  to  promote  the  happiness  and  pros- 
perity of  the  people,  and  to  maintain  the 
dignity  and  authority  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament.  I  beg  to  move  the  following 
humble  Address  to  Her  Majesty: — 
Most  Gracious  Soyeueion, 

**  "Wb,  Your  Majesty's  most  dutiful  and  loyal 
Bubjects,  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  in 
Parliament  assembled,  beg  leave  to  ofifer  our 
humble  thanks  to  Your  Majesty  for  the  gracious 
Speech  which  Your  Majesty  has  addressed  to 
both  Houses  of  Parliament. 

"  We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  Your  Majesty  continues  to 
maintain  relations  of  amity  with  all  foreign 
Powers. 

**  We  learn  with  satisfaction  that  although 
the  information  received  from  the  8oudan  in- 
cludes painful  uncertainties,  yet  the  energy, 
courage,  and  resource  conspicuously  displayed 
by  Qeneral  Gordon  in  the  successful  defence  of 
Khartoum  deserve  Your  Majesty's  warm  recog- 
nition. 

•*  We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  the  advance  of  Your  Majesty's 
troops  to  Dongola  has  for  its  object  the  rescue 
and  security  of  that  gallant  officer,  and  of  those 
who  have  so  faithfully  co-operated  with  him. 

"  We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  in  Egypt  itself  Your  Majesty  is  using  Your 
best  endeavours  to  promote  further  improve- 
ment, and  that  Your  Majesty  has  given  Your 
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support  to  the  Egyptian  Government  in  the 
difficult  financial  position  in  which  it  has  been 
left  through  the  failure  of  the  recent  Conference. 

"Wo  learn  with  regret  that  circumstances 
have  occurred  on  the  south-western  frontier 
of  the  Transvaal  which  demand  Your  Majesty's 
vig^nt  attention ;  and  we  humbly  thank  Your 
Majesty  for  informing  us  that,  in  conjunction 
with  the  Government  of  the  Cape  Colony,  Your 
Majesty  is  engaged  in  considering  the  means 
which  may  be  required  to  secure  the  faithful 
observance  of  the  Convention  of  the  present 
year. 

"  We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  the  Bill  for  the  extension  ol 
the  Parliamentary  Franchise  will  at  onoe  be  in- 
troduced. 

"  We  humbly  assure  Your  Majesty  that  our 
careful  consideration  shall  be  g^ven  to  any 
measure  which  may  be  submitted  to  us ;  and  we 
earnestly  trust  that  the  blessing  of  Almighty 
God  may  attend  upon  our  labours." 

Lord  LA.WEENCE  (wbo  wore  a 
Court  dress),  in  rising  to  second  the 
Motion,  said :  My  Ix^rds,  the  argu- 
ments with  regard  to  the  franchise  are 
so  well  understood  by  those  of  you 
who  have  read  and  listened  to  the 
speeches  of  able  men  of  both  sides  and 
both  Parties  that  we  must  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  little  can  be  said  one 
way  or  the  other  that  has  not  already 
been  said.  I  think,  however,  it  is  rather 
a  mistake  that  the  question  should  have 
so  absorbed  the  mind  of  the  country, 
and  that  other  matters  of  great  and 
critical  importance  should  have  been 
overlooked.  Attention  has  recently  been 
directed  to  such  questions  as  the  state 
of  the  Navy,  our  harbour  defences,  and 
our  coaling  stations  ;  and  it  really  seems 
to  me  as  if  it  is  almost  necessary  that 
public  opinion  should  force  large  expen- 
diture on  the  Government.  This  ought 
to  strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Executive, 
for  even  the  strongest  Government  is  un- 
able to  do  this  unless  supported  by  that 
force  of  public  opinion.  At  the  same 
time,  I  belieye  that  the  country  has 
every  confidence  in  the  Government.  I 
shall  abstain  from  calling  attention  to 
the  issues  now  before  Parliament  and  the 
country.  We  are  thoroughly  aware  of 
the  strain  between  the  two  Houses,  and, 
in  my  own  humble  opinion,  that  strain 
can  only  be  relaxed  by  mutual  conoes- 
sions  from  both  sides.  We  are  accus- 
tomed to  hear  about  reforms  of  your 
Lordships'  House ;  but,  I  will  ask,  ai^ 
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BO  reforms  necessary  in  "  another 
place  ?  *'  We  have  it  on  the  anthority 
of  the  Prime  Minieter  himself,  for  be 
hae  said  that  the  most  important  ques' 
tion,  after  the  subject  of  iho  franchise 
has  been  dieposed  of,  is  the  reform  of  the 
internal  administration  of  the  House  of 
Commons  it^^elf.  He  stated  that,  what- 
ever Government  came  into  power,  that 
wonld  be  one  of  the  most  important  con- 
siderations which  could  be  brought  be- 
fore it. 

The  Speech  from  the  Throne  com- 
ments upon  tho  condition  of  Egypt,  and, 
with  respect  to  that  subject,  the  country 
is  looking  anxiously  to  the  progress  of 
the  Espeditioa  to  relieve  General  Gor- 
don; and  I  hope  that,  as  a  result  of  that 
Expedition,  some  permanent  Govern- 
ment will  be  established  at  Khartoum. 
The  conduct  of  General  Gordon,  and  his 
able  lieutenant,  Colonel  Stewart,  with 
regard  to  whose  fate  we  are  now  in  a 
state  of  uncertainty,  deserves  the  high 
terms  in  which  my  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Helper)  has  spoken  of  it. 

Your  Lordships  will  be  rejoiced  to 
hear  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  resolved  upon  taking  strong  mea- 
Burea  with  regard  to  the  Transvaal ;  that 
they  are  about  to  protest  against  the 
breach  of  the  Convention  so  very  lately 
concluded  with  that  country ;  and  that 
they  will  insist  on  the  Boers  carrying  out 
their  Treaty  engagements,  and  keeping 
open  the  trade  routes  into  the  interior. 
There  is  a  report  that  Colonel  Bir 
Charles  Warren,  who  has  the  highest 
experience  with  regard  to  matters  at  the 
Cape,  has  received  instrnetions  to  pro- 
ceed there.  The  only  requisite  for  the 
sucoOBs  of  his  mission  is  that  he  should 
be  strongly  supported  ;  and,  since  he  has 
the  conhdence  of  the  Government,  no 
doubt  he  will  be  so  supported,  and,  if 
necessary,  force  will  be  employed. 

I  further  think  your  Lordships  ought 
to  congratulate  the  Government  on  the 
admirable  appointment  they  have  re- 
cently made  of  a  Member  of  this  House 
to  the  Viceroyalty  of  India.  His  career 
as  a  statesman  and  administrator  is  of 
world-wide  repute,  and  all  Parties  are 
agreed  on  the  judiciousness  of  the  selec- 
tion. The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Dufferin)  will  leave  tliis  country  with 
the  hearty  good  wishes  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House  and  of  the  country.  I 
will,  in  connection  with  the  noble  Earl, 
^tiola  a  seatence  in  a  recent  speech  of 


the  Earl  of  DufiTerin,  which  is  to  thia 
©Hect — 

*'  That  he  wiahod  for  no  higher  Gncomiam  or 
recognition  than  that  his  admtniatnition  had 
lieeu  uneventful,  and  that  he  had  kept  tho  Em- 
pire intrusted  to  hie  guardianship  tranquil  and 
secure  " — 

words  that  will  alone  stamp  him  as  one 
who  has  the  confidence  of  his  country, 
and  fit  also  for  the  highojit  position 
under  his  Sovereign.  I  will  also  say 
one  word  on  the  noble  Marquess  who 
is  on  the  point  of  relinquishing  thafc 
Yiceroyalty  (the  Marquee  of  Ripon). 
It  can  truly  be  said  of  him  that  he  has 
kept  India  tranquil  and  secure,  prosper- 
ous and  happy.  It  is  entirely  owing  to 
his  policy  that  we  have  a  friendly  Euler 
on  our  North-West  Frontier ;  and  I 
maiutain  that  the  Liberal  policy  in  Af- 
ghanistan has  absolutely  succeeded. 
Whatever  criticisms  we  may  pass  upon 
his  administration^  we  must  recognize 
the  enormous  difficulties  which  a  Euler 
of  more  than  250.000,000  had  to  contend 
with.  The  Office  of  Viceroy  is  no  sine- 
cure, and  we  are  all  too  ready  to  criticize 
his  administration  of  affairs.  It  should, 
therefore,  always  be  borne  in  mind  that 
our  Governors  General  invariably  did 
their  duty  to  the  beat  of  their  ability. 
In  conclusion,  I  bpg  to  second  the  Mo- 
tion of  my  noble  Friend,     [Bee  p.  ll.| 

The  MAKQtTEss  of  SALISBUEY: 
My  Lordsj  it  is  usual,  or,  at  all  events, 
very  common,  in  following  the  Mover 
and  Seconder  of  the  Address,  to  compli- 
ment tbem  on  the  speeches  they  have 
made.  In  this  instance,  in  addition  to 
the  ordinary  reasons  which  can  justly  be 
given  for  such  a  course,  I  have  other 
grounds  on  which  I  can  express  my 
admiration  with  real  sincerity.  I  heartily 
admire  the  fertility  of  resource  and  the 
breadth  of  treatment  which  enabled  the 
noble  Lord  who  moved  the  Address  to 
elaborate  a  speech  of  three*  quarters  of 
an  hour  out  of  ao  short  and  insignificant 
a  text. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  Half-an-hour, 
Tub  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY: 
Half-an-houi\  then.  But  this  does  not 
detract  from  the  credit  due  to  the  noble 
Lord,  It  was  a  very  interesting  speech, 
I  do  not  think  the  topics  could  havo 
been  treated  in  a  more  Interesting  man- 
ner, nor  could  much  more  have  been 
made  from  a  Queen's  Speech  which  is 
remarkable  principally  for  its  omissions. 
It  is  very  creditable  to  the  noble  Lord. 
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As  to  the  noble  Lord  tlie  Seconder,  the 
quality  of  his  speech  which  I  should 
most  like  to  compliment  was  its  can- 
dour*  As  I  listened  to  him.  I  rather  felt 
some  doubt  whether  he  had  been  sub- 
jected to  that  educational  process  usual 
on  such  occaaiouH  under  my  noble 
Priend  at  the  Table  (Lord  Cork),  and 
whether  he  had  not  fallen  accidentally 
into  the  hands  of  my  noble  Friend  not 
now  in  the  House  (Lord  Lathom).  Ho 
noticed,  I  thought,  with  great  justice 
that  the  Speech  did  not  contain  mauy 
things  which  the  piiblic  would  liko  to 
hear  of;  that  it  was  a  great  mistake  to 
suppose  that  the  fi^anchise  was  the  all- 
engrossing  subject  which  the  Oovem- 
ment  seemed  to  believe  it;  that  there 
were  other  objects  which  required  to  be 
reformed  besides  that  House  of  Lords 
for  which  Mr.  Chamberlain  reserves  his 
projects  of  reform ;  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  have  told  us  something  of 
that  question  which  deeply  occupies  the 
minds  of  all  political  thinkers  at  the 
present  moment — namely,  the  state  of 
our  defensive  Services,  and  the  remedies 
for  their  defects  whi*?h  the  Government 
propose.  He  told  us — and  I  was  very 
glad  to  hear  it— contrary  to  the  oYnnion 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  that  he 
thought  it  necessary  that  Khartoum 
should  be  retained  ;  and  he  went  on  to 
point  out  that  India  also  had  not  re- 
ceived that  notice  iu  the  Speech  put 
forward  by  Her  Majesty's  Guvernraent 
which  its  importance  and  the  special 
relations  in  which  we  stand  to  it  na- 
turally deserve.  But  of  all  these  senti- 
ments, which,  as  I  say,  rather  puzzled 
me  as  to  the  origin  of  his  speech,  the 
one  with  which  I  sympathized  most  was 
the  one  in  which,  after  announcing  to 
118  that  a  distinguished  servant  of  the 
Crown  was  about  to  proceed  to  South 
Africa,  in  order  to  remedy  the  disorders 
that  have  arisen  there,  he  expressed,  in 
meaning  language,  the  hope  that  he 
would  not  be  left  to  do  it  alono,  and 
that  he  would  be  supported  iu  his 
arduous  task  by  something  else  besides 
words.  I  think  the  noble  Lord  ox* 
pressed  himself  with  as  much  candour 
as  could  be  expected.  Of  course,  what 
he  meant  was  that  he  hoped  his  fate 
would  not  be  that  of  General  Gordon. 
My  Lords,  as  I  have  said,  the  Speech  of 
Her  Majesty  is  remarkable  chiefly  for  its 
omissions*  With  the  exception  of  the 
iingle  matter  of  the  franchise,  there  is 
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no  allasion  whatever  to  domestic  legis- 
lation. The  requirement  of  domestic 
legislation  is  not  entirely  absent,  and  I 
believe  that  there  is  no  precedent  for 
entering  upon  important  domestic  legis- 
lation without,  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  giving  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment some  indication  of  the  course  which 
the  Government  intend  to  take.  An 
explanation  of  this  omission  might  be 
made  by  tho  suggestion  that  the  Go- 
vernment are  initiating  a  Session  which 
they  intend  shall  lost  only  four  weeks,  and 
which  they  are  certainly  determined  shall 
close  its  course  of  life  at  the  expiration 
of  that  time.  But  it  is  not  possible  to 
accept  that  explanation.  In  the  first 
place,  this  is  not  a  Session  that  has  to 
deal  merely  with  the  jfranchise.  It  is  a 
Session  which  must  have  taken  place  if 
the  Franchise  Question  had  never  arisen* 
It  is  a  Session  which  has  been  rendered 
absolutely  necessary  by  the  expenditure 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
iucurred  with  regard  to  their  military 
proceedings  in  Egypt ;  and,  therefore,  it 
is  utterly  without  precedent  that,  sum- 
moning Parliament  for  that  purpose, 
they  should  treat  the  Session  as  one  of 
only  a  month  or  £ve  weeks,  and  should 
put  two  Appropriation  Bills  into  a  single 
year,  which  has  never  been  done  before, 
or,  on  the  other  hand,  that  they  should 
withhold  all  knowledge  of  their  inten- 
tions with  regard  to  domestic  legislation. 
And  I  am  the  less  able  to  assume  that 
it  is  because  thoy  intend  to  cut  the  Sea- 
eion  short,  because  the  noble  Lord,  in 
that  clear  exordium  with  which  he  com- 
menced his  remarks,  told  us  that  he 
understood  the  opening  words  of  the 
Speech  to  pledge  the  Government  to  in- 
troduce the  subject  of  redistribution, 
and  they  must  be  extremely  sanguine  if 
they  think  that  that  can  be  done  in 
five  weeks.  It  is  possible  that  the 
Government  have  rejected  in  their 
minds  that  there  are  certain  grave 
questions  of  legislation  with  regard  to 
Ireland,  which,  in  due  time,  must  be 
faced,  but  with  regard  to  which  it  is 
much  more  convenient  at  this  period  of 
the  Session  to  refrain  from  saying  whe- 
ther they  intend  to  act,  or  not  to  act ; 
and  to  that  reticence  may  possibly  be 
ascribed  the  curious  character  of  the 
Queen's  Speech,  Then  we  come  to 
foreign  affairs.  The  language  of  the 
Speech  has  that  notorious  felicity  of 
grammar  which  seems  always  to  attaol) 
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to  inapired  productdons  of  the  Royal 
pen-  I  say  inspired »  and  I  lay  stress 
upon  it,  because  I  do  not  know  why  it 
IB  that  a  Government  consisting  of  an  im- 
usttal  number  of  eloquent  and  highly 
literary  men  shoiUd  have  such  a  singu- 
lar faculty  for  producing  unliteitiry 
Speeches.  The  Speech  says — **  The  in- 
formation  received  from  the  Soudan  in- 
dudea  painful  uncertainties.''  That 
seems  to  me  to  be  very  much  like  tlie 
observation  of  the  Irish  gentleman,  who 
said  that  hh  available  assets  included  a 
great  number  of  debts.  But  it  pro- 
ceeds— 

**The  onorgy,  couraprc,  and  r<*sourco,  oon- 
spicuounly  dittpltiyed  by  tteiieral  Gordon  in  the 
SOOOOfififul  deleoce  of  Khartoum,  deserve  my 
mam  reoogaition.  * ' 

How  does  the  Government  know  what 
General  Gordon  has  been  doing?  We 
have  no  intelligence.  It  is  not  even 
known  whether  he  has  confined  himself 
to  the  defence  of  Khartoum,  and,  if  he 
has  done  so,  whether  he  has  been  suc- 
ceasfuL  On  the  contrary,  gloomy  ru- 
mours have  come  across  to  the  bazaars, 
which  we  all  hope  are  imtrue ;  and  it 
IB  a  very  strange  statement  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  make  that  they  warmly  re- 
cognize the  energy,  courage,  and  re- 
source which  are  said  to  have  been  con- 
apicuous  in  General  Gordon,  but  which 
have  been  hidden  by  a  thick  veil  of 
ignorance  from  the  knowledge  of  all  the 
world.  I  should  like  to  know  in  what 
particular  position  the  Mission  of  Qeno- 
ral  Gordon  stands  ?  There  is  a  good 
deal  of  variation  of  language  in  the 
tone  in  which  the  GoverDment  speak  of 
that  Mission,  At  the  begiuning  of  this 
year  the  Government,  in  a  Speech  from 
the  Throne,  explained  to  us  what  that 
Mission  was,  and  they  did  no  in  these 
terms — 

**I  have  also  dospatchcd  ilajor  General 
Gordon  *'— 

not  to  defend,  but — 

**  to  report  on  the  beat  means  of  giving  effect  to 
the  resolution  of  the  Khedivo  to  withdraw  from 
the  interior  of  the  Soudan,  and  have  permitted 
him  to  act  in  the  execntion  of  that  measiiro." 

Now,  the  only  Report  which  General 
Gordon  has  sent  home  is  that  the  policy 
of  the  Government  has  covered  it  with 
indelible  disgrace,  and  having  sent  that 
be  has  discharged  his  duty,  as  far  as  re- 
porting is  concerned.  Now,  he  is  per- 
putted  to  act  la  the  exeoutiou  of  the 


measure  of  withdrawal— which  seems 
the  last  thing  that  General  Gordon  ap- 
pears to  be  inclined  to  do.  He  has  not 
withdrawn.  On  the  contrary,  he  has 
gone  into  the  Soudan.  He  has  placed 
himself  in  its  foremost  and  most  im- 
portant fortified  place,  and,  according  to 
the  ac-count  of  the  Govtrnmont,  he  has 
defended  that  post  with  great  zeal  and 
courage ;  but,  in  doing  bo,  he  has  abso- 
lutely cut  from  beneath  thera  the  ground 
of  the  policy  which  he  was  originally 
sent  to  carry  out.  Everythiog  he  has 
done  has  been  in  distinct  contravention 
of  the  policy  which  he  was  sent  to 
carry  out.  We  admire  immensely 
the  manner  in  which  he  has  done 
it,  and  we  have  very  littlu  doubt  that 
his  policy  is  much  better  than  that  of 
the  Govoroment ;  but  hia  policy  is  not 
that  of  the  Government,  and,  therefore, 
I  read,  with  some  surprise,  this  warm 
eulogium  of  his  conduct,  unaccompanied 
by  any  iodication  that  his  attitude  has 
entirely  changed,  and  that  he  has,  ap- 
parently, forced  the  Government  to  en- 
tirely change  their  policy  at  the  same 
time.  I  hope  that  upon  this  point  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  will  imitate  the  can- 
dour of  the  noble  Ijord  who  seconded 
the  Address,  and  will  teU  us  what  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  is, 
and  whether  he  will  recognize  the  neces- 
sity of  keeping  Khartoum,  and  whe- 
ther, when  it  has  been  either  success- 
fully  defended  by  General  Gordon,  or 
has  been  relieved,  the  Government  will 
retain  it  as  a  portion  of  the  Egyptian 
Empire.  At  all  events,  if  he  does  not 
do  so,  it  seems  to  me  that  he  must  re- 
vise another  part  of  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  I  cannot  un- 
derstand how  the  proposal  to  cut  off  all 
that  is  south  of  Wady  Haifa  from  the 
territory  of  Egypt  is  compatible  with 
the  resolution  to  abandon  Egypt  to  its  fate. 
In  the  opinion  of  those  who  are  best 
qualified  to  judge  of  the  strategic  neces- 
sities of  those  countries — certainly  in  the 
opinion  of  the  foremost  statesmen  and 
soldiers  in  Egypt — this  territory  south  of 
Wady  Haifa  is  of  vital  importance  to 
the  defence  of  Egypt.  If  you  are  going 
to  stay  in  Egypt  to  support  the  Khedive, 
and  to  make  yourselves  permanently  re- 
sponsible for  the  safety  of  the  country, 
I  do  not  say  that  to  force  her  to  give  up 
the  portion  of  the  Soudan  south  of  Wady 
Haifa  is  a  wise  policy,  but  at  all  events 
it  is  on  intelligible  policy  ;  but  if  you  arQ 
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goin^'  first,  by  exereiaing  an  unexampled 
pressure,  to  force  tbe  Khedivo  to  abandon 
that  which  Egyptian  Btatosmen  and  eel- 
diers  believe  to  be  ol  vital  importance 
to  the  safely  of  the  country,  and  then, 
having  cut  off  that  means  of  defence,  to 
leavo  Kgypt  to  shift  for  herself,  all  I  can 
say  ia,  that  the  adoption  of  such  a  course 
would  exceed  m  baseness  anything  that 
is  recorded  of  a  protecting  Power.  I 
trust,  however,  that  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site will  bo  able  to  tell  us  that  Khar- 
toum ia  not  to  be  parted  with,  or,  at 
least,  that  Egypt  is  not  to  be  abandoned 
to  its  fate.  Then  there  is  another  state* 
meut  with  respect  to  Egypt  that  has  Btill 
more  of  the  character  of  obscurity  which 
attaches  generally  to  Queen's  8i>eeches. 
It  is  this^ 

**  In  Egypt  itaelf  I  am  using  my  "beat  endea- 
TOura  to  promote  further  improvemeat." 

That  seems  to  imply  that  some  improve- 
ment  has  already  taken  place  ;  but  from 
all  accounts  received  it  would  appear 
that  not  only  has  no  improvement  taken 
place  in  the  affairs  of  the  country,  but  the 
retrogression  has  been  steady  and  con- 
spicuous. The  tax-paying  powers  of  the 
people  are  lowered,  the  authority  of  the 
Khedive  is  weakened^  and  the  name  of 
England  stands  lower  in  Egypt  than 
ever  it  did  before.  Not  only  has  her 
power  diminished,  but  even  the  veracity 
of  ber  statesmen  is  impugned ;  and  how 
is  it  possible,  starting  from  this  point,  to 
8ay^ — **I  am  using  my  best  endeavours 
to  promote  further  improvement  ?  '*  And 
then  the  Speech  goes  on  to  say^ — 

**  And  I  have  given  ray  Rapport  to  the 
Egyptian  Government  in  the  di^cult  financial 
position  in  which  it  has  been  left  through 
the  failure  of  the  recunt  Conference/' 

Well,  I  earnestly  hope  that  if  ever  Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  occasion  to 
give  me  its  support  in  case  I  am  in- 
volved in  financial  difEotilties  it  will  be 
by  some  more  etlective  moans  thon  that 
which  they  havo  given  to  the  dovern- 
ment  of  Egypt*  The  only  support  they 
have  given  thorn  is  the  advice  not  to 
pay  their  debts*  That  is  the  beginning 
and  the  end  of  it.  That,  of  course,  is 
very  comforting  to  the  creditors  j  but 
whether  it  can  be  described  as  support- 
ing a  man  in  pecuniary  or  financial  em- 
barrassments I  very  much  doubt.  The 
Egyptian  Government  may  fairly  say — 
*♦  Call  you  this  backing?  A  plague  on 
Bucli  backing,   say  I."      But»  perhaps, 
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we  have  not  heard  the  whole  policy  of 
the  Government,  and  the  noble  Earl 
may  be  able  to  announce  that  a  large 
financial  subs^idy  is  to  bo  part  of  the 
financial  means  of  suijport  which  they 
intend  to  ofi^er  to  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment. The  concluding  statement  of  this 
attenuated  Speech  is  in  these  terms — 

"  I  have  to  re^et  that  circuT!ti8tano<ja  haT© 
occurred  on  the  south- western  frontier  of  the 
Transvaal  which  demiuid  my  vigilant  atten- 
tion." 

I  cannot  join  in  that  sentiment  at  all* 
That  the  vigilant  attention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  should  have  been 
drawn  to  anything  at  all  appears  to  me 
to  bo  a  matter  for  congratulation.  If 
they  had  said,  **the  matter  demands 
my  strong  intervention,'^  I  could  have 
understood  it ;  but  this  expression  of 
regret  because  their  vigilant  attention 
has  been  excited  gives  one  an  ill  opinion 
of  the  ordinary  mental  attitude  preva* 
lent  in  the  Government  Departments. 
The  ordinary  attitude  of  the  Colonial 
Office  is  a  nirvana^  a  kind  of  absorp- 
tion in  itself^  a  contemplation  of  its 
own  perfections,  a  sleep  from  which 
it  is  only  aroused  by  circumstances 
of  an  extraordinary  character*  and 
from  which  it  emerges  with  great 
reluctance  and  regret.  I  should  hope 
that»  following  the  noble  Lord  who 
seconded  the  Address  in  this  as  in  other 
matters^  the  noble  Earl  will  say  that 
sumething  more  than  a  vigilant  attention 
will  be  given  to  the  afi*airs  of  the  Cape 
— something  of  a  more  solid  character. 
The  noble  Lord  who  moved  this  Address 
went  considerably  into  the  qne&tion  of 
the  franchise  disputo,  I  hope  I  may  be 
permitted  to  say  that  I  am  too  weary  of 
that  question  to  follow  him  into  the 
argument.  It  has  not  been  his  pleasure 
or  his  pain  to  discuss  that  subject  aa 
often  as  I  have  done;  and  I  hope  I  may 
he  permitted  to  refrain  from  following 
him  until  a  more  legitimate  opportunity 
arises.  But,  in  the  course  of  these 
voluminous  discuasiona,  two  things  have 
been  said  to  which  I  think  it  desirable 
to  call  your  Lordships'  attention.  One 
of  these  concerns  the  mode  in  which  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown  assists  in  keeping 
the  Queen's  peace,  which  is  the  first 
part  of  his  duty;  and  the  other 
concerns  the  mode  and  action  of 
your  Lordships'  Ilouse.  I  know  there 
is  a  certain  inconvenience  here  in 
calling  attention  to  what  is  said  by  Mr* 
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Obamberlain,  No  doubt^  that  will  also 
bd  done  '*  elsewhere  ;"  but  his  utterancefi 
are  60  exceptional,  and  so  absolutely 
uoprecedented  in  official  history,  that  I 
do  not  think  it  would  be  fitting  tbat  we 
ahould  meet  here  on  the  first  night  of 
the  Session  to  carry  our  Address  to  the 
foot  of  the  Throne  without  some  notice 
being  taken  of  language  which  has 
already,  I  fear,  produced  evil  results, 
and  may  produce  still  worse  results,  I 
know  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  a  strange  theory  as  to  conjoint 
official  responsibility.  Their  view  is  that 
Members  of  the  Government  may  say  and 
do  very  much  as  they  like,  and  that  if 
only  they  can  be  brought  with  difRculty 
to  iigi-ee  on  the  precise  points  at  issue 
before  Parliament  at  the  time  it  is  as 
much  harmony  as  can  be  expected  from 
them.  Even  for  them,  with  this  lax 
view  of  official  duty,  I  am  surprised 
that  no  remonstrance  against  the  con- 
duct of  their  Colleague  has  been  hoard. 
At  Hanley,  on  the  7th  of  October,  Mr. 
Chamberlain  said — 
**  I  think  that  thoao  gentle  men  " — 

referring  to  your  Lordships — 
**  presume  on  your  love  of  order  itnd  hatred  of 
Tiolence.  These  are,  no  doubt,  chftraoteriatica 
of  the  English  people  ;  but  uulesa  thia  genera- 
tioa  has  lost  other  qualities,  which  have  made 
the  name  of  EDglishnjen  respected  and  honoured 
throughout  the  world,  they  will  show  courage 
ftad  resolution/' 

That  19.  they  presume  on  your  love  of 
order  and  hatred  of  violence ;  but  these 
characteristics  are,  unless  Englishmen 
have  lost  their  character,  to  be  set  aside 
by  a  display  uf  **  courage  and  resolu- 
tion." la  it  possible  more  clearly  to  in- 
dicate that  the  love  uf  order  and  hatred 
of  viol e ace  are  to  bo  abandoned  ?  I 
trust  we  shall  have  some  disclaimer 
from  the  noble  Earl  of  language  which 
IB  not  only  dangerous  aod  injurious  to 
the  public  peace,  but  is  a8  discreditable 
to  the  Minister  who  uttered  it  as  to  the 
Miaistei^  who  remain  his  Colleagues.  I 
will  now  call  attention  to  a  less  serious 
matter,  and  here  the  observations  are 
not  of  a  dangerous  kind.  But  they  say 
that  the  highest  hapjjiness  is  to  see  our-  i 
selves  as  others  see  us.  Well,  it  must 
be  next  door  to  that  happiness  to  see 
ourselves  as  some  portions  of  ourselves 
see  us ;  and  it  is  interesting  to  see  in 
what  light  the  proceediogs  of  thiw  House 
are  viewed  by  some  Members  of  it.  A 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Durham), 


spealtingat  Chester-le-Stroet  on  the  4th 
of  October,  addressing  his  audience, 
proceeded  to  give  a  fancy  sketch  of  the 
Conservative  Peers.  The  noble  Lord 
said  it  was  50  or  50  Peers  who  formed 
the  majority  ou  the  Franchise  Bill — 

"  He  wished  his  nudienco  could  hnvo  seen 
some  of  them.  There  were  old  men  in  BkuU 
caps— the  lame,  the  deaf,  and  the  blind*  Heaven 
knew  where  some  of  them  came  from,  and  he 
did  not  know  where  they  would  jgo  to.  Possibly 
thtjy  might  be  sent  to*  the  British  Museum. 
These  deroted  gentlemen  wore  the  auhservient 
tools  and  voiceless  followers  of  Lord  SaUs- 
bury," 

Now,  this  remarkable  utterance  is,  per- 
haps, more  worthy  of  attention  than  it 
otherwise  would  be,  because  this  noble 
Lord  J  I  beliove,  is  the  oBly  Peer  that 
Mr,  Chamberlain  has  ever  eulogized  \ 
at  all  events,  he  is  the  Peer  that  Mr. 
Chamberlain  has  held  up  as  a  model, 
and,  considering  the  influence  Mr, 
Chamberlain  has  on  the  destinies  of  the 
couutry^  we  do  not  know  what  may 
happen.  Your  Lordships  have,  no 
doubt,  all  been  delighted  by  the  carica- 
ture, showing  what  this  House  would  be 
like  if  it  coniiisted  of  a  muUi plication  of 
Home  Secretaries;  but  this  extract  is 
interesting  as  showing  what  the  cha- 
racter of  our  debates  would  be,  and 
what  the  species  of  language  would  be 
that  would  be  employed  if,  instead  of 
Sir  William  Harcourt,  Mr.  Chamberlain 
had  the  filling  of  this  House.  There 
would  be  no  skull  caps  upon  the  skulls; 
but  what  there  would  be  inside  tha 
skulls  it  is  too  paiuful  to  speculate. 
However,  I  do  not  admit  that  skull  caps 
are  peculiar  to  the  Oonaervative  Party. 
I  do  not  see  any.  My  impression  is  that 
a  skull  pap  is  peculiar  to  a  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Houghton),  whom  I  might  at 
one  time  have  described  as  the  '*only 
X»oet "  in  the  House.  I  am  not  aware 
that  that  disgraceful  appanage  has 
been  seen  on  any  other  head.  As  to 
the  lame,  the  deaf,  and  the  blind, 
as  far  as  the  Conservative  Pai*ty  is  con* 
ceroed,  I  deny  that  there  are  any  lame, 
deaf,  or  blind,  and  I  ask  the  assistance 
of  the  noble  Lord  in  pointing  them  out^ 
if  there  are  any  to  be  found.  But  my 
impression  is  that  we  can  show  as  good 
members,  ears,  and  eyes,  as  the  other  side. 
This,  however,  is  merely  an  exaggerated 
specimen  of  the  kind  of  argument  rather 
common  on  the  other  side,  which  I 
regret.  It  is  an  argument  of  which  the 
purport  id   that   the  majority  in  this 
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House  is  formed  by  men  of  whom  a 
very  largo  proportion  are  not  in  ordinary 
attendance  on  the  debates  in  this  House. 
I  believe  that  absentee  doctrine  is  wholly 
Tinsnpportod  by  statistics.  I  believe,  if 
you  allow  for  the  fact  that  a  certain 
number  of  Members  of  this  House  must 
be  absent  through  age^  you  will  find  the 
attendance  is,  on  the  average,  as  good 
as  in  the  House  of  Commoos.  But  the 
point  on  which  I  wish  to  remark  is  that 
it  is  not  always  the  critics  who  are  the 
moat  virtuous  in  the  matters  w  hich  they 
censure.  There  are  some  people  who, 
like  the  sign-post,  point  to  the  way  they 
do  not  themselves  go.  I  asked  a  friend 
to  examine  from  the  records  bow  often 
in  the  year  1883  the  Earl  of  Durham 
had  attended  our  deliberations,  and  I 
find  that  he  did  not  attend  more  than 
five  times.  That  is  not  a  matter  of 
much  importance ;  but  I  suspect  it  will 
be  found  that  if  there  are  such  ab- 
sentees they  are  equally  divided  on  both 
eides  of  the  House,  and  that  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  moke  as  good  at- 
tendances as  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  My  Lords,  the  Speech  m- 
troduces  the  question  of  the  franchise  in 
the  following  words : — 

"  Yon  may  be  enabled  at  once  to  giv©  your 
further  oonsideratioD  to  the  ^o&t  subjoct  of  the 
representation  of  the  people/' 

Last  Session  the  Franchise  Bill  was 
introduced  simply  as  **an  enlargement  of 
the  Occupation  Franchise.'^  1  hope  there 
is  meaning  and  significance  in  the  dif- 
ference of  these  two  expressions.  I  am 
not  going  to  express  my  opinion  upon 
the  dispute  which  prevails.  My  opininn 
wiU  be  found  expressed  very  accurately 
in  the  Resolution  adopted  by  your  Lord- 
ships in  July  last.  I  have  nothing  to 
alter  in  the  opiaion  there  expressed. 
But  this  statement  in  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne  leads  me  to  the  belief  that 
we  have  made  converts ;  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  J  seeing  that  the  re- 
presentation of  the  people  is  really  a 
great  subject,  that  it  cannot  be  dealt 
with  in  any  imperfect  and  half-hearted 
or  mutilated  fashion,  do  understand  the 
importance  of  iatroduciog  both  a  Fran- 
chise Bill  and  a  Redistribution  Bill,  aod 
that  they  intend  to  press  them  forward 
without  any  artificial  obstacles  or  inter- 
ruptionfi — with  all  the  rapidity  that  may 
be — and  doing  all  that  in  them  lies  to 
place  them  both  at  the  same  time  on  the 
Statute  Book  of  the  Realm.     I  am  quite 
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sure  that  in  any  fair  and  honest  efi*orts 
made  by  them  they  will  have  the  earnest 
and  hearty  co-operation  of  Members  of 
this  House. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  not- 
withstanding  the  warning  of  the  noble 
Marquess,  I  shall  endeavour  to  follow 
the  example  of  Her  Majesty's  Most 
Gracious  Speech,  and  be  brief  in  the 
obser^^ations  which  I  have  to  make.  I 
hnve  listened  with  considerable  amuse- 
ment to  one  of  the  most  lively  and  face- 
tious speeches  I  have  heard  for  a  long 
time  in  this  House.  We  have  heard  of 
a  statesman  of  a  great  country  talking 
of  the  light  heart  with  which  he  was 
about  to  enter  into  war  which  proved 
disastrous  to  his  own  country.  Altsit 
omen  /  I  must  say  that  the  occasion  of 
the  meeting  of  Parhament  at  this  time 
is  not  to  be  met  by  Ihe  Leader  of  the 
Conservative  Party  in  that  tone  of  levity 
which  marked  his  words  from  the  be- 
ginning to  the  end  of  his  speech.  My 
Lords,  it  has  boon  my  happy  fate  of  late 
years— and  I  tliink  1  can  assert  that  I 
never  paid  a  compliment  that  was  not 
sincere— to  have  been  able  to  compli- 
ment the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the 
Address.  I  entirely  joiu  in  the  remark 
which  the  noble  Marquees  made  with 
respect  to  the  speech  which  the  Mover 
of  the  Address  gave  us,  I  think  it 
was  a  remarkable  speech.  The  circum- 
stances of  our  meeting  are  remarkable, 
and  the  Mover  has  risen  to  the  im- 
portance of  the  occasion,  I  listened 
with  great  attention  and  interest  to 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  behind 
me  (Lord  Lawrence) — I  believe  it  was 
his  maiden  speech — and  I  must  say  there 
was  singular  grace — and  he  spoke  with 
a  certain  authority — when  he  alluded  to 
the  high  character  of  Lord  Dufierin  and 
Lord  Kipon,  considering  the  honoured 
name  which  he  bears.  But  I  think  it  is 
a  pity  that  the  noble  Marquess  mixed 
up  with  the  compliments  to  the  Mover 
and  Seconder  some  misrepresentation  of 
what  they  said.  The  noble  Marquess 
said  that  the  Mover  had  announced 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty ^a  Go- 
vernment to  introduce  a  Redistribu- 
tien  Bill  as  well  as  a  Franchise  BiU. 
My  noble  Friend  informs  me  he  did  not 
say  that  it  was  the  intention  of  Her 
Majeity'fl  Government  to  do  bo.  But  I 
am  not  at  all  sure  that  ha  would  not 
have  been  perfectly  justified  in  saying 
that.     It  is  only  to  repeat  what  we  have 
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been  Baying  from  the  be^ianing — that 
we  want  to  deal  with  the  wliolo  question, 
and  in  th©  manner  in  which  we  think  it 
ia  most  likely  to  be  carried  to  a  success- 
ful end,  and  that  both  the  Franchise  Bill 
and  the  Kodistribution  Bill  shall  have 
our  most  vigilant  and  urgent  attGntion, 
and,  I  would  add,  mixing  it  up  with  the 
vitality  of  our  existence  as  a  Govern- 
ment in  the  hope  of  arriving  at  a  satis- 
factory result.  In  answer  to  the  noble 
Seconder  of  the  Address,  the  noble 
Marquess  chose  as  his  text  that  which 
the  noble  Seconder  did  not  say  at  all. 
He  said  that  my  noble  Friend  insisted 
that  it  was  our  duty  to  retain  Khartoum. 
My  noble  Friend  said  nothing  of  the 
kiod.  What  he  tlid  say  was  that  ho 
hoped  the  result  of  this  Expedition  would 
be  to  leave  a  strong  Government  at 
Khartoum.  That  promises  one  thing, 
and  the  other  another.  The  things  are 
entirely  different,  and  the  noble  Mar- 
quess did  not  act  fairly  to  my  noble 
Friend  in  transposing  the  observation 
made  by  him.  The  noble  Marquees 
then  took  upon  himself  to  assert  that 
the  Queen's  Speech  at  the  beginning  of 
the  Session,  in  only  alluding  to  one 
measure,  and  not  to  others,  wa^  entirely 
withoufc  precedent.  I  think  if  the 
noblo  Marquess  looks  bark  he  will  6nd 
that  exactly  the  same  thing  happened 
tinder  a  Conservative  Government,  no 
measure  being  mentioned  except  the 
business  they  had  in  hand.  The  noble 
Marquess  then  went  on  to  speak  of 
Oenerai  Gordon,  I  do  not  think  it  is 
quite  fair  to  argue  with  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, beciiuso  the  noble  Marquess  has 
not  Boeu  all  General  Gordon's  telegrams. 
It  will  be  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  present  them  to  Parlia- 
ment»  and  then  your  Lordships  will  find 
in  these  telegrams  that  General  Gordon 
agrees  with  the  poUey  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  And  I  must  say  I  was 
never  more  disappointed  in  my  life  than 
when  the  noble  Marquess  asked  how  on 
earth  we  knew  what  Genc^ral  Gordon 
had  done  ?  It  is  exactly  in  the  same 
deprecating  tone  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quess adopted  about  General  Gordon  as 
soon  as  he  was  appointed  and  was  sent 
out-  I  maintain  that  what  General 
Gordon  has  done  is  known  to  England 
and  to  Europe,  and  has  excited  the  most 
enthusiastic  admiration  of  that  genius — 
which  General  Gordon  is — and  yet  the 
noble  Marquess  says  that  he  does  not 


know  anything  that  General  C^ordon 
has  done.  We  have  been  told  day  by 
day  that  the  General  was  starved ;  that 
we  were  neglecting  him ;  and  that  he 
was  in  the  greatest  personal  danger; 
but  as  soon  as  we  get  inforinatioii  wo 
find  that  he  is  not  in  personal  danger, 
and  that  he  is  victorious  instead  of  being 
defeated,  and  that  there  is  every  reason 
why  we  should  expect  that  the  Expedi- 
tion that  has  been  sent  out  should  be 
perfectly  successful  in  its  object.  I 
musk  say  that  the  noble  Marquess  ia 
inconsistent  to  an  extraordinary  degree. 
He  bases  on  our  conduct  with  regard  to 
General  Gordon  tlie  assumption  that  wo 
are  not  going  to  do  anything  in  order 
to  maintain  the  Convention  agreed  to 
with  the  Boers  the  other  day,  and  this 
after  we  have  actually  sent  an  Expe- 
dition to  the  relief  of  General  Gordon. 
I  decline  to  argue  that  mattt^r  with 
the  noble  Marquess.  I  think  tbo  noble 
Marquess  has  got  into  a  careless  habit 
from  addressing,  during  the  autumn, 
enthusiastic  audiences  who  cheered 
whatever  he  said-  [Opposition  chfers,^ 
I  can  understand  that  cheer.  No  doubt, 
they  would  cheer  whatever  ho  said — 
whether  it  was  correct  or  incorrect 
they  were  equally  delighted  and  enthu- 
siastic.  The  next  question  is  with  regard 
to  the  Transvaal.  Among  aMthB/aceim 
of  the  noble  Marquess,  on  what  appears 
to  me  a  most  solemn  occasion,  ho  told  ua 
a  story  about  an  Irishman  who  included 
in  his  assets  hie  debts-  But  I  have 
heard  of  another  Irish  gentleman  who, 
when  he  paid  his  debt  to  Nature,  left  to 
his  sorrowing  friends  the  melancholy 
duty  of  discharging  his  other  obligations. 
I  think  this  sentiment  eomewhat  applies 
to  the  criticism  of  the  noble  Marquess 
with  regard  to  South  Africa.  Did  the 
late  Government,  or  not,  when  they 
paid  their  debt  to  Nature,  leave  to 
their  Buocessors  the  duty  of  discharg- 
ing various  liabilities  of  the  severest 
nharactor  in  South  Africa  ?  Then,  what 
was  the  remainder  of  his  speech  ?  It  was 
the  continuation  of  that  long  autumnal 
duel  which  the  noble  Marquess  carried  on 
with  Mr.  Chamberlain  during  the  Be- 
cees-  It  is  not  for  me  to  defend  Mr. 
Chamberlain,  who  is  well  able  to  do 
that  for  himself.  It  is  not  likely  that 
I  should  share  in  his  appreciation  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  though  I  am  bound 
to  say,  when  the  noble  Marquess  refers 
personally  to  me  to  know  whether  there 
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are  blind  and  lame  and  deaf  to  be 
found  among^  your  Lordsbips,  I  have 
to  make  the  melancholy  confession 
that  I  am  somewhat  deaf,  and  that 
I  am  sometimes  lame;  but  I  hope 
to  keep  my  eyes  a  little  longer. 
The  noble  Marquess  insisted  on  our 
responsibility  for  everythiog  that  Mr, 
Chamberlain  may  have  said.  I  remem- 
ber tliat  Lord  Beaconsfield  disclaimed 
any  responsibility  ior  what  any  Member 
of  Ilia  Qovernment  might  say  on  such 
occasions  ;  and  yet  the  noble  Marquess 
demands  that  we  should  be  reaponsible 
for  every  word  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment may  say  in  any  part  of  the  country. 
May  I  ask,  is  the  noble  Marquess  ready 
to  endorse  every  epithet  and  every  ex- 
pression used  by  the  Leaders  of  the 
Conservative  Party  ? 

The  Mauquess  of  SALIBBURY  :  I 
am  only  responsible  for  myself* 

Eabl  GHANVILLE  :  Welb  then,  T 
ask  the  noble  Marquess  whether,  after 
cool  reflection,  he  would  take  up  an  him- 
aelf  the  responsibility  of  the  many  offen- 
sive epithets  he  has  appHed  to  Hor 
Majesty's  Government  during;  the  au- 
tumn ?  When  you  complain  of  violent 
language  on  the  part  of  others,  you 
must  coneider  whether  you  have 
yourself  contributed  to  that  violence  and 
strength  of  languagt>,  and  whether  you 
are  not  the  person  who  gave  powder 
and  shot  for  those  discharges  which 
have  been  made.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess has  said  hardly  anything  about 
Ae  Franchise  Bill — the  object  of  this 
Session*  The  absence  of  all  remark  in 
his  speech  is  so  striking,  thut  I  think 
I  had  better  not  make  some  remarks, 
which  otherwise,  I  believe,  w^ould  not 
be  without  justification  with  regard  to 
this  great  subject.  If  the  Eoblo  Mar- 
quess prefers  adjourning  all  discussion 
on  the  question  until  the  Franchise  Bill 
comes  before  the  House  I  will  submit  to 
his  decision.  I  think,  when  that  Bill 
does  come  before  the  House,  your  Lord- 
ships  will  be  prepared  to  discuss  it  in 
that  spirit  and  manner  which  were  so 
eloquently  described  by  the  noble  Lord 
who  moved  the  Address. 

The  Eahl  of  CAHNAHVON  :  My 
Lords,  before  the  diR-ussion  on  Her 
Majesty* 8  Speech  cloans,  T  should  like 
to  say  two  or  three  words  upon  that 
short  paragraph  which  refers  to  South 
Africa.  My  noble  Friend  the  noblo 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
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commented  not  unfairly  upon  the  gram- 
matical etrticture  of  the  sentences  ifl 
question.  I  wish  rather  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  (the  Earl  of 
Derby)  somewhat  to  the  substance  of 
the  case.  My  noble  Friend  will  remem- 
ber—and I  should  wish  the  House  to 
remember  as  far  as  possible — that,  in 
this  question  of  South  Africa,  there  are 
no  less  than  thi'ee  distinct  subjeeta  in- 
volved — there  is  the  case  of  the  Bechu- 
anas,  the  case  of  the  Zulus,  and  also  the 
case  of  the  Transvaal ;  and  I  will  take 
the  liberty  of  commenting  very  briefly 
indeed  upon  these  three  subjects,  t 
wish  I  could  say  that  there  was  any- 
thing of  a  redeeming  character  about 
any  one  of  them ;  but  everything  re- 
specting them  appears  at  this  moment 
to  be  as  dark  as  can  be  ;  and  I  am  at  a 
loss  to  understand  where  it  will  all  lead 
to.  I  think  it  will  require  all  the 
dexterity  of  my  noble  Friend,  and  every 
effort  he  can  put  forward,  to  extricate 
us  from  our  present  dangerous  and  diffi- 
cult position.  It  has  been  said  that  my 
noble  Friend  8uccet*dcd  to  an  inheritance 
of  dilhculty.  But  I  am  bound  to  say 
thut^  during  the  last  year,  the  difficulties 
havo  in  no  respect  diminished.  It  is 
impossible  to  conceive  a  more  unsatis- 
factory condition  than  that  which  exists 
in  South  Africa  at  this  momeut.  The 
power  of  England,  which,  only  a  few 
years  ago,  was  unquestioned  and  un- 
questionable, has  been  shaken,  if  not 
materially  lessened.  There  is  antago- 
nism to  us  on  the  part  of  tht3  Natives ; 
so  far  li^  the  English  population  is  con- 
cerned there  is  the  deepest  indignation 
and  a  tendenej^  to  alienation  from  this 
country  ;  and  with  regard  to  the  Dutch 
I  wish  to  point  out,  what  is  known  to  all 
familiar  with  the  case,  that  the  move- 
ment in  favour  of  Dutuh  nationality,  so 
to  say,  has  acquired  a  growth  and  an 
influence  which  are  wholly  novel.  During 
the  hif>fc  i^vf  years,  the  Dutch  language 
has  become  tho  oihciul  languago  of  the 
Colony.  I  again  repeat,  as  it  is  a 
matter  of  the  greatest  importance  to 
this  country,  that  the  Dutch  influence, 
nationality,  and  power  have  increased 
to  a  degree  that  may  well  complicate 
matters.  I  do  not  wish  to  enter  into 
any  subjects  of  debate  at  this  moment ; 
but  I  cannot  avoid  saying  that  all  those 
difficulties  which  we  witness  now,  and 
those  with  which    wc    are  threatened 
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lieroaftor,  are  clearly  tracoable  and 
owing  to  that  unfortunate  transaction 
pt  Majuba  Hill,  and  to  the  Convention 
which  followed  and  was  founded  upon 
it.  There  is  no  man  who  looks  back 
upou  past  circumstances  who  does  not  feel 
that  from  that  moment  the  whole  of  our 
difficulties,  both  with  regard  to  the  Dutch 
and  with  regard  to  the  Transvaal,  began. 
There  is  one  other  point  of  a  difficult 
nature.  The  condition  of  the  Natives 
seems  to  me  to  be  as  deplorable  as  any- 
thing poaBibly  could  be,  and  that  lament- 
able condition  hae  gradually  increased 
during  the  past  few  months,  both  as  re- 
gards the  Zulus  and  the  Bechuanas.  As 
regards  the  Bechuanas,  a  few  years  ago 
you  had  a  civilized,  a  contented,  a  Chris- 
tian, and  an  improving  population  ;  and 
I  oaa  eafely  say  that  during  the  time  I 
had  the  honour  of  hoLling  the  Seals 
of  the  Colonial  Office  there  were  no 
accounts  which  we  received  from  any 
pftit  of  the  world  which  were  more  full 
of  satisfaction  and  of  promise  than  tliose 
from  the  Bechuana  territory.  I  con- 
stantly felt  and  said  that,  whatever 
might  be  the  work  which  England  was 
doing  in  other  parts  of  the  world,  there, 
at  least,  was  satisfactory  progress  and 
fair  promise  for  the  future.  13 ut  these 
unfortunate  ptt>plu  have  been  handed 
over  to  the  Boers,  and  the  contentment 
and  prosperity  which  existed  have  been 
utterly  blown  to  the  winds,  I  may  go 
further,  and  take  the  case  of  the  Zulu3» 
In  former  years  the  wise  and  benevolt^nt 
efforts  of  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone  pro- 
duced a  great  improvement  in  the  Zulu 
country,  and  a  state  of  content  and  pros- 
perity, leading  the  Natives  on  step  by 
step  to  a  higher  condition,  and  preparing 
them  for  something  belter,  w^hich,  even 
uoder  Oetewayo,  was  not  removed.  But 
during  the  past  12  months  all  thot  has 
hoen  changed.  Frt*e hooters  have  gone 
into  their  territory,  and  those  unfortu- 
nate people,  whom  wo  disarmed,  whose 
power  we  overthrew,  and  for  whom  we 
were  in  honour  pledged,  have  been 
handed  over  to  the  tender  mercies  of 
the  Boers,  without  the  slighest  satisfac- 
tory promise  for  their  security.  With 
regard  to  the  Transvaal  itself,  wo  have 
had,  during  the  past  few  weeks,  a  pretty 
good  illustration  of  the  feeling  which 
exists  in  the  Transvaal  towards  this 
country.  It  is  a  feeling  of  absolute  con- 
tempt for  England.  They  have  departed 
tromf  if  not  from  every  one,  at  least  the 


last  two  or  three  Conventions  into  which 
they  eutered,  and  the  violation  of  their 
engagements  has  been  followed  by  violent 
and  brutal  outrages  upon  those  tribes 
and  Chiefs  to  whom,  as  I  conceive,  our 
honour  is  pledged,  and  upon  those 
British  officers  who  have  been  brought 
into  more  or  less  official  relations  with 
them.  There  is  the  brutal  murder  of 
Mr.  Bethell.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  Colonial  Office  has  full  details  of 
that  murder  ;  but  I  hope  that,  w^hen  the* 
Papers  which  are  promised  appear, 
such  details  as  the  Clovernment  may 
possess  will  he  fully  and  frankly  given 
in  them.  I  have  heard  stories  so  bad, 
so  varied,  and  outrageous,  that  I  hesi- 
tate to  give  credence  to  them.  If  they 
are  true^  it  should  be  made  known ;  and 
if  not^  it  is  equally  fair  to  the  Transvaal 
authorities  that  that  fact  should  be 
stnted,  I  hope  all  the  Papers  promised 
to  us  will  contain  full  dutails,  because 
I  fail,  at  present,  to  understand  how 
the  case  stands.  A  little  time  ago,  it 
was  announci?d,  apparently  on  autho- 
rity»  that  the  Cape  Government  were 
acting  with  us  in  this  matter;  but  since 
then  we  have  been  told  that  Sir  Charles 
Warren  has  received  orders  to  proceed 
to  South  Africa,  But  against  that  statn- 
raent  we  are  again  told,  in  the  language 
of  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  that  the 
Government  is  acting  in  conjunction  with 
the  Cape  Oovernment  in  this  matter. 
Now,  what  I  vrhh  to  koow  is,  what  the 
Cape  Government  has  undertaken  to  do, 
and  what  we  have  undertaken  to  do ; 
how  far  the  Cape  Government  have 
undertaken  to  support  us  by  foi-ciblo 
means,  if  necef-sary ;  and  how  far  they 
are  merely  carrying  on  the  position  of 
negotiators  at  this  moment?  I  also 
wish  to  understand,  and  I  hope  the 
Papers  will  show  it,  what  Sir  Hercules 
Robinson  has  said,  done,  and  advised  on 
this  subject.  It  is  notorious  that  he  has 
laid  the  greatest  stress  upon  the  orgoni- 
zation  of  a  police  force  on  the  bordurs. 
In  his  opinion,  the  one  essential  condi* 
tion  of  the  success  of  the  last  ^  'onvention 
with  the  Transvaal  rested  upon  this — 
that  there  should  be  an  adequate  police 
force  on  the  borders.  I  do  not  believe 
that  that  police  force  has  ever  come  into 
existence ;  but,  if  it  has,  it  has  in  such 
small  numbers  as  to  be  of  no  use  what- 
ever, being  utterly  inadequate  for  the 
duties  it  has  to  perform,  I  hope  my 
noble  Prifend  will  tell  ns  what  has  been 
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the  cause  and  reason  of  the  delay  in  this 
matter.  I  rejoiced,  with  a  great  many 
peraonB  in  England,  when  I  heard  that 
Mr*  Mackenzie  was  appointed  Oommie- 
doner  upon  this  frontier.  I  know  his 
past  character,  his  clearneaa  of  mind, 
his  perfect  familiarity  with  the  whole 
subject,  and  his  disinterested  devotion  to 
the  Native  Baces  among  whom  he  has 
worked  ao  long ;  and  I  feel  that  his  ap- 
pointment was  a  strong  earnest  of,  and 
security  for,  the  carrying  out  of  that 
policy  for  which  we  have  had  so  many 
assurances.  Well,  Mr,  Mackenzie  pro- 
ceeded to  his  station.  He  discharged 
his  duties  for  a  while ;  but  before  long 
he  met  with  remonstrances  and  opposi- 
tion, and,  at  last^  such  active  antagonism 
on  the  part  of  the  Boers,  that  he  was 
compelled  to  retire.  I  hope  it  will  be 
made  perfectly  clear  what  are  the  cir- 
cumstancos  under  which  he  retired.  I 
notice,  in  a  speech  delivered  by  the 
Prime  Minister  of  the  Cape,  that  the 
blame  for  his  retirement  was  thrown 
on  the  Government,  I  hope  the  noble 
Earl  will  be  able  to  contradict  that  state- 
ment. Then  there  is  another  point  upon 
which  I  will  say  one  word.  It  is  not 
mentioned  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  though  it  is  connected  wath 
South  Africa.  My  nolile  Friend  behind 
me  (Yiscount  Sidmotith)  last  Session 
repeatedly  called  the  attention  of  your 
Lordships  to  the  case  of  Angra  Pequena, 
and  I  supported  him,  urging  repeatedly 
upon  Her  Majesty's  (rovernment  the  ex- 
treme importance  of  acting  speedily  and 
without  delay,  and  warned  them  that,  if 
delay  did  occur,  very  unsatisfactory  con- 
clusions would  result.  My  prophecy  has 
come  true  ;  and,  while  the  Foreign  Office 
was  negotiating,  it  appears  that  Ger- 
many stepped  in  and  occupied  the 
ground  %vhich  was  the  matter  of  dis- 
pute. I  am  not  here  to  make  any 
charge  against  the  German  Government. 
We  have  no  Papers  as  yet  before  us  on 
the  subject ;  and  I  may  go  further,  and 
say  the  more  I  know  of  German  coloni- 
zation, I  am  not  at  all  jealous  of  it,  but 
am  rather  favourable  to  it,  But  what  I 
do  complain  of  is,  that  this  matter 
should  have  been  allowed  to  drag  on  in 
such  a  way  that  this  issue  should  be 
forced  upon  us,  and  that,  without  our 
knowledge  or  power  of  protest,  we  should 
have  beon  forced  into  a  seeming  collision 
with  the  German  Government,  and  that, 
as  we  know,  a  Conference  should  have 
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been  invited  to  assemble  at  Berlin  to 
discuss  South  African  affairs.  I  hope 
it  will  be  made  perfectly  clear  to 
us  on  what  terms  wo  are  going  to 
enter  that  Conference,  and  how  far 
English  interests  may  be  prejudiced 
in  the  transaction.  There  is  one 
other  question  which,  I  {think,  might 
have  found  a  place  in  the  Speech  from 
tliG  Throne,  Her  Maj  esty*s  Government 
began  their  career  with  every  protest 
against  the  annexation  of  territory ;  but 
I  think  that  during  the  four  or  five  years 
that  they  have  been  in  Office  they  have 
annexed  more  territory  than  any  two 
other  Goveraments  which  have  preceded 
them.  My  noble  Friend,  to  whom  I 
know  annexations  of  territory  are  pecu- 
liarly distasteful,  has  now  taken  a  step 
in  this  direction,  and  within  the  past  few 
weeks  has  announced^  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  the  annexa- 
tion of  the  whole  of  the  cSouthern  Coast 
of  New  Guinea.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
say  that  that  is  in  any  degree  a  faulty 
decision  on  the  part  of  the  Government ; 
on  the  contrary,  I  should  be  much  dis- 
posed to  approve  of  it,  and  I  have  re- 
commended it  on  former  occasions ,-  but 
I  do  hope  that  we  shall  have  some 
Papers  laid  on  the  Table  with  regard  to 
this  matter,  which,  to  my  mind,  is  of 
sufficient  importance  to  have  deserved 
mention  in  the  8peech  from  the  Throne, 
both  as  regards  the  amount  of  territory 
added  to  the  British  Empire,  and  the 
important  Australian  interests  which  ara 
involved.  As  far  as  my  memory  serves 
me,  the  original  desire  of  our  annexa- 
tion or  Protectorate  of  New  Guinea  arose 
out  of  the  position  of  the  Natives  re- 
quiring protection,  not  on  the  Southern 
Coast  of  New  Guinea,  but  on  the  North- 
Eastern  Coast,  Now,  it  does  seem 
rather  strange  that  when  you  are  annex- 
ing a  large  territory,  that  you  should 
annex  that  which  was  never  asked  for, 
and  omit  altogether  that  which  was  the 
origin  of  the  question  of  annexation.  I 
do  not  desire  to  go  into  any  further 
questions,  as,  no  doubt,  during  the  Ses- 
sion, other  opportunities  of  discussing  i 
them  will  occur ;  but  I  desire  to  ask  my  • 
noble  Friend  for  some  ox|ilanatioas  on 
the  points  I  have  raised,  and  I  hope  that 
Papers  will  bo  produced  without  delay 
dealing  aia  fully  as  possible  with  the  ] 
points  to  which  I  have  called  attention. 

VrsooTOT  CR^iNBROOK :  Before  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Derby) 
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rises  to  reply,  I  wish  to  put  a  question 
to  liim.  As  I  understand  the  last  de- 
spatch which  has  been  written  by  the 
noble  Earl  with  reference  to  Zululand, 
the  steps  to  be  taken  for  the  defence  of 
the  Reserve  are  not  to  extend  to  mea- 
sures outside  the  Reserve.  I  observe 
that  the  noble  Earl  takes  no  notice  of 
the  fact  mentioned  by  Sir  Henry  Bulwer, 
that  the  Reserve  Territory  had  been 
three  or  four  times  invaded  by  Zulus, 
who  were  supported  by  Boers  in  posses- 
Bion  of  the  adjacent  territory.  I  want 
to  know  whether  the  noble  Earl  is 
going  to  produce  Papers  telling  us  the 
present  position  of  the  Boers  in  Zululand, 
and  what  action  is  to  be  taken  to  pre- 
vent any  such  inroads  upon  the  Reserve  ? 
I  wish  to  ask  whether  the  noblo  Earl 
takes  upon  himself  to  instruct  officers  in 
charge  of  the  Reserve  that,  when  they 
are  attacked,  they  are  not  to  be  allowed 
to  follow  those  who  attack  them  into  ad- 
joining territory  ?  It  seems  to  me  to  be 
a  most  extraordinary  position  that  we 
should  allow  our  territory  to  be  invaded 
three  or  four  times,  and  that  we  should 
not  take  any  steps  to  prevent  these  in- 
roads by  going  outside  them,  when  that 
would  be  the  most  likely  course  to  put 
an  end  to  them.  Surely,  it  is  most  in- 
excusable that  our  officers  should  bo  told 
that  they  are  not  to  go  beyond  the 
boundaries  of  the  Reserve.  There  is,  at 
all  events,  a  doubt  about  it ;  and  if  the 
noble  Earl  gives  permission  to  the  stra- 
tegical authorities  to  take  steps  to  pre- 
vent these  invasions,  I  have  nothing  more 
to  say. 

Thb  Earl  of  DERBY:  One  com- 
plaint which  has  been  made  in  the 
course  of  this  debate  is  as  to  the  number 
of  omissions  from  the  Queen's  Speech. 
I  think  my  noble  Friend  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon),  in  the  questions  he 
has  put,  has  contrived  very  ingeniously 
to  supply  those  omissions.  He  has 
travelled  over  a  wide  range  of  topics, 
and  if  I  were  to  attempt  to  follow  into 
the  wide  range  of  subjects  he  has  in- 
vited me  to  discuss,  I  should  have  to 
address  your  Lordships  at  greater 
length  than  would  be  desirable  or 
convenient  at  present.  I  do  not  think 
anyone  can  complain  of  my  noble 
Friend  for  thinking  that  the  question 
of  South  Africa  is  one  which  should 
be  brought  before  the  House  without 
delay,  although  it  is  not  so  exciting  a 
topio  as  some  of  those  with  which  we 
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shall  have  to  deal.  It  is  not  one  that 
has  been  much  dealt  with  by  speakers 
in  the  Recess.  Still,  it  is  one  of  great 
importance,  and  I  am  not  going  to  make 
the  pretence  of  believing  that  the  state 
of  things  in  that  part  of  the  world  is 
satisfactory.  It  has  not  been  satisfactory 
at  any  time  I  can  remember  since  I  have 
entered  upon  public  life ;  but  I  do  not 
admit  the  soundness  of  the  view  taken 
by  the  noble  Earl  when  he  represents  it 
as  growing  worse  instead  of  better.  He 
quite  correctly  divides  the  question  into 
three  different  heads  —  our  relations 
with  the  Transvaal,  our  relations  to 
Zululand,  and  our  relations  with  the 
Bechuanas ;  but  he  did  not  mention  what 
a  year  ago  might  have  been  counted  as  a 
fourth — namely,  our  relations  with  Ba- 
sutoland;  and  as  in  that  part  of  the 
country  the  state  of  things  was  one  of 
great  danger,  and  it  is  now  one  of  peace 
and  tranquillity,  I  can  quite  understand 
that  it  would  not  suit  the  noble  Earl  to 
bring  it  forward.  He  asks  where  we 
are  drifting  to ;  he  thinks  our  difficul- 
ties have  not  diminished,  but  increased; 
that  the  power  of  England  in  South 
Africa  is  diminishing ;  and  that  the  an- 
tagonism between  the  Dutch  and  the 
English  is  greater  than  it  has  ever  been 
before.  That  is  a  general  assertion 
which  it  is  very  difficult  either  to 
prove  or  to  disprove.  He  has  given  his 
view,  and  I  will  give  mine.  In  answer 
to  his  first  question,  where  are  we  drift- 
ing to,  I  say  nowhere ;  we  know  per- 
fectly well  where  we  are  going.  With 
regard  to  his  second  question,  the  diffi- 
culties have  not  increased,  but  dimi- 
nished. I  do  not  know  what  he  means 
by  saying  that  the  power  of  England  is 
destroyed  or  broken. 

Tub  Earl  of  CARNARVON:  I  did 
not  say  that.  I  said  it  was  lessened  or 
weakened 

The  Earl  of  DERBY  :  Well,  that  is 
a  matter  of  opinion ;  and  I  will  point 
out  that  whereas,  some  years  ago,  the 
Colonists  in  Natal  were  in  constant 
fear  of  what  might  happen  to  them  in 
the  way  of  attack  or  incursion  from  the 
Zulus  on  their  frontier,  their  appre- 
hensions on  that  score  have  ceased. 
There  is  now  no  part  of  Natal  or  Cape 
Colony  which  is  disaffected  to  the  Im- 
perial Government,  or  in  danger  of  any 
attack.  The  noble  Earl  speaks  of  the 
antagonism  of  the  Dutch  and  English 
races.    Well,  that  is  an  old  story.    No 
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one  knows  better  than  he  does  that  there 
has  been  a  certain  amount  of  antago- 
nism probably  ever  since  the  English 
occupied  any  part  of  the  Continent ;  but 
I  do  not  think  there  is  any  reason  to 
suppose  that  it  has  been  increased  or 
embittered  by  recent  events.  It  is  quite 
true  that  at  the  Cape  there  is  what  is 
called  a  Dutch  Party,  and  that  it  is  now 
in  power ;  but  it  has  gaiued  its  power  in 
a  Constitutional  way  at  the  elections ;  it 
is  using  that  power,  as  far  as  I  can  see, 
in  a  fair  and  moderate  manner,  and 
there  can  be  no  interference  on  our  part, 
unless  we  are  to  say  that  the  Cape  Colony 
is  not  to  be  free  to  govern  itself  in 
a  Parliamentary  manner.  With  regard 
to  our  relations  with  the  Zulus,  I 
do  not  think  my  noble  Friend  has 
fairly  represented  the  state  of  affairs  in 
the  country,  when  he  speaks  as  if  the 
present  Government  are  responsible  for 
what  has  happened.  No  doubt,  there 
was  a  time  when  the  Zulu  nation, 
under  Cetewayo,  was  more  prosperous 
and  powerful  than  at  present ;  but  who 
was  responsible  for  putting  an  end  to 
that  state  of  things  ?  Not  the  present 
Government,  nor  anyone  on  this  side  of 
the  House.  It  was  done  in  1879; 
but  I  am  bound  to  say  I  do  not  think 
it  was  the  work  of  the  Colonial  Of- 
fice, then  administered  by  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach.  Sir  Bartle  Frere  took  a 
very  decided  view  of  the  dangers  which 
were  supposed  to  arise  from  the  power 
of  Cetewayo,  and  he  undertook  to  break 
it.  A  war  ensued ;  the  Zulu  Kingdom 
was  broken  up ;  and  it  has  never  been 
placed,  nor  could  it  be  placed,  on  the 
same  footing  again.  What  followed, 
not  by  way  of  permanent  settlement, 
but  rather  as  a  temporary  and  provisional 
arrangement,  was  the  division  of  the 
country  among  13  Chiefs.  At  the  time, 
that  arrangement  was  probably  as  good 
as  could  be  made ;  but  after  a  time  it 
became  clear  it  would  not  last;  the 
Chiefs  would  have  been  fighting  one 
another;  it  was  broken  up,  and  its 
breaking  up  was  followed  by  the  resto- 
ration of  Cetewayo.  I  have  heard  that 
restoration  criticized  in  various  ways. 
It  has  been  described  as  a  sentimental 
concession  to  the  wishes  of  some  parties 
in  this  country.  It  was  nothing  of  the 
kind.  In  a  position  of  great  difiSculty, 
it  was  resorted  to  in  the  hope  that  peace 
and  order  might  be  restored  to  Zulu- 
land  by  placing  over  the  country  the  one 
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man  who  was  supposed  to  have  most 
authority  there.  I  am  not  at  all  clear 
it  would  have  failed  if  Cetewayo  had 
not  been  got  at  and  surrounded  by  cer- 
tain persons,  who  put  into  his  head 
absurd  and  exaggerated  ideas  about  his 
grievances  and  his  rights,  so  that  almost 
&om  the  first  moment  of  his  restoration 
he  began  to  seek  extension  of  territory, 
and  the  effect  was  that  the  arrangement 
under  which  he  was  restored  never  had 
a  fair  chance.  Had  it  not  been  for  that, 
he  might,  at  least,  have  gained  something 
of  his  former  position.  When  he  died, 
there  appeared  to  be  only  two  practical 
alternatives — either  to  take  upon  our- 
selves a  Protectorate  amounting  to  virtual 
annexation,  or  to  leave  the  Zulus  to 
settle  their  own  affairs.  We  did  the 
last,  not  thinking  it  desirable,  except 
under  the  pressure  of  absolute  necessity, 
to  extend  the  range  of  our  power.  An- 
nexation, no  doubt,  would  have  been  the 
more  popular  course  at  Natal  and  the 
Cape;  but  it  would  have  involved  the 
provision  of  a  large  force  sufficient  to 
protect  Natal  from  the  danger  of  in- 
vasion. Unfortunately,  it  is  true,  as 
the  noble  Earl  has  said,  that  these 
savage  tribes  were  divided  among  them- 
selves;  they  began  to  fight,  and  that 
happened  which  has  happened  before  in 
many  parts  of  the  world,  the  party  that 
got  the  worst  of  it  sought  allies ;  they 
called  in  the  Boers,  who  accepted  the  invi- 
tation, and  occupied  the  territory,  not  as 
invaders,  but  as  allies.  I  do  not  know 
that  they  are  any  worse  neighbours 
than  the  Zulus  would  have  had  other- 
wise, or  than  they  were  to  one  another. 
There  was,  as  I  have  said,  no  choice  be- 
tween the  two  alternatives — either  of 
taking  the  country  imder  our  control,  the 
responsibility  of  which  would  have  been 
enormous,  while  the  territory  would 
have  been  useless  to  us  for  the  purposes 
of  trade  or  immigration  or  any  other  ob- 
ject, or  of  leaving  it;  and  the  Govern- 
ment have  done  the  latter.  With  regard 
to  the  Transvaal,  I  will  not  go  beyond  the 
point  of  time  at  which  I  am  responsible 
for  the  condition  of  affairs.  We  have 
so  often  discussed  the  question  of  its 
retrocession  and  our  defeat  at  Majuba 
Hill  that  I  do  not  think  there  is  much 
use  in  going  over  it  a^ain.  There  may 
be  differences  of  opinion  as  to  whether 
the  retrocession  was  satisfactory  or  not ; 
but  after  the  experience  of  late  years, 
knowing  what  we  now  know  of  Boer 
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feelings  you  cannot  indulge  tlie  idea 
that  tlio  TransTftal  could  have  been  kept 
as  n  part  of  the  British  Empire  except  by 
a  conetant  display  of  force.  The  ques- 
tion, I  remember,  was  a«ked  two  years 
a^o,  and  it  never  has  been  answered. 
What  is  the  advantage  of  ei?eating  for 
yourselves  another  Ireland  m  South 
Africa  ?  There  would  have  been  con- 
stant rebellions,  which  could  only  have 
been  kept  down  by  military  force,  and 
diiEculties  would  have  heen  created  for 
uSy  and  a  display  of  force  required,  just 
at  the  moment  we  required  our  resources 
in  some  other  part  of  the  world.  The 
noble  Earl  has  spoken  of  the  Natives 
generally,  and  more  especially  in  tbe 
Transvaal,  and  of  their  present  condition 
aa  regards  ill-usage,  and  I  am  not  at  all 
prepared  to  assert  that  it  is  all  that  we 
conld  wish  it  to  be.  At  the  same  time> 
that  ill-usage  does  not  arise  from  any- 
thing we  have  said  or  done.  My  noble 
Friend  made  a  speech  upon  the  same 
subject  some  18  months  ago.  It  has 
been  alleged  that  there  has  been  ill- 
usage  and  oppression  on  the  part  of 
the  Boers.  It  is,  of  course,  utterly 
impossible  to  say  that  in  a  country  a^ 
large  ela  France,  where  there  is  oiily  a 
small  and  scattered  White  population, 
there  may  not  have  been  cases  of  ill- 
usage  by  the  Whites,  But  the  fact  re- 
mains, and  there  is  no  doubt  about  it, 
tliat  the  Black  population  of  tlio  Trans- 
vaal 18  constantly  on  the  increase,  and 
that  there  is  a  continual  Native  immi- 
gration going  on  into  that  country, 
which  does  not  look  as  if  the  condition 
of  the  people  were  one  of  satTeriiig 
and  oppression.  Afy  noble  Friend 
referred  to  Beehuaaaland.  Now,  I  am 
not  going  to  deny  that  the  state  of 
things  which  has  arisen  there  is  one  of 
a  very  unsatisfactory  character.  I  think 
that  the  reference  to  this  subject  in  the 
Speech  froin  the  Throne  shows  that  the 
Government  are  not  guilty  of  neglect  or 
indifference  with  respect  to  this  q^uestion ; 
and  when  they  say  the  circum stances  of 
the  country  require  their  attention,  it  la 
scarcely  fair  to  assume  tbat  they  mean 
to  look  on  and  do  nothing.  Attention  in 
such  a  cose  can  only  mean  attention  with 
a  view  to  action.  My  noble  Friend 
has  asked  for  an  explanation  as  to  what 
has  passed  in  regard  to  Bechuan aland 
between  ourselves  and  the  Government 
of  the  Cape,  and  he  has  referred  to  statu • 
moiats  in  the  newspapers  to  the  eflfect 
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that  Her  Majesty's  Gh>vemment  were 
making  military  preparations.  All  I 
need  say  now  is  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  fully  detennined  to 
carry  out  the  terms  of  the  Convention 
— they  must  be  enforced,  and  the 
steps  which  have  been  taken  will  show 
that  Uer  Majesty ^s  Government  are 
proceeding  upon  tbat  footing ;  but,  no 
doubt,  my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  will  wish— as  wo  do— that 
the  matter  should  be  settled  in  a  peaceful 
manner;  and,  as  the  Capo  Government 
have  expressed  their  wish  to  negotiate, 
Her  Majesty*s  Government  have  tele- 
graphed out  that  they  are  content  that 
they  should  do  so,  and  that  the  Cape 
Government  are  to  carry  on  their  nego- 
tiations ;  but,  in  so  saying,  Her  Ma- 
jesty ^s  Government  are  not  parting 
with  tbeir  control  over  the  idtimate  re- 
sult, and  will  remain  the  judges,  in  the 
la^t  resort,  of  what  should  be  done.  My 
noble  Friend  asks  whether  the  Govern* 
ment  of  the  Cape  will  supply  a  military 
force  ?  I  do  not  think  they  will  supply 
thither  men  or  money.  I  think  thyy  will 
be  content  to  put  that  on  our  shoulders, 
leaving  us  to  our  own  resources ;  but, 
undoubtedly,  they  will  give  us  a  moral 
support,  which  means  a  great  deal  in  a 
case  of  this  kind.  I  do  not  think  that  is 
an  unnatural  view  for  them  to  take, 
as  they  would  say  it  is  as  much  our 
matter  as  theirs.  There  is  no  doubt  in 
my  mind  tbat  tbey  are  anxious  to  put 
an  end  to  this  unpleasant  complication. 
Then  my  noblo  Friend  asks  what  is  the 
object  we  look  to — what  is  to  be  the 
ultimate  result  of  these  proceedings  ?  I 
am  quite  ready  to  tell  my  noble  Friend 
and  your  Lordships  what  I  consider  is 
the  result  likely  to  be  obtained  with  re- 
gard to  Bochuanaland,  and  which  I  do 
uot  think  could  have  been  obtained  18 
months  ago — namely,  that  the  Cape  Go- 
vernment will  bo  induced  to  make  that 
country  a  part  of  the  Cape  Colony. 
This  course  would  save  us  from  further 
expense  and  responsibility,  and  put 
these  unfortunate  people  under  a  civi- 
lized Government.  With  regard  to  Mr. 
Mackoni5ie*s  apiiointment  andsubsequent 
resignation,  I  will  refer  my  noble 
Friend  to  the  papers  which  will  be  pre- 
sented. I  will  only  say  now  that  I  do  not 
attach  blame  to  Mr*  Mackenzie  in  any 
part  of  these  transactions.  He  was  ap- 
pointed on  the  strong  recommendation  of 
Sir  Hercules  Bobinson  ;  but  after  som^ 
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observation  of  tlie  working  of  Mr,  Mac- 
kenzie's arrangements  Sir  Hercules  Rob- 
inson, without  casting  any  blame  upon 
Mr.  Mackenzie,  thought  it  unlikely  that 
his  system  would  lead  to  a  satisfactory 
settlement ;  and  as  the  Cape  Government 
looked  upon  his  appointment  with  con- 
siderable jealousy,  and  as  the  co-opera- 
tion of  the  Cape  authorities  was  indis- 
pensable, Sir  Hercules  Robinson  thought 
that  Mr.  Mackenzie's  resignation  was 
desirable,  and  Mr.  Mackenzie,  showing 
a  creditable  public  spirit,  at  once  ac- 
quiesced. When  the  details  are  seen 
in  the  Papers  to  be  presented,  your 
Lordships  will  see  that  no  blame  is 
attached  to  any  party  concerned.  The 
noble  Viscount  (Viscount  Gran  brook) 
has  asked  a  question  in  reference  to 
the  Reserve  Territory,  and  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  protect 
it;  and  the  answer  is  that  they  will 
do  so,  and  will  regard  any  attack  upon 
it  as  an  attack  against  Natal  itself;  but 
as  to  following  over  the  frontier  those 
who  attack  it,  I  have  not  laid  down  any 
general  rule  upon  the  subject,  and  I  do 
not  think  it  necessary  to  do  so.  My 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon) 
has  also  asked  a  question  in  reference 
to  Angra  Pequena.  That  is  a  large 
question,  and  cannot  be  discussed  in  an 
off-hand  manner;  and,  notwithstanding 
the  high  authority  of  some  noble  Lords, 
who  attach  great  value  to  it  as  a  posses- 
sion, I  believe  that  it  is  one  of  the  most 
barren  spots  on  the  face  of  the  earth, 
and  though  for  50  or  60  years  English 
settlers  have  had  free  access  to  it,  there 
has  been  no  attempt  to  make  any  settle- 
ment upon  it.  I  do  not  know  that  the 
Germans  have  taken  steps  to  colonize  it ; 
and,  certainly,  it  is  not  a  very  promising 
field  for  that  purpose. 

Viscount  CRANBROOK,  interposing, 
inquired  whether  any  more  Papers  would 
be  presented  ? 

The  Eakl  of  DERBY:  Papers  re- 
lating to  Zululand  and  Bechuanaland 
will  be  laid  upon  the  Table.  My  noble 
Friend  made  reference,  in  a  general 
way,  to  the  subject  of  annexation.  Well, 
it  is  quite  true  that  some  annexations 
have  been  forced  upon  us.  There  seems 
to  be  a  scramble  going  on  among  Euro- 
pean Governments  for  Colonies  in  differ- 
ent parts  of  the  world,  and  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  bound  to  make  our 
position  secure  in  those  localities  in  which 
this  country  is  interested.    If  Her  Ma- 

I%0  £arl  of  l>0rhy 


jesty's  Gl-overnment  had  not  acquiesced 
in  the  demand  on  the  part  of  the  Aus- 
tralians for  a  Protectorate  over  the 
Southern  Coast  of  New  Guinea,  our 
refusal  would  have  been  deeply  resented 
by  all  the  Australian  Colonies;  and, 
on  the  whole,  we  thought  it  better  to  run 
the  risk  of  some  jealousy  on  the  part  of 
Foreign  Powers,  than  to  quarrel  with 
our  Colonists  in  a  matter  in  which  they 
are  so  deeply  interested,  and  on  which 
they  feel  so  strongly.  We  have,  accord- 
ingly, secured  that  part  of  the  Coast 
from  which  alone  they  would  have  reason 
to  apprehend  danger,  if  it  were  in  the 
hands  of  a  Foreign  Power. 

The  Earl  op  ROSEBERY  said,  that 
he  desired  to  ask  whether  it  was  true,  as 
stated  in  the  newspapers,  that  General 
Scratchley  had  been  appointed  High 
Commissioner  to  New  Guinea  ? 

The  Eakl  OF  DERBY :  Yes. 

The  Eabl  of  ROSEBERY  said,  he 
wished  to  know  whether  he  had  been 
appointed  High  Commissioner  simply 
with  reference  to  New  Guinea ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  there  was  any  High  Commis- 
sioner of  the  Pacific  ? 

The  Earl  of  DERBY :  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  papers  have  been  a  little 
premature,  for  the  appointment  has  not 
yet  been  actually  made ;  but  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  Major  General 
Scratchley  is  selected  for  the  post. 
As  to  the  precise  functions  he  will  have 
to  perform,  I  cannot  undertake  to  de- 
fine them  accurately  off-hand  and  in 
a  few  words;  but  the  noble  Earl  will 
find  them  described  in  the  Papers,  when 
they  are  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

Lord  BRABOURNE  said,  he  felt 
bound  to  express  the  satisfaction  which 
he  experienced  at  the  declaration  of  the 
Government  of  their  intention  to  stand 
by  the  latest  arrangement  made  with 
reference  to  the  Transvaal.  If  they  had 
evinced  a  similar  firmness  three  years 
ago,  and  had  maintained  it  in  deeds  as 
well  as  words,  much  of  the  subsequent 
disaster,  bloodshed,  and  misery  would 
have  been  avoided .  If  the  noble  Earl  op- 
posite (the  Earl  of  Derby)  supposed  that 
the  name  and  reputation  of  England  had 
not  been  lowered  by  the  policy  which 
had  been  followed  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, he  was  the  only  man  in  the 
Kingdom  with  any  knowledge  of  South 
Africa  who  entertained  Uiat  opinion ;  for, 
of  late  years,   the  influence  of  Great 
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BHtam  in  South  Africa  had  greatly 
diminished.  He  was  frequently  receiving 
letters  from  South  Africa  concerning'  the 
state  of  affairs  there,  and  it  appoared  that 
the  name  of  Great  Britain  was  mentioned 
with  expressions  of  contempt,  and  that 
Englishmen  were  no  longer,  as  fornierl  j, 
considered  as  the  superior  race.  The  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  had  spoken  of  the 
freedom  of  Natal  from  her  old  dread  of 
the  Zulus ;  but  he  would  do  well  to  bear 
in  mind  that  Natal  had  been  threatened 
with  absorption  from  the  Boers,  who 
considered  that  th^y  had  conquered  Eng- 
lishmen and  could  do  as  they  liked  for 
the  future.  They  had  rebelled  against 
Great  Britain  as  soon  as  she  had  over- 
come their  enemies,  Sikukuni  and  the 
Zulus,  and  it  was  fnnnthem  that  trouble 
was  still  to  be  apprehended.  He  rejoiced, 
however,  to  find  that  the  Cape  Govern- 
ment, which  now  was  mainly  composed 
of  the  Dutc^h  element,  were  giving  Her 
Majesty's  Government  a  hearty  support 
in  the  course  they  wore  taking  in  main- 
taining the  Convention  and  protecting 
the  Keeerve.  It  was  perhaps,  moreover, 
a  good  thing  that  the  Dutch  element 
should  now  preponderate  in  the  Cape 
Government,  or  that  those  who  had  for 
years  past  only  held  the  balance  between 
two  coiitemliug  British  Parties  should 
now  themselves  experience  some  of  the 
responsibilities  of  goverament.  The 
prosperity  of  the  Cape  Colony  depended 
upon  a  good  feeling  being  maintained 
between  the  Dutch  and  English  elements 
of  the  population,  and  that  good  feeling 
would  not  be  increased,  but  retarded,  by 
any  want  of  firmness  on  iho  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  relation  to  the 
latest  Convention  with  the  Boers,  and 
by  any  failure  to  show  beyond  all  doubt 
that  we  were  not  going  to  be  bullied  and 
shouldered  out  of  South  Africa. 

The  Dltke  of  AUGYLL  :  My  Lords, 
I  rise  simply  for  the  purpose  of  occu- 
pying tlio  attention  of  the  Houi^e  for  a 
moment  with  reference  to  a  document, 
which,  at  first  eight,  may  seem  to  be, 
but  which  I  do  not  think  is,  irrelevant 
to  any  subject  before  us.  Like  many 
other  Membors  of  this  House,  I  have 
come  up  from  a  great  distance^  involving 
two  days'  travelling,  and  I  have  not  had 
an  opportunity  of  reading  a  very  inte- 
resting letter  until  this  evening.  But  I 
may  observe  that  our  marvellous  and 
almost  supernatural  Prime  Mini^itor,  if 
J  may  any  80|  ha#  taken  the  time  and 


trouble  to  address  a  letter  to  a  Bishop, 
at  a  Diocesan  Conference  of  the  Church 
of  England,  on  the  subject  of  the  Dis- 
establishment of  the  Church  of  England. 
It  was  not  imtil  to-night,  when  I  went 
into  your  Lords  hi  pa'  Library,  that  I  had 
an  opportunity  of  reading  that  remark- 
able adtlrej-B*  I  read  it  with  immense 
deliglit.  It  pointed  out  that  there  waa 
in  the  Church  of  England  a  great  variety 
of  opinion  which  might  develop  into 
serious  and  dangerous  disagreements.  It 
pointed  out  the  absolute  duty  of  all 
Parties  in  the  Church  to  look  upon  each 
other  with  charity,  and  it  especially 
pointed  out  the  duty  of  endeavouring  to 
measure  the  dillerence  of  opinion  which 
really  existed  among  themselves.  Ad- 
mirable advice!  I  road  it  with  infinite 
pleasure.  I  could  not  help  asking  ray- 
self — * '  Has  it  no  application  to  other 
subjects  ?  "  I  confess  that  it  appears  to 
me  that  the  Btate  of  England  is  in  a  more 
serious  dilemma  than  the  Church  of 
England  at  the  present  moment;  and  I 
could  wot  help  thinking  that  if  the  Heads 
of  thn  rival  Parties  would  look  at  the 
differences  which  separated  them,  on  th© 
great  question  on  which  we  are  mainly 
met,  in  the  spirit  of  that  advice  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  in  which  the  Church  of 
England  wa.^  told  of  its  absolute  duty  to 
look  at  their  internal  differences,  the 
deadlf*ck  into  which  we  have  been 
driven  would  not  last  a  week.  My 
Lords,  let  me  simply  aak  the  Hou^e  to 
reuKinber  this— Both  Parties  profess, 
and  I  believe  with  truth,  to  admit  the 
absolute  necessity,  if  not  the  justice,  of 
extending  the  household  franchise  to  the 
county  voters.  That  is  one  great  truth 
or  principle  on  which  we  are  all  agreed. 
The  other  principle  also  in  which  we 
profess  to  believe,  and  I  hope  with 
equal  truth,  is  that  the  question  of  redis- 
tribution should  also  be  dealt  with  in 
this  present  Parliament,  and  in  the  oon- 
etituencies  with  their  present  voters,  and 
distributed  in  their  present  form.  I  sit 
down  by  saying  this—that  if  any  being 
from  another  planet,  or  oven  from  a  dis- 
tant country  of  the  world,  from  Europe 
or  Asia,  were  brought  to  tliis  country 
and  were  told  that  the  two  Houses  of 
Parliament  were  coming  to  a  deadlock, 
and  that  the  fundamental  principles  of 
our  historic  Constitution  were  called  in 
question,  because  the  only  difference  was 
one  of  procedure,  he  would  bo  amazed, 
and  he  would  say  that  the  Leaders  of 
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the  two  Parties  were  demented.  I  say 
that  the  entire  difference  between  the 
two  Parties  being  one  of  procedure  only, 
there  ought  to  be  no  difficulty  whatever 
in  arriving  at  a  satisfactory  solution  of 
the  problem  before  us. 

The  Earl  of  DUNEAVEN  said,  that 
he  rose  for  the  purpose  of  asking  Her 
Majesty's  Government  what  was  the 
specific  object  of  the  Expedition  which 
had  been  sent  out,  nominally  for  the 
purpose  of  relieving  General  Gordon  ?  It 
had  been  asserted,  on  the  one  hand,  that 
it  was  to  stop  when  it  reached  Dongola ; 
and,  on  the  other,  that  it  was  to  go  to 
Khartoum  ;  and  he  would  like  to  know 
whether  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
(Lord  Wolseley)  had  instructions  not  to 
go  beyond  Dongola,  even  though  it 
might  be  considered  necessary  ?  As  it 
was,  they  were  completely  in  the  dark 
as  to  the  object  of  the  Expedition.  All 
they  knew  was  that  the  Mission  of  Ge- 
neral Gordon  was  to  arrange  for  the 
evacuation  of  the  Soudan,  and  to  bring 
away  the  garrisons,  and  to  provide  for 
the  safety  of  the  Europeans  and  the 
Egyptians  who  were  in  that  part  of  the 
Khedive's  Dominions.  Was  the  Expe- 
dition now  in  progress  sent  to  enable 
General  Gt)rdon  to  carry  out  those  ob- 

i'ects,  or  solely  to  relieve  General  Gordon 
limself  ?  He  must  also  complain  of  the 
omission  from  the  Queen's  Speech  of  all 
reference  to  the  unsatisfactory  state  of 
our  Navy,  with  regard  to  which  public 
anxiety  had  been  greatly  excited,  as  well 
as  of  all  reference  to  the  depression  of 
trade  and  commerce.  He  begged  to 
give  Notice  that  on  an  early  day  he 
should  call  attention  to  the  subject  of 
the  depression  of  trade  and  commerce, 
and  should  move  that  an  inquiry  be  in- 
stituted into  the  causes  and  extent  of 
that  depression. 

Thb  Earl  op  KIMBERLEY  said, 
that  one  of  the  questions  asked  by  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Dunraven),  that 
which  related  to  the  object  of  the  Egyp- 
tian Expedition,  was  completely  an- 
swered in  the  Queen's  Speech,  in  the 
following  words : — 

**  The  advance  of  my  troops  to  Dongola  has 
for  its  object  the  rescue  and  security  of  that 
gallant  officer,  and  of  those  who  have  so  faith- 
fully co-operated  with  him." 

That  meant  that  the  object  of  the 
Expedition  was  not  merely  to  rescue 
General  Gordon,  but  to  do  what  was 
.the  original  purpose  of  his  Mission — 
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namely,  to  rescue  the  garrisons.  In 
carrying  out  his  Mission,  General  Gt)r- 
don  had  been,  on  the  whole,  successful ; 
but  not  to  the  extent  of  being  able  to 
bring  away  the  garrisons  from  the 
Soudan  by  his  own  exertions  merely. 
In  reply  to  the  noble  Earl's  question, 
whether  the  Expedition  would  advance 
beyond  Dongola,  everyone  would  be  re- 
joiced if  the  object  of  the  Expedition 
were  accomplished  without  its  going  be- 
yond that  place ;  but,  if  it  were  not  ao- 
complishea,  it  might  have  to  proceed 
further.  It  was  not  to  be  supposed  that 
a  man  of  Lord  Wolseley's  eminence 
would  be  sent  out  without  power  to  take 
all  the  measures  he  might  find  necessary 
for  the  attainment  of  the  objects  of  the 
Expedition.  With  regard  to  the  Notice 
which  the  noble  Earl  had  given  in  re- 
ference to  trade  and  commerce,  he  was 
not  going  to  enter  into  a  discussion  of 
the  question  on  that  occasion.  He  be- 
lieved his  noble  Friend  entertained 
strong  Protectionist  ideas. 

The  Eakl  of  DUNRAVEN:  No;  I 
do.  not. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY :  Well, 
his  noble  Friend  called  it  Reciprocity, 
which  was  only  Protection  under  an- 
other name.  The  Government  were 
fully  aware  that  for  some  considerable 
time  the  trade  and  commerce,  and  also 
the  agriculture  of  this  country,  had  been 
by  no  means  in  the  state  of  prosperity 
of  former  times ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  to  say  that  there  was  an  extra- 
ordinary and  special  depression  peculiar 
to  this  country  would  be  an  entire  mis- 
take. Whatever  the  causes,  it  was  a 
singular  fact  that  this  depression  ex- 
isted, not  only  in  this  country,  but  all 
over  the  world.  In  France  agricultural 
depression  existed  equally  as  in  this 
country.  At  that  moment  the  French 
Government  were  under  great  pressure 
from  the  peasant  proprietors  on  account 
of  the  extreme  depression  ;  even  in  the 
United  States  the  agriculturists  were  by 
no  means  in  a  state  of  exaltation  at  the 
prevailing  prices.  The  same  might  be 
said  of  the  sugar  trade,  and  of  almost 
every  other  trade  abroad.  It  was  also 
said  that  the  tea  trade  had  never  been 
in  such  a  bad  state  as  it  was  at  present. 
Without  attempting  to  discuss  abstract 
principles  of  political  economy,  he 
might  suggest  that  one  explanation  of 
the  cause  of  this  general  depression  of 
trade  and  commerce  was  to  be  found  ia 
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the  fact  that  pzoduotion  had  overrun 
eonsomption,  beoause,  owing  to  railways 
and  teleg^pha,  there  was  an  im- 
mense increase  of  power  in  bringing 
oommodities  to  market.  He  did  not 
think  it  was  necessary  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  call  special  attention  to  the 
state  of  trade  and  commerce;  and,  as 
to  agriculture,  he  was  not  aware  that 
there  was  such  an  extraordinary  depres- 
sion as  to  require  any  reference  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne. 

Address  agreed  to,  nemine  disseniiente, 
and  ordered  to  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  White 
Staves. 

AUSTRALIA— CONFEDERATION  OF  THE 
COLONIES.-QUESTION. 

Thb  Eabl  op  CARNAEVON  asked, 
If  Her  Majesty's  Government  intended 
to  introduce  a  Bill,  in  accordance  with 
the  decision  of  the  Australian  Colonies 
as  to  Confederation,  in  the  present  Ses- 
sion? 

The  Eael  of  DERBY,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  glad  this  subject  had  been  men- 
tioned. It  was,  no  doubt,  one  of  ex- 
treme interest  to  the  Australian  Colonies. 
He  was,  however,  unable,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  to  answer  the  Question  of 
the  noble  Earl,  because  they  had  not 
yet  received  the  reply  of  the  Government 
of  New  South  Wales;  but  they  had 
reason  to  believe  that  they  would  re-, 
ceive  it  in  about  a  week  or  10  days. 
If  the  answer  was  a  favourable  one, 
he  should  have  no  objection  to  introduce 
a  Bill  in  that  House,  and,  no  doubt, 
there  would  be  time  to  discuss  it ;  but 
whether  it  would  be  possible  to  discuss 
it  in  '*  another  place  "  he  could  not  un- 
dertake to  say. 

CHAIRMAN  OF  COMMITTEES. 
The  Earl   of  Eedesdale  appointed, 
nemine  dieeentientey  to  take  the  Chair  in 
all  Committees  of  this  House  for  this 
Session. 

GoMMTTTEB  FOB  P&TViLBOBS  —  Ap- 
pointed. 

SUB-COMMITTSE   FOR  THE  JoXTBNALS — 

Appointed. 
Appeal  ComnTTEB — Appointed. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Seven  o'clock, 

to  Monday  the  3rd  of  November 

next,  a  quarter  past 

Four  o'oloek. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thureday,  2Srd   October,  1884. 


The  House  met  at  half  after  One  of 
the  clock. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners ; — 

The  House  went ;— and  having  re- 
turned ; — 

NEW  MEMBERS  SWORN. 
John  Tremayne,  esquire,  for  Devon 
County  (Southern  Division) ;  Patrick 
Joseph  Power,  esquire,  for  Waterford 
County  ;  Eon  aid  Craufurd  Munro  • 
Ferguson,  esquire,  for  Combined  Coun- 
ties of  Boss  and  Cromarty. 

NEW  WRITS  ISSUED. 
For  Eadnor,  v.  Samuel  Charles  Evans 
Williams,  esquire,  Manor  of  Northstead; 
for  Stirling,  r.  Henry  Campbell-Banner- 
man,  esquire,  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland. 

JiOTION. 


SESSIONAL  ORDERS— THE  METROPO- 
LITAN  POLICE  —  POLITICAL  DE- 
MONSTRATIONS. 

BESOLUTION. 

Mb.  speaker  read  the  following 
Sessional  Order : — 

**  That  the  Commissionors  of  the  Police  of 
the  Metropolis  do  take  care  that,  during  the 
Session  of  Parliament,  the  passages  through  the 
streets  leading  to  this  Hoase  be  kept  free  and 
open,  and  that  no  obstruction  be  permitted  to 
hinder  the  passage  of  Members  to  and  from  tlus. 
House,  and  that  no  disorder  be  allowed  in 
TVestminster  Hall,  or  in  the  passages  leading  to 
this  House,  during  the  sitting  of  Parliament, 
and  that  there  be  no  annoyance  therein  or 
thereabouts  ;  and  that  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  at- 
tending this  House  do  communicate  this  Order 
to  the  Commissioners  aforesaid.*' 

Question  proposed,  ''That  this  House 
doth  agree  to  the  said  Sessional  Order.' ' 

Mb.  CHAPLIN :  If  any  apology  were 
needed  on  my  part  for  intruding  be- 
tween the  House  and  the  adoption  of 
this  Order,  which  you,  Sir,  have  just 
put  from  the  Chair,  I  think  I  should  be 
able  to  find  it  in  certain  circumstances 
which  occurred  during  last  Session,  and 
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which  probably  many  hon.  Q-entlemen  will 
remember.  It  will  be  in  the  recollection 
of  the  House  that  grave  complaints 
were  made  one  day  last  Session  by  cer- 
tain hon.  Members  of  the  obstruction 
which  they  had  encountered,  on  the  day 
of  the  Eadical  Demonstration  in  sup- 
port of  the  Franchise  Bill,  in  endeavour- 
ing to  take  their  places  in  this  House. 
I  myself,  on  that  occasion,  ventured  to 
put  a  Question  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  on  the  sub- 
ject; and  I  asked  him  whether  it  was 
with  the  sanction  of  the  Q-ovemment, 
directly  or  indirectly,  that  this  Ses- 
sional Order  of  the  House  of  Commons 
had  been  violated,  as  it  undoubtedly 
had  been  violated,  on  that  occasion. 
Well,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
his  most  jocose  manner,  replied  that  it 
was  certainly  not  with  the  sanction  of 
the  Government,  and  that,  as  far  as  he 
was  aware,  the  Order  had  not  been 
violated  at  all.  I  may  mention  that  I 
had  previously  informed  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  the  few  observations  I 
made  on  that  occasion,  that  I  myself 
had  encountered  such  obstruction  in  my 
endeavour  to  pass  through  Parliament 
Street  to  the  House  of  Commons,  that  I 
was  absolutely  defeated  in  the  endea- 
vour, and  that  unless  I  had  been  a 
Member  of  St.  Stephen's  Club,  from 
which  establishment  there  happens  to 
be  a  subterraneous  passage,  I  should 
have  been  unable  on  that  afternoon  to 
take  my  seat  in  the  House  of  Commons 
at  all.  I  thought  that  the  reply  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  so  unsatis- 
factory, that  it  threw  such  discredit  on 
my  statement,  and  was  so  exceedingly 
wanting  in  the  courtesy  I  had  expected 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  I 
gave  Notice  that  I  would  take  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  calling  attention 
to  this  question ;  and  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  Motion  now  made  from  the 
Chair  is  a  proper  and  fitting  oppor- 
tunity for  me  to  take  that  course.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, in  the  statement  he  made,  ex- 
Elained,  in  some  detail,  the  precautions 
e  had  taken.  In  order  to  make  my 
case  good,  I  will  ask  the  kind  attention 
of  the  House  for  a  few  minutes,  and  I 
hope  I  may  not  detain  hon.  Members 
longer.  In  the  first  place,  I  ask  the 
kind  attention  and  consideration  of  the 
House  to  the  terms  of  the  Sessional 
Order,  and,  secondly,  to  what  actually 
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occurred.  The  House  has  heard  put 
from  the  Chair  the  Order  passed  last 
year,  and  which  it  is  asked  to  pass 
again  to-night ;  and  perhaps  I  may 
be  allowed  to  point  out  that  IJiese  words 
occur — 

"  It  is  ordered  that  the  Commissioners  of  the 
Police  of  the  Metropolis  do  take  care  that, 
daring  the  Session,  of  Parliament,  the  passages 
through  the  streets  leading  to  this  House  he 
kept  free  and  open,  and  tiiat  no  obstruction 
he  permitted  to  hinder  the  passage  of  Mem- 
hers  to  and  from  this  House. ''^ 

The  Order  put  from  the  Chair  does  not  sav 
that  **little,'*  but  that  "  no  "  obstruction 
shall  be  permitted  to  hinder  the  passage 
of  Members  to  and  from  this  House. 
Nothing  can  be  more  definite  or  more 
clear  than  the  instructions  contained  in 
that  Order.  And  now  let  me  call  attention 
to  what  happened  in  this  case.  The  pro- 
cession assembled  on  the  Victoria  Em- 
bankment, and  it  proceeded  from  thence 
along  the  Embankment,  round  Bridge 
Street,  down  Parliament  Street,  through 
Whitehall,  and  so  on  to  Pall  Mall;  so  that 
a  Member  of  Parliament  who  found  him- 
self in  the  particular  locality  in  London 
between  the  Victoria  Embankment  and 
Parliament  Street  was  absolutely  pre- 
cluded, unless  he  could  force  his  way 
through  the  procession,  from  taking  his 
seat  in  the  House  that  afternoon.  That 
was  what  actually  happened  to  myself. 
I  happened  to  have  business  which  re- 
•quired  me  to  be  between  Parliament 
Street  and  the  Embankment,  and  when 
I  attempted  to  cross  Parliament  Street  I 
found  it  absolutely  impossible.  Now, 
there  is  no  doubt  whatever  as  to  the 
route  taken  by  the  procession  on  that 
occasion,  and  no  doubt  whatever  as  to 
its  effect  upon  Members  who  found 
themselves  in  that  part  of  London ;  and 
it  is  upon  those  facts  that  I  base  my 
case — first,  that  the  Order  was  distinctly 
violated ;  and,  secondly,  that  it  was 
owing  to  neglect  of  duty  on  the  part  of 
the  present  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department.  I  should  like  to 
ask  him  this  question.  Why  was  the 
procession  permitted  to  go  by  that  route 
at  all  ?  The  natural  and  convenient 
course  for  the  procession  was  by  North- 
umberland Avenue.  And  why  was  it 
permitted  to  go  half-a-m,ile  or  a  mile 
out  of  its  way,  in  order  that  it  might 
pass  by  the  House  of  Commons  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us  he  had  no 
right  to  dictate  what  course  that  pro- 
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c^ssian  shoiUd  take,  [Sir  William 
Hahcotjet  :  Hear  hear  M  The  right 
ton,  Gentlemou  says  *'  Hear,  hear !  " 
aod    1  quite   agree  with   him   on    that 

Euint ;  but  allow  me  to  remind  him  that 
a  bad  the  right,  and  that  it  was  his 
positivo  duty,  to  dictate  what  course  the 
procession  should  not  take,  if  that  course 
entailed  a  positive  brettch  of  the  Ses- 
eional  Orders  of  the  House  of  Commons 
It  18  all  the  more  necessary  for  mo  to 
call  attention  to  this  subjeot  to-day  when 
we  consider  aome  recent  proceedings 
which  have  occurred  in  connection  with 
public  meetings  on  the  part  of  some  of 
the  supporters  of  the  right  h on.  Gentle- 
man. I  suppose  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  as  well  aware  as  any  Member  of 
the  House  of  the  blackguardly  proceed- 
ings that  occurred  at  Birmingham  the 
other  day,  which  are  popularly ,  ami,  I 
believe,  truly,  supposed  to  have  ori- 
ginated with  and  been  conducted  by  the 
*'  Caucus/*  with  which  body  a  distin- 
guished Member  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment, the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Chambfirlain),  it  is  popularly 
rumoured,  is  more  or  less  connected. 
But  if  he  be  connected  with  it  or  not,  he 
bas  certainly,  in  no  adequate  terni«, 
condemned,  if  it  cannot  be  truly  said 
that  he  has  attempted  to  palliate,  and  be 
the  semi-apologist  for,  its  proceedings. 
Then,  this  morning  and  yesterday  we 
have  read  of  the  occurrences  at  Dumfries 
the  other  day,  8uch  is  the  extreme 
oliirah-y  of  some  of  the  Liberal  sup- 
porters of  the  present  Government,  that 
a  dastardly  outrage  upon  Lord  Halisbury 
was  sutFered  to  occur,  although  he  was 
ftccompaoied  at  the  time  by  ladies  in  his 
carriage.  As  we  are  iofoiiued,  there 
was  neither  hesitation  nor  scruple  on 
the  part  of  members  of  the  Liberal 
Party  in  committing  a  most  outrageous 
assault  upon  the  noble  Lord,  Then^  I 
0ajt  &s  it  is  becoming  more  and  more 
dear  every  day  that  there  is  an  evident 
intention  and  determination  on  the  part 
of  some  of  the  members  of  the  Liberal 
pATty  to  use  whatever  violence  and  in- 
timidation they  can  in  connection  with 
this  (|uestion,  it  is  the  more  necessary 
that  we  should  have  a  clear  and  distinct 
tmderstandlng  in  regard  to  any  future 
proceesions  which  may  take  place  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mens,  I  want  to  have  a  distinct  and 
explicit  understanding  from  the  Secre* 
taff  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 


I  as  to  whether  this  Sessional  Order, 
which  we  are  asked  to  place  on  our 
Journab,  is  to  be  a  reality  in  the  future 
or  only  a  farce  *?  I  contend  that,  owing 
to  hie  action  last  Session,  it  was  on  that 
occasion  absolutely  nothing  but  a  farce, 
and  I  want  a  distinct  statement  fix>m 
him  that  nothing  of  the  kind  will  be 
allowed  to  occur  in  the  future.  If  wo 
do  not  get  such  an  assurance,  it  will  be- 
come a  question  whether  it  is  desirable 
to  have  any  Order  of  this  kind  upon  the 
Journals  at  all.  It  is  quite  clear  that  it 
is  highly  objectionable  to  vest  powers  in 
the  hands  of  a  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  who  would  not 
hesitate  to  enforce  them  on  one  occasion 
and  to  refrain  from  doing  so  on  another. 
And  when  we  consider  that  there  may 
be  demonstrations  on  both  sides — by 
Conservatives  as  well  as  Liberals — 
[Cri£8  of  ''OhP^  and  laughter,^  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  seem  to  be  surprised; 
but  it  is  as  well  that  if  these  are  to  be 
the  methods  which,  on  the  Liberal  side 
in  the  country,  are  to  be  resorted  to  in 
the  future,  we  should  know  it.  If  vio- 
lence and  intimidation  and  gross  out- 
rages are  lo  be  practised  by  them,  we 
shall  know  pretty  well  how  to  take  care 
of  ourselves.  It  is  perfectly  obvious 
that,  in  the  hands  of  an  unscrupuloua 
Secretary  of  State— [6V*>«  ©/  ^*Ohl'*J 
— of  course,  I  do  not  refer  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman — this  is  a  weapon  that 
might  he  used  in  the  interests  of  one 
Party,  and  to  the  serious  injury  and 
detriment  of  the  other.  I  need  say  no- 
thing further  upon  the  matter.  I  have 
endeavoured  to  state  as  distinctly  as 
p0i*sibl6  the  grounds  on  which  I  have 
thought  it  right  and  necessary  to  make 
these  observations  to  the  House.  I  hope 
my  remarks  will  have  the  effect  of 
eliciting  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
a  distinct  and  explicit  statement  that 
this  Sessional  Order  shall  not  be  violated 
again;  but,  as  far  as  he  is  concerned, 
that  it  shaU  be  strictly  enforced  in 
future. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HABCOUBT :  Sir. 
it  would  be  entirely  inconsistent  with 
the  Otlice  I  have  the  honour  to  hold, 
even  if  it  were  compatible  with  my  sense 
of  what  is  proper  and  fitting  on  such 
subjects,  to  deal  with  a  question  of  this 
kind  in  thepartizan  tone  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Chaplin)  has 
chosen  to  adopt.  What  I  shall  have  to 
say  on  this  subject  will  be  entirely  free 
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from  any  spirit  of  that  kind.  The  hon. 
Member  has  chosen  to  call  an  me  un- 
Bcrapulous  Home  Secretary.  [Mr.  Chap- 
lin: "No!"  and  cries  0/  '*  With- 
draw !'n_ 

Mb.  Chaplin  :  I  expressly  stated 
that  I  did  not  apply  that  term  to  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  :  I  am 
very  glad  to  hear  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
explanation ;  but  the  statement  did  not 
reach  my  ear.  Well,  then,  having  the 
good  fortune  to  be  acquitted  by  the  hon. 
Member  of  being  an  unscrupulous  Home 
Secretary,  I  hope  I  may  make  a  state- 
ment consistent  with  that  admission  on 
his  part.  I  regard  it  as  the  very  first 
duty  of  any  man  who  holds  the  Office  I 
hold,  quite  irrespective  of  Party,  to  act 
in  regard  to  public  order  without  favour 
to  one  side  or  the  other.  I  have  always 
endeavoured  to  do  so,  and  I  shall  always 
continue  to  do  so.  The  hon.  Member 
has  called  attention  to  the  Sessional 
Orders  of  the  House.  It  is  to  be  re- 
gretted that  the  hon.  Member  did  not 
discuss  the  particular  case  to  which  he 
refers  at  the  time  it  occurred,  when  the 
circumstances  were  more  fresh  in  the 
recollection  of  the  House  than  they  are 
now.  I  had,  indeed,  thought  that  the 
common  sense  of  the  House  had  pro- 
nounced upon  this  matter  in  July  or 
August  last.  But  the  hon.  Member 
seems  to  have  been  brooding  over  it 
during  the  Kecess,  and  he  has  thought 
it  necessary  to  revive  the  question. 
Well,  I  have  nothing  more  to  say  on 
the  subject  than  I  did  on  the  former 
occasion.  The  Sessional  Order  was  cer- 
tainly present  to  my  mind  at  the  time  of 
this  procession,  and  I  gave  orders  to  the 
police  to  protect  the  accesses  to  this 
House,  and  to  see  that  they  were  kept 
clear.  When  great  gatherings  of  people 
take  place  in  London,  upon  whatever 
occasion,  they  do  cause,  and  must  cause, 
some  inconvenience.  An  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  a  remote  part  of  London,  near 
where  the  gathering  takes  place,  may,  if 
he  wants  to  come  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, be  interrupted  in  so  doing.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  says  that  I  ought  to  have 
dictated  the  route  of  the  procession.  I 
stated  before,  and  I  state  again,  that  if 
I  had  done  so 

Mb.  CHAPLIN :  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me  to  ex- 
plain. That  was  not  what  I  said.    What 
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I  said  was  that  it  was  not  only  the  right, 
but  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
dictate  the  route  it  should  not  take,  if 
that  route  was  likely  to  occasion  a 
breach  of  the  Sessional  Order. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET :  Well, 
Sir,  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  g^eat 
diffierence  between  dictating  the  course 
which  the  procession  ought  to  take,  and 
dictating  the  course  which  it  ought  not  to 
take.  ['*  Oh,  oh ! "]  At  any  rate,  I  apply 
my  observations  to  the  negative  as  well 
as  to  the  positive  assertion.  I  say  I  had 
no  right  to  dictate  the  course  which  the 
procession  should  not  take.  As  I  un- 
derstood my  duty,  and  endeavoured  to 
perform  it,  it  was  to  see  that  if  that  pro- 
cession took  place  it  should  cause  no 
inconvenience,  or  as  little  inconvenience 
as  possible,  to  the  access  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  this  House.  I  gave  instructions 
to  the  police  to  this  effect,  and  I  say 
that  practically  those  instructions  were 
effectually  carried  out.  As  I  have  said 
before,  it  is  impossible  that,  when  large 
gatherings  take  place,  no  inconvenience 
should  be  caused.  But  we  have  had 
certain  gatherings  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Westminster  in  the  month  of  Novem- 
ber ;  and  I  would  venture  again,  in  the 
presence  of  the  Lord  Mayor,  to  allude 
to  a  certain  gathering  which  used  to 
take  place  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Westminster  on  the  9th  of  November.  I 
do  not  know  whether,  since  the  New  Law 
Courts  were  removed — for  my  experience 
is  too  recent — ^whether  the  Lord  Mayor 
still  comes  down  to  Westminster. 

Mb.  E.  N.  FOWLEE  (Lobd  Mayob): 
No. 

SiB  WILLIAM  HAECOUET:  He 
does  not  now  come  to  Westminster 
at  all? 

Mb. E.  N.  FOWLEE  (Lobd  Mayob): 
No. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET :  Well, 
that  will  be  a  relief  in  future  ;  but  I  am 
pointing  out  that,  in  the  good  old  days, 
there  have  been  gatherings  in  the 
Strand  and  elsewhere  which  stopped  the 
traffic,  and  which  filled  Westminster 
Hall,  and  yet  nobody  complained  of 
them.  Certain  inconvenience  has  been 
occasioned ;  but  people  bear  the  incon- 
venience, whether  it  is  a  Lord  Mayor's 
Show  or  a  procession  of  any  other  de- 
scription. The  police,  however,  always 
did  their  best  to  protect  the  traffic. 
If  it  were  true  that  this  procession, 
had  deliberately  attempted  to  interfere 
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this 


with    the   acoesa   of  Members  to 
House 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  It  did  interfere, 

8tr  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  :  If  it 
had  endeavoured,  as  the  hon.  Member 
saje,  to  interfere  with  the  free  access  of 
hon.  Membors  to  Parliament,  which  it 
didnoti  then  there  might  beeome  grounds 
for  his  complaint.  But  when  bon.  Mem- 
bers recollect  the  circumstances  of  the 
oase^  and  the  g-reat  number  of  people 
gathered  together,  and  remember  tbat 
although  there  may  have  been  some 
tlight  obstruction,  hon.  Members  were 
not  prevented  from  getting  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  I  think  this  House  and 
people  in  general  will  cume  to  the  eon- 
olusion  that,  as  regards  the  procession, 
it  was  very  well  couducted^  and  as  re- 
gards the  pob'ce  that  they  did  their  duty 
tinder  the  Sessional  Order  to  the  best  of 
their  ability,  and  did  preserve  access  to 
the  House  of  Commons.  Now,  what  is 
the  outnome  of  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member?  What  are  the  alternatives 
be  presents  ?  That  I  should  have 
prohibited  the  procession  altogether. 
Does  the  hon.  Gentleman  propose 
that? 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  I  say  that  such  pro- 
ceBsions  are  prohibited  by  the  House  of 
Commons. 

8m  WILLIAM  HAECOLTRT:  The 
hon.  Member  proposes  that  these  procea- 
sione  should  be  prohibited  by  the  House 
of  Commons.  Then  let  bim  make  a 
Motion  to  that  effect,  and  we  shall  see 
what  the  opinion  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons is. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  Tho  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman entirely  misapprehends  what  I 
Baid.  Perhaps  it  is  very  convenient  for 
him  to  do  80.  What  I  said,  when  he 
asked  me  what  I  would  have  prohibited, 
was  that  he  should  have  prohibited  the 
procession  passing  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, in  order  to  maintain  the  Sessional 
Order  of  the  House. 

Sir  WILLL^^M  HAECOURT  :  If 
the  hon.  Gentlemau  desires  to  have  such 
a  special  prohibition,  let  him  bring  for- 
ward a  Motion  to  thiit  effect.  Let  him 
define  his  prohibition,  and  let  ua  see 
what  it  is  he  is  contending  for.  I  main- 
tain, on  the  other  hand,  that  in  the  in- 
terests of  order  it  is  far  better  not  to  in- 
terfere with  these  processions^  from 
whichever  side  they  come.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  says  bis  Party  ts  going  to 
ba?e  a  proceasioa.    I  am  quite  sure  that 


every  endeavour  will  be  made  to  pre- 
serve order  in  his  procession,  and  there 
will  be  no  distinction  made.  li  I  bad 
done  in  this  case  what  he  says  I  ought  to 
have  done,  and  bad  said  that  the  pro- 
cession should  not  go  down  certain  etreetSi 
I  think  it  would  have  been  highly  in- 
convenient, and  I  should  have  been  on- 
dertakiug  a  responsibility  in  regard  to 
the  proceHsiou  which  it  was  not  desirable 
that  the  Executive  Government  should 
undertake.  All  that  the  Secretary  of 
State,  ill  my  opinion,  can  do,  or  ought 
to  do  in  such  cases,  is  to  employ  every 
effort  to  preserve  order,  and  to  preserve 
tho  access  to  the  Houses  of  Parliament. 
All  I  can  say  is,  that  that  duty  I  en- 
deavoured, to  the  best  of  my  ability,  to 
perform  :  and  it  is  for  the  House  to  judge 
whether  that  duty  was,  without  incon- 
venience to  any  Member  in  any  part 
of  London,  substantially  performed  in 
regard  to  the  procession  to  which  th© 
hon.  Member  has  referred. 

^m  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  Sir, 
I  must  confess  that  I  have  listened  with 
some  disappointment  to  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  8tate  for  the  Home  Department,  It 
does  appear  to  me  that  my  hon.  Friend, 
in  calling  attention  to  this  matter,  de- 
served a  somewhat  different  answer  to 
that  which  he  has  received.  I  quite  be- 
lieve that  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
acted,  as  he  thought,  for  tho  best ;  but 
there  are  two  things  which  are  perfectly 
clear.  One  is  that  the  course  taken  by 
the  procession  did  interfere,  and  inter- 
fered rather  inconveniently,  with  the 
access  of  Members  to  the  House.  I  will 
take  my  own  case,  and  will  state  what 
happened  to  mo,  I  came  on  that  day 
from  some  distance  out  of  London,  and 
arrived  at  Waterloo  Station,  I  took  a 
cab  to  drive  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  found  that  I  could  not  cross  by 
Westminster  Bridge,  but  that  I  had 
to  go  all  the  way  round  by  Lambeth 
Bridge.  I  do  not  make  any  complaint 
as  to  what  happened  to  rao ;  but  what 
happened  to  me  may  have  happened,  in 
one  degree  or  other,  to  other  hon,  Mem- 
bers.  I  do  not  put  the  matter  on  that 
ground.  What  I  wish  to  express  my 
regret  at  is  the  tone  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman^  who  seems  to  think  there  is 
no  duty  on  the  part  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  take  care  that  the  instructions 
and  Orders  of  this  House,  in  regard  to 
aooeas  being  left  free,  should  be  ob* 
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flerved.  It  is  futile  to  talk  of  gatherings 
that  may  take  place  from  accidental  cir- 
oumstances  in  different  parts  of  the 
Metropolis,  and  still  more  futile  to  talk 
of  matters  bo  well  understood  as  the 
Lord  Mayor's  procession.  I  am  re- 
minded that  these  Lord  Mayor's  pro- 
cessions take  place  in  the  morning,  and 
at  a  time  when  the  House  is  not  usually 
sitting,  so  that  they  could  not  in  any 
way  interfere  with  the  access  of  Mem- 
bers to  this  House.  But  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  if  political  processions, 
organized  specially  for  political  objects, 
and  in  reference  to  the  action  of  Parlia- 
ment— if  political  processions  are  to  be 
organized  in  reference  to  action  still 
going  on  ia  Parliament — there  is  some- 
thing more  than  a  mere  physical  obstruc- 
tion to  Members  passing  along.  You  have 
to  consider  other  possibilities.  In  the  pre- 
sent instance  we  have  nothing  to  com- 
plain of  in  regard  to  the  conduct  of  the 
processionists ;  but  it  easily  might  have 
been  otherwise ;  and  I  think  it  is  the 
dear  duty  of  a  Minister  who  is  respon- 
sible in  such  matters  to  see  that  proper 
arrangements  are  made — at  all  events, 
that  improper  arrangements  are  not 
made — which  might  have  the  effect  of 
disturbing  the  easy  and  proper  access 
of  Members  to  this  House.  I  own  that 
I  am  disappointed  at  the  language  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  and  I  hope 
it  may  not  be  taken  as  an  indication  of 
the  action  which,  on  other  occasions,  he 
may  be  disposed  to  take. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  Commissioners  of  the 
Police  of  the  Metropolis  do  take  care  that, 
during  the  Session  of  Parliament,  the  passages 
throujfh  the  streets  leading  to  this  House  be 
kept  free  and  open,  and  that  no  obstruction  be 
permitted  to  hinder  the  passage  of  Members  to 
and  from  this  House,  and  that  no  disorder  be 
allowed  in  Westminster  Hall  or  in  the  passages 
le&ding  to  this  House  during  the  sitting  of  Par- 
liament ;  and  that  there  bono  annoyance  therein 
or  thereabouts ;  and  that  the  Serjeant  at  Arms 
attending  this  House  do  communicate  this  Order 
to  the  Commissioners  aforesaid. 

PRIVILEGES. 

Ordered^  That  a  Committee  of  Privi- 
leges be  appointed. 

OUTLAWRIES   BILL. 
Bill  *'  for  the  more  eflfectual  prevent- 
ing Clandestine  Outlawries,"  read  the 
first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

Sir  Stafford  Northcote 
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NOTICES. 
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REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 
BILL. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  I  will,  to-morrow,  move  for 
Leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Eepresentation  of 
the  People  of  the  United  Kingdom  ;  and 
that  I  will,  on  Monday,  move  that  the 
several  stages  of  any  Bill  relating  to 
the  Eepresentation  of  the  People  have 
precedence  of  all  Orders  of  the  Day,  and 
Notices  of  Motion,  on  every  day  for 
whi^h  they  may  be  set  down  by  the 
Government. 

Mu.  TOMLINSON  gave  Notice  that, 
to-morrow,  he  would  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  was  correctly 
reported  to  have  said  in  a  speech  at 
Preston  Eailway  Station,  on  the  26th 
September — 

**  That  the  Franchise  Bill  was  a  very  simple 
measure,  but  everything  was  done  by  the  Tories 
to  make  it  complicated.  With  that  object  they 
tried  to  bring  in  the  woman's  franchise ;  " 

whether  he  referred  to  the  Amendment 
on  the  Franchise  Bill  of  last  Session 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke, 
and  seconded  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester,  or  what  Amendment  he  re- 
ferred to  ;  whether  he  intended  to  refer 
to  those  two  hon.  Members  as  having  a 
desire  to  overweight  the  Franchise  Bill ; 
and,  whether  he  was  aware  that  several 
Leaders  of  the  Conservative  Party  had 
for  several  years  been  in  favour  of  the 
female  suffrage  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  wil}  answer 
the  Question  now.  I  think  that  the 
report,  as  far  as  I  have  heard  it  read,  is 
perfectly  correct.  I  did  not  refer  to  the 
proceeding  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Stoke,  who  evinced  the  sincerity 
of  his  conduct  on  that  occasion  by  doing 
what  he  was  perfectly  entitled  to  ^o^ 
and  what  was  very  inconvenient  to  the 
Q-ovemment  and  to  his  Party.  I  do  not 
think  any  further  answer  is  necessary. 

Me.  TOMLINSON  :  I  beg  to  caU  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  attention  to  the 
fact  that  he  has  not  answered  the  last 
paragraph.  [  Criei  of  *  *  Order ! "]  I  will 
put  the  Question  down  on  the*  Paper. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK :  On  Tuesday, 
the  4th  of  November,  to  move  that  no 
Eedistribution  Bill  will  be  satisfactory 
which  does  not  recognize  the  principle 
of  proportional  representation. 
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MrXABOUOHEHE:  ToaskthoFirst 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  will 
consent  to  the  appointment  of  a  8olect 
Committer,  with  pi*w<?r  to  eunimon  and 
examine  witnesses,  to  inquire  into  the 
mode  in  which  one  of  the  schemes  of 
Eedistribution,  which  were  printed  for 
the  private  con  Bid  oration  of  certain  Mem- 
bers of  Her  Majesty*^  Government,  was 
obtained  and  puljlished  in  The  Standard  f 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  :  To-morrow,  to  ask 
leave  to  briii^  in  a  Bill  for  the  rodis- 
tribution  of  seats, 

Mr.  mac  IVEH  :  I  bog  to  give 
Notico  that  I  ehall  move  an  Amendment 
to  the  Address  in  the  fallowing  terms  : — 
To  add  the  words — 

"  ""*  "  "  humWy  direct  Ilcr  Majesty's  attcn- 
ti  !  I  pressed  condition  of  cuminorco  and 

ftti  ,    and    ro^at    that    Her    Jlaje^ty's 

grncious  Speech  contiina  no  roforence  to  a  sub* 
jdct  of  such  paramount  iraportanco," 
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mNlHTRY— TllE  S EGRET AE\' 
THE  ADMIRALTY, 
8iR  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Prime  Minister,  Whether  any  sue* 
cesser  had  been  appointed  to  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Ban nerman,  for  whose  conrtesy  he 
was  very  grateful  ?  The  right  hon.  (gen- 
tleman must  be  aTvare  that  at  present 
the  Adnnralty  was  represented  in  neither 
House  of  Parliament ;  and  he  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  Woltf%  therefore,  wished  to 
know  to  what  Minister  inquiries  re- 
specting that  Department  were  to  be 
addressed  ? 

Mr,  GLADSTONE:  No,  Sir;  I  have 
no  statement  to  make  on  that  subject^ 
except  that  the  hon.  Member  has,  I 
think,  inadvertently  fallen  into  an  error. 
There  is  one  of  the  Lords  of  the  Ad- 
miralty sitting  in  this  House,  and  any 
Questions  touching  affairs  relating  to 
that  Department  can  be  addressed  to 
him  with  perfect  convenienco. 

8iR  n.  DRUMMOXD  WOLFF: 
May  I  a.'^k  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
what  Privy  Councillors  there  are  at 
present  responsible  for  the  affairs  of 
the  Admiralty  in  the  House  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  may  observe 
that  there  has  not  been  for  some  time  a 
Privy  Councillor  directly  responsihh^  for 
the  affairs  of  the  Admiralty  in  this 
House— my  hon.  Friend  the  late  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Campbell- 


Bannerman  )  not  having  been  a  Member 
of  the  Privy  CounciL 

NAVY— STATE  OF  THE  NAVY. 

Un.  \\\  H.  SMITH:  I  wish  to  ask 
the  Prime  Minister  a  Question  of  which  I 
have  given  bim  private  Notice — namely, 
Ir^Ti ether  the  Cruvernment  contemplate 
tak  i  ng  any  measures  to  relieve  the  anxiety 
which  prevails  in  the  public  mind  as  to 
the  state  of  the  Navy,  and  particularly 
as  to  it^  sufficiency  for  the  protection  of 
the  trade  and  commerce  of  the  country 
in  the  event  of  war  ? 

Mn.  GLADSTONK:  Sir,  I  will  take 
the  liberty'  of  answering  the  Question  in 
the  general  terms  in  whiuli  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  put  it,  which  do  not 
precisely  eon^espond  with  the  Notice 
that  he  was  kind  enough  to  give  me; 
but  I  will  not  refer  to  that.  For  some 
considerable  time  the  Admiralty  have 
had  the  subject  of  the  Naval  Establish- 
ments of  the  country  under  their  con- 
sideration in  a  somewhat  larger  way 
than  must,  of  course,  always  be  the 
case  with  reference  to  the  annual  Esti- 
mates for  each  year.  The  Papers  re- 
lating to  the  coaling  stations  have  been 
recenfly  circulated,  and  are  now  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members ;  and  the  De- 
partment will  be  prepared,  in  the  course 
of  next  moiitli,  to  bring  before  the 
House,  in  whatever  form  may  apjiear  to 
bo  mi>3t  convenient,  a  statement  of  their 
views  and  intentions  generally  on  that 
subject* 

AFRICA  (SOUTn)--BECUUANALAND. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies a  Question  of  which  1  have  givoa 
liim  private  Notice — namely.  Whether  the 
statement  which  appears  in  the  news- 
papers this  morning  is  correct,  to  the 
tdfect  that  Sir  Charles  Warren  is  to  be 
sent  out  to  the  Cape  in  conne<jtion  with 
the  present  position  of  affairs  in  Becbu- 
analand;  and  also  whether  he  can  inform 
tho  House  what  will  be  the  powers  with 
which  Sir  Charles  Warren  will  be  sent 
out,  and  what  is  the  nature  of  his 
instructions  ? 

Ma.  GORST  asked  when  the  Papera 
on  that  subject  would  be  laid  on  the 
Table  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  all  he  wad  able  to  say  at  pre* 
sent  was,  that  the  Colonial  Office  was 
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now  in  communication  with  Sir  Charles 
Warren  on  the  question  whether  he 
should  go  out  or  not ;  and  he  was  not 
able  for  a  few  hours  to  give  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  a  more  detailed  answer. 
As  to  the  Question  about  those  Papers, 
he  (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley)  wished  to  ex- 
press his  deep  regret  to  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Midhurst  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  that  the  promise  he  had  made 
to  him  at  the  end  of  last  Session  that 
the  Papers  would  be  distributed  had  not 
been  carried  out.  The  reason  for  that  was 
the  Papers  were  of  a  highly  confidential 
character,  and  the  Government  thought 
it  so  important  that  they  should  be  given 
to  the  House  to  enable  it  to  understand 
the  matter  thoroughly,  that  the  Papers 
were  sent  off  to  the  Cape  to  be  submitted 
to  Sir  Hercules  Kobinson  and  Mr. 
Mackenzie,  that  they  might  go  over 
them  and  correct  them  for  publication 
— [^Laughter^  and  ironical  cheers^ —  and 
the  Government  only  received  them 
back  lately.  \^Renewed  laughtsr.~\  Well, 
the  hon.  Members  who  laughed  and 
cheered  had  evidently  not  had  much 
o£&cial  experience.  They  should  know 
that  private  letters  were  frequently 
written  by  public  men  referring  to  other 
public  men  in  language  which,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  they  would  not  like  to  be 
published.  Those  letters  referred  to 
personal  matters — matters  personal  to 
Mr.  Mackenzie,  and  the  Colonial  Office 
did  not  think  it  right,  without  Mr.  Mac- 
kenzie's consent,  that  they  should  be 
published.  There  was  no  mystery  about 
the  Papers;  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
they  had  been  laid  on  the  Table.  He  had 
been  in  communication  with  the  Printing 
Department ;  and  he  hoped,  by  a  great 
effort,  to  get  some  copies  of  them  ready 
by  Saturday.  The  cause  of  the  delay  was 
the  necessity  of  sending  them  to  the 
Gape. 

THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 
Mb.    speaker  reported  Her    Ma- 
jesty's Speech,  made  by  Her  Ohanoellor, 
and  read  it  to  the  House. 

ADDRESS   IN   ANSWER   TO    HER   MA- 

JESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[fiest  night.] 

Mr.  E.  STAFFOED  HOWAED  (who 
wore  the  dress  of  a  Deputy  Lieutenant) 
said :  Mr.  Speaker — Sir,  I  do  not  suppose 
that  it  has  often  happened  that  Her  Ma- 

Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley 


jesty's  Most  Gracious  Speech  from  the 
Throne  at  the  commencement  of  a  Session 
has  been  so  limited  in  extent,  and  at  the 
same  time  has  dealt  with  such  important 
and  great  questions,  as  is  the  case  on  the 
present  occasion.  There  may  be,  how- 
ever, some  hon.  Members  who  are  dis- 
posed to  doubt  the  necessity  for  so  early 
an  assembling  of  Parliament  as  set  out 
in  Her  Majesty's  Most  Gracious  Speech  ; 
but  I  do  not  think  they  will  regret  the 
opportunity  which  is  now  ofiPered  them 
of  discussing  the  condition  of  affairs  in 
Egypt  and  in  South  Africa,  and  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
relation  to  them. 

I  tbink  it  will  be  observed  with  satis- 
faction that  Her  Majesty  is  able  to  state 
that  her  relations  with  all  Foreign 
Powers  continue  to  be  amicable;  be- 
cause, not  so  very  long  ago,  a  portion  of 
the  foreign  Press  attempted  to  show 
that  those  relations  were  likely  to  be 
disturbed  in  consequence  of  what  had 
occurred  in  relation  to  the  faililre  of  the 
Conference  upon  Egyptian  affairs.  I 
think  we  ought  not  to  attach  too  much 
importance  to  such  statements  as  these ; 
but,  at  all  events,  the  country  will  wel- 
come the  assurance  contained  in  Her 
Majesty's  Most  Gracious  Speech. 

Sir,  the  question  of  Egypt  is  one 
which  has  occupied  a  great  deal  of  time 
and  attention  in  this  House,  and  the 
Mission  of  General  Gordon  has  excited 
the  sympathy  and  interest  of  everyone 
in  this  country  j  I  think,  however,  that 
by  the  debates  which  took  place  in  this 
House  last  Session  it  was  made  abun- 
dantly clear  that  there  were  many  per- 
sons who  were  more  than  uneasy  at  the 
delay  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  sending  relief  to  that 
gallant  officer.  The  necessity  seemed 
beyond  doubt,  and,  therefore,  I  believe 
that  everyone  will  approve  the  steps 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
taken,  whilst  the  progress  of  the  Ex- 
pedition is  being  watched  with  the 
intense  interest  which  the  circumstances 
naturally  excite.  I  think,  Sir,  also, 
that  the  terms  in  Her  Majesty's  Most 
Gracious  Speech  which  refer  to  the 
services  rendered  by  General  Gordon  in 
his  perilous  Expedition  are  such  as  will 
command  the  assent  of  all.  The  ex- 
ceptional difficulty  and  danger  of  ,the 
task  he  was  called  upon  to  perform,  the 
remarkable  character  of  the  man  him- 
self, the  wonderful  energy  displayed  by 
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him  In  maintaining  in  safety  kimself 
and  everyone  with  Lrin  in  their  isolated 
situation  at  Khartoum,  cut  off  from  all 
communication  with  hia  friends^  eur- 
rounded  by  treacherous  enemies  —  all 
these  circumstances  combine  to  make 
Mm.  and  his  companions  the  central 
figures  in  the  thoughts  of  all  who  take 
an  interest  in  what  is  occurring  abroad, 
and  a  pride  in  the  gallant  deeds  of  their 
countrymen,  I  wUh  it  were  in  my 
power  to  say  anything  to  the  House  as 
to  the  painful  uncertainty  which  sur- 
rounds the  position  of  the  gallant  Colonel 
Stewart.  So  far  as  can  be  found  out, 
all  the  fresh  information  that  has  been 
received  does  not  go  far  to  encourage 
our  hopes  ;  but  the  fact  that  Lord 
Wolseley  has  been  sent  out  to  com- 
mand the  Exi^edition,  and  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  to  ask 
for  additional  supplies,  show  that  they 
mean  to  spare  no  effort  which  may 
be  nticossary  to  open  up  the  routo 
to  Khartoum,  and  to  unable  General 
Gordon  and  those  whom  ho  has  been 
helping  to  defend  themselves  to  return 
in  safety.  Whatever  may  be  the  opinion 
of  hon.  Members  as  to  the  policy 
adopted  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
tnent  in  relation  to  the  8oudan,  I 
think  everyone  must  agi^ee  that,  so 
far  aa  this  Expedition  is  concerned, 
they  are  only  fulfilling  a  duty  to  Gene- 
ral Gordon,  whoso  perilous  position 
has  been  due  to  no  fanciful  policy  of  his 
own,  but  to  the  necessities  of  the  pro- 
blem which  he  was  sent  out  to  solve.  It 
will  be  founds  I  feel  confident,  that  when 
he  la  able  to  make  those  communicatious 
\rhich  before  long  we  hope  he  will  be 
able  to  make,  although  his  action  on 
some  occasions  may  havo  caused  us  sur* 
prise,  and  caused  the  Government  sur- 
prise, it  will  be  found  that  during  the 
whole  time  he  has  been  loyally  en- 
deavouring to  carry  out  the  instruciions 
given  to  Ijiin  in  circumstances  of  unex- 
ampled difficulty. 

Sir,  I  think,  with  regard  to  Egypt 
Proper,  the  ditflculties  of  the  position  in 
which  we  are  placed  are,  undoubtedly, 
nunit*rou8 ;  but  I  believe,  also,  it  will  be 
found  that,  so  far  as  the  reforms  which 
we  have  been  attempting  to  inaugurate 
are  ooncerned,  a  steady  progress  has 
been  made.  As  to  the  present  position 
of  the  finances  of  Egypt,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  naturally  supported 
the  Govenimoot  of  the  Khedive  in  taking 


the  steps  which  were  forced  upon  him, 
owing  to  the  failure  of  the  Conference 
upon  Egyptian  affairs,  to  solve  Ihe  diffi* 
cuUy ;  but  I  think  we  may  expect  that 
the  Government  of  the  Khedive  will  be 
able  shortly  to  resume  its  proper  finan- 
cial position,  and  that  the  House  and 
the  country  will  endorse  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  The  task 
which  has  fallen  to  us  in  Egypt  is  not 
one  that  is  likely  to  be  accomplished  in 
a  moment;  but  I  think  if  we  can  suc- 
ceed in  time  in  establishing  order  and 
good  government  in  that  country,  and  if 
in  so  doing  we  can  establish  among  the 
people  feelings  of  respect  for  us  and  a 
recugnilion  of  our  good -will  towards 
them — I  think,  if  we  can  do  this,  there 
will  be  some  compensation  for  all  the 
money  we  have  spent  and  all  the  in- 
finite trouble  we  have  been  exposed  to  in 
our  endeavour  to  accomplish  that  task. 

Now,  Sir,  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  say 
a  few  words  on  the  subject  of  South 
Africa.  The  situation  of  afiairs  there 
is,  I  regret  to  say,  far  from  satisfactory ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  we  must  admit 
that  this  is  a  description  which  I  am 
afraid  cannot  be  said  to  be  an  unusual 
one.  I  shall  not  attempt  now  to  enter 
into  the  details  of  what  has  taken  place 
there,  or  to  Bk  the  responsibility  for 
them  upon  any  particular  policy  past  or 
present,  because  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  subject  will  be  fully  discussed  in  thia 
House  by  those  who  are  much  more 
able  than  I  am  to  do  so,  and  because  to 
speak  of  a  question  of  this  kind  in  the 
spirit  of  any  Party  can  lead  to  no  good. 
But  I  think  T  may  say  truly  that  how* 
ever  easy  it  is  to  be  wise  after  events, 
and  to  say  *^  You  should  have  done  this," 
or  *'You  ought  to  have  done  that," 
there  is  no  part  of  the  globe  in  which 
the  British  Government  have  to  act 
where  the  conditions  that  have  to  be 
dealt  with  are  so  complicated,  so  shift- 
ing, and  so  contradictory  as  they  seem 
to  be  in  South  Africa.  The  late  Go- 
vernment made  a  very  vigorous  attempt 
to  unite  the  conllicting  elements  in  South 
Africa ;  the  premature  attempt  at  Con- 
federation, however,  failed,  and  I  think  I 
may  say  that  the  last  state  of  aOairs 
there  has  been  worse  than  the  first.  The 
present  Government,  on  acceding  to 
Office,  found  themselves  involved  in 
difficulties  with  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment, and  those  difEculties  have  con- 
tinued ever  eince.      Twice   have    Her 
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Majesty's  Government  attempted  to 
eBtablisli  a  modus  vivendi  with  the 
Boer  Government  and  people,  and 
twice  have  the  Boers  broken  the  Con- 
vention made  with  them,  before,  so  to 
speak,  the  ink  was  dry ;  and  so  people 
are  beginning  to  ask  themselves,  not 
unnaturally,  what  is  the  use  of  making 
agreements  with  a  Government  which 
seems  either  unwilling  or  unable  to 
carry  them  out  when  made  ?  Would  it 
not  be  much  better  for  us  to  make  up 
our  minds  as  to  what  we  ought  to  insist 
upon,  and  then  insist  upon  its  being 
done  ?  One  of  the  great  difficulties 
which  has  beset  every  Government  in 
South  Africa  has  been  the  undoubted 
fact  that  the  majority  of  the  Boer  popu- 
lation in  the  Cape  Colony  has  sympa- 
thized with  their  fellow-countrymen  in 
the  Transvaal ;  but  there  was,  I  believe, 
a  hope  entertained  a  short  time  ago  that 
public  opinion  in  the  Cape  Colony  was 
ready  vigorously  to  support  the  re-asser- 
tion of  the  Convention  which  has  been 
broken,  and  I  believe.  Sir,  that  the 
inhabitants  of  the  Colony  are  now  ready 
to  re-assert  that  Convention.  I  hope 
they  will  be  successful,  and  that,  having 
done  so  without  the  shedding  of  blood, 
we  shall  be  able  to  congratulate  our- 
selves that  the  question  has  been  settled 
without  another  South  African  War ;  if 
not,  I  do  not  see  that  there  is  any 
alternative  to  the  pushing  forward  of 
those  preparations  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  already  making,  which 
will  insure  the  faithful  performance  of 
the  Convention,  and  the  security  of  the 
Natives  to  whom  we  have  pledged  our 
word.  Sir,  I  think  the  lesson  which 
this  country  ought  to  learn  from 
these  events  is  that  if  peace  is 
ever  to  reign  in  South  Africa,  if  respect 
for  the  British  name  is  to  continue  there, 
and  if  South  Africa  is  to  remain  an  in- 
tegral portion  of  Her  Majesty's  Do- 
minions, we  shall  have  to  deal  with  the 
matters  arising  there  with  a  firm  and 
steady  hand.  There  is  no  more  precious 
trust  committed  to  the  care  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  by  the  people 
from  whom  they  derive  their  power  than 
the  national  reputation  for  good  faith — 
there  is  nothing  which  they  should  more 
vigilantly  guard ;  and  while  the  people 
of  this  country  are  anxious  that  the 
Government  should  avoid  all  engage- 
ments, the  difficulties  in  the  execution  of 
whioh  might  involve  us  in  embarrass- 
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ment  and  complication,  they  will  always 
be  found  willing  to  support  them  in 
rigidly  fulfilling  those  to  which  they 
have  pledged  their  word. 

Now,  Sir,  turning  from  these  import- 
ant topics,  I  come  to  that  great  question 
which  is  the  cause  of  our  meeting  here 
to-day.  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary 
for  me  to  further  refer  to  the  circum- 
stances which  have  called  us  together ; 
but  I  may  take  this  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing my  •  most  earnest  hope  that, 
having  been  summoned  to  discuss  this 
question  in  Parliament,  we  shall  address 
ourselves  to  the  task  of  overcoming — 
not  of  aggravating  —  the  difficulties  of 
the  position.  I  believe  sincerely  that  it 
would  be  both  a  discredit  to  the  good  sense 
and  reputation  of  the  people,  and  a  misfor- 
tune to  the  country  at  large,  if  this  question 
be  not  settled  without  further  agitation. 
Those  who  have  watched  the  proceedings 
at  the  many  meetings  held  throughout 
the  country  will  have  seen  that  there  has 
been  a  tendency  on  the  part  of  the 
speakers  to  deliver  their  addresses  with 
increased  warmth  of  expression,  and  on 
the  part  of  the  audiences  an  inclination 
to  do  something  more  than  listen.  So 
that,  if  there  were  no  other  reason  for 
the  assembling  of  Parliament,  I  think 
there  are  many  who  will  agree  with  me 
that  it  is  high  time  to  change  the 
scene  of  the  controversy  from  the  plat- 
forms of  the  country  to  the  floor  of  this 
House,  where,  Sir,  under  your  strict  super- 
vision, we  may  hope  that  our  discussions 
will  be  conducted  with  somewhat  less 
excitement,  and  with  a  greater  desire 
to  arrive  at  a  settlement  of  this  question, 
than  the  stimulating  atmosphere  of 
public  meetings  seems  generally  to  pro- 
mote. Now,  in  speaking  on  this  ques- 
tion, I  wish,  as  far  as  possible,  to  do  so 
without  Party  feeling,  and  to  approach 
it  with  the  honest  desire  of  seeing  a 
measure  pass  which,  I  believe,  will  be 
for  the  benefit  of  the  people ;  and  I  think 
I  am  only  stating  a  fact  when  I  say  that 
every  Member  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
except  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bipon  (Mr.  Goschen),  came 
here  pledged  to  support  this  measure, 
the  natural,  unavoidable,  and  desirable 
complement  to  the  Act  of  1867.  From 
that  pledge.  Sir,  we  cannot  and  will  not 
recede,  and  we  shall  fail  in  our  duty  to 
those  who  returned  us  to  this  House  if 
we  deliberately  adopt  any  course  that 
would  place  the  fate  of  that  measure  in 
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tho  Lands  of  those  who  are  not  respon- 
pible  for  it.  In  every  other  respect  I 
beiteve  we  are  most  anxious  to  meet  tho 
views  of  our  opponents,  and  as,  with,  I 
believe,  the  exception  of  tho  right  hou, 
Mem) tor  for  North  Lincohishire  (Mr.  J. 
liowlher),  we  are  all  agreed  upon  the 
priDCiple  of  the  measure,  there  seems 
to  be  no  reason  why,  if  good  sense  is  to 
preTail,  we  should  not  anive  at  a  eettle- 
ment  of  this  question.  But,  Sir,  there  is 
one  thing  which  I  admit  must  be  first 
got  out  of  the  way,  for  it  has  tendod 
CTeatly  to  aggravate  the  agitation  which 
has  taicen  place  throughout  the  country. 
It  will  have  been  observed  that  in  this 
agitation  there  are  two  j^ections,  which 
seem  to  be  each  actuated  by  an  ulterior 
motive,  and  not  only  that,  but  in  whose 
minds  that  ulterior  motive  is  the  para- 
mount idea — the  one  sectiou  desires  to 
destroy,  the  other  section  desired  to 
re -assert,  to  revivify^  if  I  may  say  so,  the 
powers  of  the  Upper  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. Now,  I  ask  this  question ^ — Are 
these  ulterior  motives  to  prevent  the 
paesing  of  this  great  measure  for  the 
better  representation  of  the  people,  on 
the  passing  of  which  all  reasonable  men 
have  set  their  minds'?  Surely  botli  the 
seetions  lo  whom  I  have  referred  have 
reason  to  be  satisfied  with  the  advanco 
that  has  been  made.  Those  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  would  do  well  to  be 
satislied,  I  think,  with  the  thousands 
who  have  flocked  to  their  standard  for 
one  reason  or  another*  an<l  rest  for  a 
time  with  the  comfortable  assurance 
to  he  drawn  from  that  fact  before 
they  put  the  question  to  any  ruder 
test ;  while  hon.  Members  on  this 
side  must  surely  be  satisfied  with  the 
fact  that  they  have  brought  this  great 
question  within  the  region  of  practical 
politics.  If  they  will  but  remain  quiet, 
tuid  allow  their  opponents  to  chorish  a 
little  more  the  delusion  under  which 
they  labour,  it  will  not  be  long  be- 
fore they  receive  a  challrngo  ou  the 
longed-for  issue.  Let  each  of  these  s lec- 
tions, then,  give  thanks  for  what  it  has 
received,  and  let  us  proceed  to  a  prac- 
tical consideration  of  the  work  which 
is  immediately  before  us ;  and  I  repeat 
that  it  is  my  conviction  that  if  these 
ulterior  motives  can  bo  got  rid  of 
there  is  no  reason  why  we  should 
not  come  to  a  settlement.  The  only 
condition  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yenunent  lay  down  is  that  the  Ropre- 
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sentation  of  tho  People  Bill  and  the 
Redistribution  of  Seats  Bill  shall  not 
be  made  dependent  the  one  upon  the 
other;  and  I  say,  without  fear,  that  if 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  to  con- 
sent to  such  a  condition  they  would  have 
betrayed  the  confidence  reposed  in  them, 
and  would  be  iovitiug  Parliament  to  a 
deliht.*rate  waste  of  time ;  because  it 
must  be  patent  to  everyone  who  has 
observed  the  difficulty  of  passing  any 
Bill  through  Parliamc-nt  that  were  tho 
Franchise  Bill  made  dependent  on  the  Re- 
distribution  Bill  the  interest  inthedetails 
of  the  latter  wi>uld  become  so  enormous, 
and  the  temptation  to  criticize  at  length 
and  move  Amendments  to  them,  always 
great,  would  be  so  increased,  that  the 
discussions  would  become  almost  inter- 
minable, with  the  result  that  there 
would  not  be  the  slightest  chance  of 
either  of  the  Bills  for  the  representa- 
tion of  the  people  passing  into  law 
during  the  present  Parliament.  If  the 
Government  consented  to  such  a  course 
they  would  be  deliberaoely  sacrificing 
the  Bill  to  which  they  are  pledged,  and 
inviting  Parliament  to  waste  its  time. 
Everyone  must  admit  that  such  would 
bo  the  case.  ['^No,  no!"]  That  is 
our  view,  although  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site do  not  look  upon  it  in  the  same 
light;  and  therefore  we  consider  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  cannot  bo 
too  strict  with  regard  to  the  terms  laid 
down.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  it  seems 
to  me  that  hon.  Members  opposite  are 
possessed  with  a  great  suspicion  that 
Her  Majesty* s  Government  have  two 
Redistribution  Bills  in  their  minds,  and 
that  the  character  of  the  Bill  which  they 
will  eventually  introduce  depends  en- 
tirely upon  whether  the  Franchise  Bill 
is  made  dependent  on  the  Redistribution 
Bill  or  not.  If  the  Government  can 
pass  the  Franchise  Bill  apart  from  re- 
distribution, they  appear  to  think  that 
so  great  will  be  the  power  they  will  ob- 
tain and  the  leverage  they  will  get,  and 
so  unscrupulous  the  use  they  will  make 
of  them,  that  they  will  produce  a  Bill 
which  will  annihilate  the  Conservative 
Party.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  pass- 
ing of  one  Bill  is  made  dependent  on 
the  other,  they  seem  to  suppose  that  the 
Government  will  be  obliged  to  produce 
a  Bill  which  will  save  the  Conservative 
Party  frum  the  extinction  which  they 
fear.  Now,  Sir,  I  want  to  show  how 
unreasonable  these  suspicions  are.     In 
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the  first  place,  the  Franchise  Bill,  if 
taken  as  evidence  of  the  frame  of 
mind  of  the  Government,  goes  to  show 
that  there  is  no  desire  to  be  imfair 
to  the  Conservative  Party.  What 
temptation  is  there  for  us  to  pass  an 
unfair  Bill  ?  I  say,  Sir,  that  the  temp- 
tation lies  entirely  in  the  opposite  direc- 
tion. We  have  the  declaration  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke)  that  it  is  impossible  to  produce 
any  scheme  of  redistribution  not  obviously 
unfair,  which  will  not  be  Liberal  in  its 
operation.  [**No,  no  I"]  Well,  Sir, 
that  is  our  opinion,  and,  that  being  so,  I 
repeat  that,  so  far  from  there  being  any 
temptation  on  our  part  to  do  that  which 
is  unjust,  so  strong  is  our  position  that 
the  temptation  lies  all  in  the  other  direc- 
tion. For  the  sake  of  getting  the  Bill, 
we  can  aflFord  not  only  to  be  just,  but 
generous.  I  am  sure  the  Government 
have  every  disposition  to  meet  the  views 
of  their  opponents,  whether  it  be  in  se- 
curing that  the  agricultural  interest 
shall  not  be  swamped  by  the  urban,  or 
by  giving  any  other  reasonable  pledge 
that  may  be  asked  for.  But  it  is  said 
that  the  Government  have  no  intention 
of  carrying  out  its  pledges.  Well,  Sir, 
I  reply  that  that  is  an  unworthy  sus- 

gicion.  I  believe  that  there  are  enough 
onest  men  in  this  House  to  see  that  the 
Government  does  fulfil  its  pledges,  and  the 
fact  that  there  are  180  Members  of  this 
House  who  have  pledged  themselves  to 
the  principle  of  proportional  representa- 
tion is  a  strong  guarantee  that  nothing 
unfair  will  be  done  in  any  Eedistribu- 
tion  Bill  that  passes  this  House.  Whe- 
ther any  practical  scheme  can  be  formed 
which  will  give  efiPect  to  their  views  and 
be  acceptable  to  the  country  is  a  matter 
of  doubt ;  but  there  is  one  thing  which 
is  not  a  matter  of  doubt,  and  it  is  that 
in  subscribing  to  that  principle  each  and 
all  of  those  180  Members  are  bound  to 
oppose  any  proposition  which  is  design- 
edly calculated  to  give  an  unfair  advan- 
tage or  preponderance  to  any  Party  or 
interest.  Those  hon.  Members  make  a 
formidable  Party,  and  to  my  mind  con- 
stitute a  very  powerful  guarantee  that 
any  unfairness  in  a  Bill  of  this  kind  will 
be  corrected,  and  that  any  attempt  to  alter 
what  is  fair  will  be  successfully  resisted. 
Then,  again,  there  are  on  this  side  of  the 
House  a  large  number  of  Liberal  county 
Members  whose  natural  tendency  will 
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be  to  assert  the  claims  of  the  country  to 
as  full  a  representation  as  the  towns, 
and  to  prevent  the  swamping  of  agricul- 
tural interests  by  a  great  infusion  of 
purely  urban  population.  As  to  the  in- 
dependence of  these  hon.  Members,  the 
Government  has,  on  more  than  one 
occasion  I  believe,  discovered  that  they 
were  not  always  on  their  side.  Taking  all 
these  things  together,  I  feel  most  strongly 
that  there  are,  in  the  present  state  of 
this  controversy,  elements  of  agreement 
which  ought  to  prevail.  The  Govern- 
ment, I  am  sure,  short  of  yielding  the 
vital  point  for  which  they  are  contend- 
ing, will  go  far  in  the  direction  of  con- 
ciliation, and  I  need  hardly  add  my  con- 
viction that  they  ought  to  be  met  in  the 
same  spirit ;  we  ought  to  desire  to  see 
the  settlement  of  this  question  for  its 
own  sake,  apart  from  the  consideration 
of  the  consequences  that  will  result,  if  it 
be  not  settled,  grave  as  they  are.  Public 
opinion  witnesses  to  the  fact  that  there 
are  hundreds  and  thousands  of  our  fellow- 
countrymen — men  and  women — who,  in 
spite  of  our  boasted  prosperity,  civiliza- 
tion, humanity,  and  religion,  are  living 
in  a  state  of  degradation  and  wretched- 
ness, which  we  know  we  ought  to  be 
ashamed  of,  and  which  is  not  only  a  dis- 
grace, but  a  source  of  danger  to  the 
country.  And,  Sir,  while  I  do  not,  for 
a  moment,  wish  to  exaggerate  the  powers 
of  legislation  as  being  greater  than 
those  of  religion,  or  of  moral  or  social 
reform,  yet  it  is  through  Parliament 
that  the  wants  of  the  people  find  a 
voice,  and  through  Parliament  that  their 
grievances  are  discussed,  and  the  proper 
remedies,  be  they  social  or  be  they  legis- 
lative, are  brought  before  the  attention  of 
the  public.  The  disgrace  of  our  great 
towns  is  the  miserable  accommodation 
for  the  poor — the  hovels  in  which  thou- 
sands of  our  fellow-countrymen  are 
living.  The  curse  of  the  country  is  the 
degradation  and  wretchedness  caused 
by  drink,  aggravated,  in  a  great  degree, 
by  the  system  of  licensing.  None  but 
those  who  have  taken  an  active  interest 
in  matters  of  this  kind  know  what  the 
feelings  of  the  people  with  regard  to 
them  are.  Give  these  people  votes,  and 
we  shall  find  that  these  questions,  and 
many  others  like  them,  will  no  longer 
be  neglected  or  tinkered  at  by  a  heJf- 
attentive  Parliament.  Whatever  can  be 
done  by  legislation  to  promote  a  better 
state  of  things  will  be  done,  and  what- 
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©vercancot  be  dor*e  by  legislation  will  bo 
proesed  on  and  stimulated  bj  a  widened 
and  strengthened  public  opinion,  and  so 
the  position  of  the  coiiutry  will  be 
strengthened,  as  nothing  else  will 
Btrengthen  it,  by  the  greatei'  happiness, 
welfare,  and  contentment  of  the  people. 
Sir,  I  must  conclude  the  observation  a 
I  have  had  the  honour  to  malte  on  this 
occasion  by  asking  pardon  of  the  House 
for  having  trespassed  on  its  time,  and 
by  thanking  hon»  Members  for  the  kind 
attention  with  which  those  observations 
have  been  received.  If  I  have  deviated 
at  all  from  the  general  lines  of  usage 
on  these  occasions,  I  must  plead,  as  my 
excuse,  the  strong  interest  which  I  take 
in  the  great  measure  to  be  brought  be- 
fore us,  and  my  anxious  desire  that  it 
will  be  passed  into  law  during  the  pre- 
sent Session,     Sir,  I  beg  to  move — 

'*  That  an  humblis  Address  bo  presr^ntod  ta 
Her  ifajesty,  to  convey  the  thtinke  of  thia 
IIousG  for  the  Moat  Gracious  Speech  delivered 
by  Her  Command  to  both  Houses  of  Parlia. 
ment : 

**  Humbly  to  tbank  Her  Ifajestj  for  inform- 
ing us  that  Her  Majesty  continuea  to  maintain 
wlatioBB  of  amity  with  all  Foreign  Powers  : 

*'  To  assure  Her  Majesty  that  we  learn  with 
satisfaction  that^  although  the  information  re- 
ceived from  the  Soudan  includea  ptiinful  uncer- 
tatntieB*  yet  the  energy,  courage,  and  resource 
conspicuously  displayed  by  Geneml  Gordon  in 
tho  successful  defence  of  Khartoum  deserve  Her 
Majesty's  warm  recognition  : 

**  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing 
US  that  the  advance  of  Her  Majesty's  Troops  to 
DoDgoLi  has  for  its  object  the  rescue  and  security 
of  that  gallant  officer,  and  of  those  who  haT«  so 
faithfully  co-operated  with  him  : 

*•  To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us  that 
in  Egypt  itself  Her  Ttfajosty  is  using  Her  heat 
dodeavonr^  to  promote  further  improvement  ; 
an ^  r  Mujesty  has  given  HtT  support  to 

tht  n  Go%f?rnmeut  in  the  difficult  finan- 

cial position  in  which  it  has  been  left  through  the 
Mlaro  of  the  recent  Confcronc© : 

**  Humbly  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that  wo 
loam  with  regret  that  circumstances  have 
occurred  on  the  South-western  frontier  of  th« 
TVamrraal  which  demand  Her  Maje^aty's  vigilant 
attention  ;  and  humbly  to  thank  Her  ]^Iajesty  for 
informing  us  that,  in  conjunction  with  the  Go* 
Temmflnt  of  the  Capo  Colony,  Her  Majesty  is 
engaged  in  considering  the  means  which  may  be 
required  to  sccar©  the  faithful  observance  of  the 
Cdnf«titioin  of  the  proseat  year  : 


*'  To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us  that 
the  operations  in  the  Soudan  will  render  it  ne- 
cessary ta  ask  from  us  a  further  pecuniary  pro- 
viaion  : 

*'  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing us  that  the  Bill  for  the  extension  of  the  Par- 
liamentary Franchise  will  at  one*  be  introduced : 

**  Humbly  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that  our 
most  careful  conaderation  shall  be  given  to  any 
measure  which  may  be  submitted  to  us,  and  that 
we  earnestly  trust  that  the  blessing  of  Almighty 
Grod  may  attend  upon  our  labours.'* 

Mb.  bummers  (who  ware  a  Conrt 
dress)  said :  Sir^  in  rising  to  second 
the  Address  in  answer  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Most  Gracious  Speech,  it  will 
hardly  be  necessary  for  rao  to  bespeak 
the  kind  consideration  and  indulgence  of 
the  House,  That  consideration  and  that 
indulgence  have  always  been  extended 
to  an  hon.  Member  placed  in  the  trying 
position  in  which  I  now  find  myself;  and 
they  will  not,  I  am  sure,  be  withheld 
from  on©  who,  though  he  may  have  no 
other  claim  upon  the  attention  of  hon. 
Members,  has  this,  at  least,  to  urge  in 
his  own  behalf — that  during  the  four 
and  a-half  years  that  he  has  enjoyed  the 
honour  of  a  seat  in  this  Asfiembly,  he 
has  not  unduly  obtruded  him  self  upon 
the  notice  of  the  House,  or  wasted  any 
considerable  portion  of  its  precious  and 
invaluolde  time, 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  House  will  doubt- 
leas  have  learned,  with  feelings  of  pleasure 
and  satisfaction,  from  one  of  the  opon- 
ing  sentences  of  Her  Majesty's  Gracious 
Speech,  that  her  relations  with  all  Fo- 
reign Powers  are  of  a  fiiendly  and  har- 
monious description.  By  a  statement  of 
this  character,  it  is  not,  I  imaginef  in- 
tended to  convey  the  impression  that, 
since  Parliament  rose  in  August  last, 
there  has  not  been  so  much  as  a  rippl© 
upon  the  smooth  surface  of  European 
politics.  lu  dealing  with  a  difficult  and 
compiicatod  question  like  that  of  Egypt, 
and  a  que&tion,  be  it  remembered,  in 
respect  of  which  each  of  the  Great 
Powers  of  Europe  has  a  recognized 
aiatm  and  heun  tttandi—ii  is  impossible 
at  all  times,  and  under  all  circumstances, 
to  avoid  the  occun'once  and  recurrence 
of  a  certain  amount  of  friction,  and,  it 
may  bc^  evoa  of  conflict.  What  we  have 
to  congratulate  ourselves  upun  is  that, 
up  to  the  present  time,  at  all  event?*,  tFiat 
friction  and  conflict  havebeen  kept  within 
reasonable  limits,  and  have  not  assumed 
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any  serious  or  alcurming  proportions.  The 
various  Powers  of  Europe,  and  more 
especially  the  neighbouring  Government 
of  France,  though  they  may  have  dif- 
fered from  us  at  particular  junctures,  on 
particular  points  of  policy,  have  felt 
bound  to  admit  the  disinterestedness  of 
the  aims,  and  the  purity  of  the  motives, 
by  which  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  have 
been  actuated.  Nor  is  it.  Sir,  in  any 
way  surprising  that  differences  of  opi- 
nion should  have  existed  amonpfst  the 
European  Powers.  It  would,  indeed,  be 
the  merest  affectation  to  deny  that 
serious  differences  of  opinion  exist  even 
within  the  walls  of  this  House ;  and  there 
are  probably  few  men  of  candid  and  im- 
partial mind  amongst  us  who,  looking 
back  upon  the  connection  of  this  country 
with  Egyptian  affairs  for  the  last  six  or 
eight  years,  would  not  be  prepared  to 
make  the  admission  that  grave  errors  of 
judgment  and  of  policy  have  been  com- 
mitted by  one  or  other,  or  possibly  by 
both,  of  the  great  Parties  in  the  State. 
To  hon.  Gentlemen  who  may  be  disposed 
to  condemn  without  mercy  the  Action  of 
the  present  Advisers  of  the  Crown  with 
respect  to  Egypt,  I  will  simply  say  that  it 
will  not  be  possible  for  us  to  pass  a  final 
judgment  upon  their  proceedings  until 
we  know  the  end  as  well  as  the  begin- 
ning of  their  policy.  Three  years  ago  I 
remember  to  have  heard  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, when  addressing  the  working 
men  of  Leeds,  tell  them  that  in  all  that 
he  and  his  Colleagues  would  do  in 
Egypt,  they  would  proceed  not  for 
dynastic  purposes,  not  for  selfish  views, 
not  by  any  endeavour  to  make  the  inte- 
rests of  the  English  people  paramount 
in  the  Government  of  Egypt  as  com- 
pared with  the  interests  of  the  Egyp- 
tian people,  but  that  their  great  aim 
and  object  would  be  to  secure  those 
ends  which  were  for  the  benefit  of 
Egypt  herself.  I  make  bold,  Sir,  to 
express  my  firm  conviction  that  it  is 
precisely  in  proportion  as  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  rise  **  to  the  height  of  this 
great  argument,"  or  fall  short  of  it,  that 
they  will  be  applauded  or  condemned 
by  posterity.  Shall  I  be  regarded  as  a 
man  of  too  sanguine  and  confiding  a 
temperament  if  I  venture,  at  the  same 
time,  to  see  in  the  reforms  that  have 
been  already  accomplished,  and  in  the 
Mission  of  Lord  Northbrook,  with  all 
that  that  Mission  of  necessity  involves, 
sufficient  and  oonelusive  evidence  that 
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Her  Majesty's  Ministers  are  redeeming 
the  solemn  pledges  under  which  they 
lie,  and  are  furnishing  the  world  with 
proof  which  cannot  be  shaken  that  they 
have  really  and  sincerely  at  heart  the 
interests  and  the  welfare  of  the  Egyptian 
people  ? 

My  hon.  Friend  the  Mover  of  the 
Address  (Mr.  Stafford  •  Howard)  has 
dealt  so  fully  and  exhaustively  with 
matters  relating  to  the  Soudan  and 
South  Africa,  that  it  will  not  be  neces- 
sary for  me  to  trouble  the  House  with 
any  further  observations  upon  foreign 
affairs.  Indeed,  Her  Majesty's  Gra- 
cious Speech,  on  the  present  occasion, 
may  be  said  to  reflect  very  faithfully 
the  mind  and  feeling  of  the  country,  in 
that  it  gives  especial  prominence  to  one 
particular  topic,  and  that  a  question  of 
domestic  concern.  In  my  humble  judg- 
ment, Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  matter  rather 
for  rejoicing  than  regret  that  the  great 
question  of  Reform,  for  the  moment,  at 
all  events,  has,  like  Aaron's  rod,  swal- 
lowed up  all  other  political  questions 
whatsoever.  Hon.  Gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  no  less  than  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  are  doubtless  filled 
with  the  swellings  of  a  just  and  lawful 
pride  when  they  reflect  upon  the  won- 
derful achievements  of  the  men  of  our 
race  who  have  gone  forth  from  our 
shores  to  plant  the  British  language, 
British  liberties,  and  British  laws  in  the 
uttermost  parts  of  the  earth.  We,  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  no  less  than  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  that,  regard  the  govern- 
ment of  the  teeming  millions  of  our 
vast  Indian  Dependency  as,  perhaps,  the 
greatest  trust  ever  imposed  by  Provi- 
dence upon  a  powerful  and  high-spirited 
people.  We  likewise  recognize,  to 
the  fullest  possible  extent,  that  Great 
Britain  has  duties  to  discharge,  and  in- 
terests to  protect,  in  almost  every  quarter 
of  the  globe.  But  whilst  we  entertain 
these  views,  we  are,  at  the  same  time, 
most  firmly  convinced  that  those  are  not 
amongst  the  least  wise  of  our  statesmen 
and  public  men  who  have  not  scrupled 
to  express  the  opinion  that,  after  all,  it 
is  here  in  England  that  the  real  strength 
and  power  and  greatness  of  the  Empire 
lie.  How,  then,  could  our  Parliaments, 
how  could  our  statesmen  be  more  wisely 
or  more  profitably  employed  than  by 
seeking  to  extend  the  limits  of  human 
freedom  on  English,  on  Scottish,  and  on 
Irish  soil  ?     Mr.  Speaker,  it  will  not,  I 
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am  8ure»  be  necessary  for  mo,  at  this 
time  of  day,  to  arguo  out  tlie  Franchise 
Question  upon  its  merits.  By  almoat 
universal  confos«ion  and  a'jknowledg- 
ment,  the  Franchise  Bill,  which  was  in- 
troduced by  Her  Majesty's  ^Unisters, 
and  carried  through  this  House  by 
enormous  majorities  in  the  last  Session 
of  Parliament,  was  a  just,  a  moderate, 
and  a  reasonable  measure.  It  might 
ev^n  be  described,  without  the  smallest 
exaggeration,  as  an  essentially  Con- 
servative  measure.  It  left  the  free- 
m«m  undisturbed  in  the  counties.  It 
introduced  no  new  principle  into  the 
Co  nsti tu tion .  1 1  si  m  ply  so  u  ght  t o  e x  te  n  d 
to  houseboldera  in  the  counties  those 
political  rights  and  privi logos  which,  by 
the  Act  of  1867,  bad  been  conferred 
upon  householders  in  the  boroughs* 
The  remarkable  thing,  Mn  Speaker,  is 
in  reality  this — that  in  the  last  quarter 
of  the  19th  century  we  should  be  still 
discussing  the  question  whether  one- 
half  of  the  nation  is  any  longer  to  re- 
main in  a  condition  of  political  depend- 
ence and  political  servitude.  As  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr,  Trevelyan), 
whom  we  are  aU  deli gL ted  to  find  filling, 
at  last,  his  proper  place  in  a  Liberal 
Cabinet,  told  us,  long  ago,  if  the  Kng- 
lish  agricultural  labourer  had  been  born 
a  iiegro  in  the  United  States  of  Auierioa, 
he  would  have  acquired  the  suffrage  as 
fcoon  as  he  had  attained  his  majority ; 
if  he  had  been  a  peasant  of  Switzerland, 
or  of  France,  he  would  have  been  in  tlie 
possession  of  the  franchise  for  a  genera- 
tion ;  and  if,  instead  of  being  an  Old 
Knglander,  he  had  been  a  New  Eng- 
lander,  he  and  his  forefathers  before 
him  would  have  enjoyed  all  therigbtsand 
privileges  of  citizenship  for  a  couph*  of 
oetituries.  The  Bill  introduced  by  the  Go- 
vernment being  then  as  j  ust,  as  moderate, 
and  as  reasonable  as  I  have  described,  I 
proceed  to  a^k  the  question,  AVhat  was 
the  recej^tion  it  met  with  at  the  hands  of 
the  two  great  branches  of  the  Legisla- 
ture ?  As  all  the  world  knows,  it  met 
with  great  and  growing  favour  in  this 
House.  K  it  bad  simply  depended  upon 
the  action  of  the  Representative  Cham- 
ber, the  Franchise  Bill  would,  at  this 
moment,  have  been  an  Act.  Upon  the 
second  reading — when  we  affirm  the 
principle  of  a  meaBure — it  was  carried 
by  a  majority  of  130;  and  when  wo 
wont     into    Committee     the    majority 


for  the  Government  assumed  still 
more  formidable  proportions.  The 
just,  wise,  and  statesmanlike  proposal 
of  the  Government  that  Ireland  should 
bo  included  within  the  scope  of  the 
measure  was  carried*  not  merely  by  a 
majority  of  130,  but  by  a  majority  of 
195.  And  when,  Sir,  we  came  to  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill,  the  opposition 
entirely  collapsed,  ?o  that  it  stands  re- 
corded on  the  Journals  of  this  House 
that  the  third  reading  of  the  Representa- 
tion of  the  People  Bill  was  carried  w^mtW 
contra  dice  fife.  It  is  no  exaggeration,  there* 
fore,  but  the  plain  and  simple  truth,  to 
say  that  the  Franchise  Bill  went  from 
this  House  to  **  another  place  "  with  the 
practically  unanimous  assent  of  the  Re- 
prei^entatives  of  the  people.  What  hap- 
pttued  when  it  reached  that**  other  place?" 
I  am  well  aware,  Mr.  Speaker, that  I  must 
he  careful  in  the  language  that  I  use* 
I  obser^'e  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South-West  Lanca- 
shire (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  has  his 
eye  upon  me,  and  I  can  assure  tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  I  have  not  tho 
faintest  desire  In  the  world  to  excite  bis 
indignation,  or  to  disturb  the  serenity 
and  equanimity  of  bis  temper.  I 
shftU  not,  therefore,  say  that  noble 
Lords  in  **  another  place"  rejected 
the  Franchise  Bill.  I  shall  not  even 
avail  my  soil  of  tbe  homely  vernacu- 
lar of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  J* 
Jjowther),  and  aay  that  they  *'  chucked 
it  out.*'  I  shall  content  myself  with  tho 
assertion  to  which  no  exception  can, 
I  trust,  be  taken,  and  shall  say  that 
their  Lordships  simply  refused  to  allow 
the  Bill  to  pass.  That  is  the  reason,  Sir, 
and  that  is  the  only  reason,  so  far  as  I 
am  able  to  discover,  why  Her  Majesty, 
acting  on  the  advice  of  her  Ministers, 
hasBummonedua  together,  after  a  Recess 
unusually  short,  for  this  extraordinary 
Session  of  Parliament,  What  is  to  bo 
the  issue  of  our  labours  ?  The  Franchise 
Bill,  we  may  reasonably  anticipate,  will 
once  more  be  carried  by  large  majorities 
in  the  Representative  Chamber,  and 
will  once  more  be  presented  for  con- 
sideration to  their  Lordships'  House^ 
What  is  to  be  its  fate?  That  is  tho 
question  of  all-absorbing  interest  to  tra 
at  the  present  time.  We  are  sometimes 
told  by  men  of  high  character  and  posi- 
tion in  the  country  that  it  is  altogether 
inconceivable  that  their  Lordships  shoidd 
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bo  80  wanting  in  respect  and  consistency  as 
to  allow  a  measure  to  pass  in  November 
to  which  they  refused  their  assent  in 
July.  I  trust,  Sir,  that  such  a  con- 
summation it  is  not  so  inconceivable 
as  some  would  have  us  believe.  Since 
July  last,  many  things  have  happened 
that  might  well  furnish  to  the  most  care- 
less and  casual  observers  ample  material 
for  reflection.  The  ancient  right  of 
public  meeting  has  been  largely  availed 
of  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
the  land.  We  have  had  from  week  to 
week,  and  from  day  to  day,  meetings  of 
every  conceivable  kind  and  description, 
ranging  from  the  magniflcent  demonstra- 
tions in  the  streets  of  London  and  of 
Glasgow  to  that  now  historic  gathering 
in  the  back  parlour  of  a  Welsh  public- 
house,  which  was  so  select  that  we  are 
told  it  consisted  only  of  a  chairman, 
a  paid  secretary,  and  a  very  little  boy, 
but  was,  at  the  same  time,  so  influential 
that  we  have  likewise  been  told,  on  no 
mean  authority,  that  it  spoke  the  voice  of 
Wales.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  has  been  my 
privilege,  during  the  Parliamentary  Ee- 
cess,  to  attend  many  large  and  important 
gatherings  of  my  fellow-countrymen  in 
various  parts  of  Great  Britain ;  and  if 
the  House  will  bear  with  me  for  a  few 
moments  longer,  I  should  like  to  state 
very  briefly,  but,  at  the  same  time, 
with  perfect  frankness,  what  has  been 
the  impression  produced  upon  my  mind 
by  what  I  have  actually  seen.  Of 
the  last  and,  in  some  respects,  the 
most  marvellous  of  the  celebrated  Mid 
Lothian  campaigns,  of  which  I  was  an 
interested  spectator,  I  would  simply 
say  that,  apart  altogether  from  the 
particular  opinions  expressed  by  the 
x^rime  Minister  at  Edinburgh  and  else- 
where, it  must  have  been  matter  for 
general  congratulation  to  find  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  was  in  full  possession  of 
all  his  old  vigour,  and  of  all  those 
powers  of  stirring  and  matchless  elo- 
quence with  which  he  has  so  often 
onarmed  the  minds  and  captivated  the 
affections  of  the  British  people.  And 
not,  Mr.  Speaker,  of  the  British  people 
alone,  for  that  gifted  and  high-souled 
Irish  patriot,  who  has  recently  passed 
away  from  amongst  us,  would  have 
been  the  first  to  admit  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  succeeded,  in  a 
way  in  which  no  British  Minister  ever 
did  before  him,  in  winning  for  himself 
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a  place  in  the  hearts  of  the  Lrish  people 
also.  But,  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  not  of  the  Mid 
Lothian  campaign  that  it  is  my  main  in- 
tention to  speak ;  I  wish,  in  a  few  brief 
sentences,  to  state  to  the  House  what  I 
believe  to  be  the  prevailing  opinion  and 
sentiment  of  the  vast  majority  of  the 
electors  and  non- electors  of  the  United 
Kingdom  on  the  topics  which  have  so 
largely  engrossed  their  attention  of  late. 
In  the  first  place,  then,  I  believe  the 
people  of  this  country  are  really  in 
earnest  in  their  desire  for  the  passage 
of  the  Franchise  Bill  with  the  utmost 
possible  despatch.  After  the  agita- 
tion which  we  have  witnessed  during 
the  last  few  months,  no  hon.  Gentleman 
or  noble  Lord  who  has  the  smallest  regard 
for  his  own  reputation  will  have'the  hardi- 
hood to  get  up  in  his  place  and  tell  us  that 
the  British  people  are  supine  or  indif- 
ferent on  the  subject  of  the  extension  of 
household  suffrage  to  the  counties.  It 
is  true  that  hitherto  they  have,  speaking 
broadly  and  generally,  been  extremely 
moderate  and  good-humoured  in  their 
conduct  of  the  agitation  in  which  they 
have  taken  part  in  such  vast  numbers 
and  with  so  much  public  spirit.  Nor  is 
the  reason  far  to  seek.  They  believed 
that  there  was  in  power  a  Giavemment 
that  was  fighting  their  battle  for  them  ; 
and  they  were  so  confident  of  the  justice 
of  their  cause,  that  they  knew  there  could 
be  but  one  issue  to  the  conflict.  They 
believed,  I  say,  in  the  sincerity  and  ear- 
nestness of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  on 
the  subject  of  Eeform ;  but  it  ^as  not, 
I  regret  to  say,  by  any  means  so  easy 
to  persuade  them  that  the  new- bom 
zeal  of  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  for  the  extension  of  the  sufl&rage 
was  above  suspicion.  I  shall  be  told 
that  many  of  them  are  poor,  misguided 
Eadicals,  who  could  not  be  expected  to 
take  an  impartial  view  of  the  actions  of 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  Possibly 
that  may  be  so.  Eight  hon.  Gentlemen, 
however,  have  it  in  their  power  to  unde- 
ceive these  misguided  men  by  making 
their  actions  correspond  with  their  words. 
Let  them  vote  for  the  second  reading  of 
the  Franchise  Bill,  the  principle  of  which 
they  profess  to  approve,  and  they  will 
not  only  thereby  earn  for  themselves 
the  gratitude  of  the  2,000,000  of  men  who 
must  shortly  be  enfranchised,  but  tiiey 
will,  at  the  same  time,  show  themselves 
to  be,  in  reality  as  well  as  in  name,  the  pro- 
tectors«nd  guardians  of  the  Constitution, 
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1  know  not,  Mr.  Speaker,  what  may  be 
th©  effect  of  my  appeal  to  hon,  GrentU- 
men  opposite.  It  may  be  tbat  it  will 
fall  upon  deafened  ears;  but  this  I  ^o 
kuow^ — that  I  can  appeal  with  confidence 
to  hon.  Gentleujen  on  this  side  of  the 
House  to  strengthen  the  hands  of  Her 
Majesty*s  Ministers,  and  thereby  enable 
them  to  raise  this  Parliament  to  an  ele- 
Tation  to  which  it  has  not  yet  attained, 
and  to  mak<)  it  memorable  in  the  annals 
of  our  history  as  the  Parliament  which 
did  a  tardy  net  of  justice  by  granting  to 
2,000,000  of  our  fellow  -  countrymen, 
householders  inhabiting  the  countio?, 
those  elementary  rights  and  privileges 
of  citizenship  of  which  they  had  been 
too  long  depriTed.  I  thank  the  House 
for  the  kindness  and  patience  with  which 
they  have  listened  to  my  remarks,  and 
I  beg  to  second  the  Motion  of  my  hon. 
Friend. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
•^  That,  &c,"— [See  page  69.] 

Sm  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  Mr. 
Speaker — ^Sir,  it  is  usual  for  anyone  who 
addresses  the  House  after  the  Morer 
and  Seconder  of  the  Address  to  express 
on  the  port  of  the  House  a  sense  of  the 
skill  and  ability  with  which  those  Gen- 
tlemen usually  discharge  their  duties; 
and  I  am  sure  I  may  say  with  regard  to 
both  the  hon,  GenUomen  who  have 
spoken  to-day  that  we  feel  and  recog- 
nise and  congratulate  them  upon  their 
great  eloquence  and  great  power  of 
speaking*  The  hon.  Member  the  Mover 
haSf  I  think^  gone  far  beyond  that,  and 
merits  our  acknowledgment  of  the  great 
dignity  and  good  taste  with  which  he 
has  spoken  on  several  veiy  important 
subjeets.  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  alto- 
gether speak  of  the  Seconder  in  the 
same  tone  that  I  should  of  the  Mover, 
for  I  think  there  have  been  some  parts 
in  the  latter  portion  of  his  address 
which  do  not  seem  to  me  to  be  extremely 
well  calculated  to  promote  that  which 
the  hon.  Muver  has  so  well  expressed 
when  he  spoke  of  his  desire  to  over- 
oomo,  and  not  to  aggravate,  the  dilBcul- 
ties  of  the  situation  in  which  he  said  we 
are  placed.  It  seems  to  me  there  were 
many  parts  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Staly bridge  (Mr.  Summers) 
which  are  not  calculated  to  assist  the 
discussion  of  the  Franchise  Bill  when 
it  may  come  before  us  ;  but  I  would  ask 
the  permission  of  the  House  to  abstain 


as  far  as  possible  from  now  entering  into 
the  discussion  of  that  question,  as  it  is  a 
matter  which  must  be  brought  before  us 
very  shortly,  and  is  a  matter  which  ought 
to  be  very  carefully  and  very  candidly 
considered »  I  own  I  was  disposed  to 
derive  from  the  language  of  the  Gracious 
Speech  which  Her  Majesty  the  Queen 
has  addressed  to  us  some  consolation, 
and  to  think  that  it  showed  an  incli- 
nation on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  take  a  broader  view  of 
the  question  of  the  representation  of  tho 
people  than  was  taken  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  of  last  Session.  I  was 
pleased  to  observe  that  the  Speech  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty  began  by  saying 
that  she  had  brought  us  together 

*Mn  order  that  we  may  be  ormbUid  at  oaG«  to 
giro  further  con^iddration  to  the  gtmi  subject 
of  the  repTegentation  of  the  people  iu  PaniA. 
ment,*' 

Now,  I  could  not  but  contrast  that  with 
the  language  used  by  Her  Majesty  last 
February,  when,  at  the  commencement 
of  last  Session,  she  spoke  of  the  measure 
which  was  to  be  presented  to  us  as  one 

'*  Which  will  have  for  its  principal  object 
the  enlttrgement  of  the  Occupation  Francliiso  ia 
rarliamentim*  Electioos/* 

That  was  the  minor  portion  only  of  the 
whole  subject  of  Parliamentaiy  Eeform, 
and  it  was  because  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  deal  only  with  a  portion  of  that 
great  subject  that  so  much  difficulty 
arose.  I  saw  wath  pleasure  that  Her 
Majesty  had  been  advised  on  this  occa- 
sion to  take  a  wider  and  broader  view, 
and  to  speak  of  the  whole  of  the  great 
subject  of  the  representation  of  the 
people  in  Parliament;  and  1  feel  well 
assured  that  if  Her  Majesty's  Miuistera 
are  prepared  to  make  proposals  to  us 
which  are  adequately  represented  by 
that  language,  such  proposals  will  re- 
eeive  candid  consideration  on  the  part  of 
all  hon.  Members  of  the  House  alike. 
But  it  must  not  be  understood  that  we 
can  in  any  way  depart  from  the  view  we 
have  taken  in  this  House  and  out  of  the 
Housej  that  it  is  essential  that  this  great 
question  should  be  considered  as  a  whole, 
I  believe  that  there  is  a  very  large  and 
general  feeling  throughout  the  country 
of  a  desire^  as  has  been  said  by  the 
IMover  and  Seconder  of  the  Address,  that 
the  franchise  should  be  extended.  There 
is  no  question  of  that,  and  that  accounts 
for  the  very  many  and  very  large  at- 
tendances that  have  taken  place  at  meet- 
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in^  held  during  the  Becess  on  the  sub- 
ject.    But  that  is  not  the  point  at  issue. 
It  is  a  question  of  how  we  are  to  bring 
about  that  extension  of  the  franchise 
in  a  manner  consistent  with  the  mainten- 
ance of  a  proper  system  of  Parliamen- 
tary representation.     We  maintain  that 
this  is    so    large    and    important  —  so 
vitally  important— a  question  that  the 
two  parts  must  not  be  separated  in  our 
minds,  but  must  be  considered  together, 
and  that  we  must  act  with  reference  to 
the  whole  subject,  and  not  merely  only 
to  a  part  of  it.     Therefore,   the  meet- 
ings in  the  country  that  have  been  re- 
ferred to  have  been  extremely  significant, 
on  the  side  of  those  whom  we  have  had 
the  honour  of  meeting,  because   those 
have  been   meetings    of  persons  who 
were  perfectly  ready  and   anxious  for 
the  extension  of  the  franchise,  and  yet 
who  were  ready  to  listen  to  the  argu- 
ments and  consider   the   grounds  and 
reasons  by  which  we  showed  that  the 
two  parts  of  the  question  ought  not  to 
be  dissevered.     I  said  I  would  not  at- 
tempt at  this  time  to  go  fully  into  this 
matter.     I  am  anxious  to  hear  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter and  from  the  Government  what  are 
the  proposals  with  which  they  now  meet 
Parliament,  and  what  course  they  pro- 
pose to  take.     I  dan  only  say,  on  my 
own  part,  and  on  the  part  of  those  who 
sit  on  this  side  of  the  House,  that  I 
earnestly  trust  that  the  Government  will 
take  such  a  course  as  will  enable  us, 
consistently  with  the  views  we  have  not 
harshly  but  deliberately  formed,  to  co- 
operate with  them  in  this  great  mea- 
sure.    Now,  Sir,  we  have  been  called 
together  for  the  purpose  of  dealing  with 
this  question ;  but  there  are  portions  of 
the  Queen's  Speech  which  seem  to  show 
that  even  if  there  had  not  existed  that 
reason  for  calling  us  together,  still  Par- 
liament   would    probably    have    been 
asked  to  meet.    There  is  no  doubt  that 
very  great  importance  attaches  to  the 
other  subjects  which  are  brought  for- 
ward in  the  Speech,  such  as  to  make  us 
rejoice  that  we  have  the  opportunity  of 
meeting  the  Government  and  obtaining 
authentic  information  as  to  these  mat- 
ters.  I  am  glad  to  believe  that  we  shall 
receive  full  information  with  regard  to 
those  subjects;   but  I  do  not  observe 
that  anything  is  said  as  to  the  presenta- 
tion of  Papers  relating  to  the  Egyptian 
Question.     It  may  be  a  mere  accidental 
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slip ;  but  I  understand  that  Papers  are 
to  be  presented  to  us  in  regard  to  the 
Transvaal,  and  nothing  is  said  as  to 
Papers  with  reference  to  Egypt.  I  think 
that  is  a  very  extraordinary  omission, 
for  Egypt  is  a  question  which  is  as- 
suming, year  by  year  and  month  by 
month,  more  and  more  important  pro- 
portions, and  is  developing  greater  diffi- 
culties. The  Speech  informs  us  that  the 
information  received  from  the  Soudan 
includes  **  painful  uncertainties."  The 
phrase,  I  am  bound  to  say,  I  think  is 
original.  I  do  not  think  that  I  have 
ever  seen  it  in  any  Speech  from  the 
Throne  before,  and  I  do  not  exactly 
know  what  is  its  precise  meaning.  But, 
undoubtedly,  there  are  most  "painful 
uncertainties,"  and  there  have  been 
for  some  time;  and  it  is  with  a  feel- 
ing of  serious  and  deep  disappoint- 
ment that  we  come  together  and  find 
that  all  that  Her  Majesty's  Gx>vemment 
is  able  to  tell  us  is  that  there  are  '*  pain- 
ful uncertainties'*  connected  with  the 
position  of  affairs  in  the  Soudan.  I  was 
deeply  grieved  to  hear — for  I  suppose 
the  hon.  Member  spoke  with  some  offi- 
cial information — the  Mover  of  the  Ad- 
dress say  that  the  intelligence  with  re- 
gard to  Colonel  Stewart  is  not  such  as 
to  lead  us  to  form  any  very  hopeful  opi- 
nions as  to  his  safety.  I  had  hoped  that 
we  might  find  that  the  Government  had 
some  reassuring  information,  for  this  is 
a  subject  upon  which  the  heart  of  Eng- 
land is  deeply  touched.  We  are  anxious 
indeed  to  know  what  is  the  fate  of  that 
gallant  man,  and  whether  everything 
has  been  done  that  could  have  been 
done  to  avert  the  danger.  We  cannot 
help  feeling  that  his  position,  like  that 
of  General  Gordon,  is  one  that  not  only 
calls  for  our  admiration  and  for  recogni- 
tion on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty  and  the 
Government,  but  it  also  requires  that  we 
should  be  assured  that  everything  has 
been  done  that  could  have  been  done  to 
secure  the  safety  of  those  distinguished 
and  gallant  men.  And  I  am  bound  to 
say  that,  as  at  present  advised,  it  does 
not  appear  to  me  that  the  course  taken 
by  the  Government  has  been  such  as  to 
provide  for  that  necessity.  I  cannot 
help  remarking  the  way  in  which  the 
statements  in  regard  to  General  Gordon 
and  his  Mission  have  gradually  deve- 
loped themselves  in  the  communioationa 
that  have  been  made  to  us.  I  would 
ask  the  attention  of  the  House  for  one 
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moment  to  tbese  extracts  from  the  offi- 
cial communications  made  to  us.  In  the 
Queen^s  Speech  of  the  5th  of  February 
we  were  told  that  Her  Majesty  had 
offered  the  Eg:yptian  Government  such 
counsels  aa  were  required  by  a  prudent 
regard  to  the  amount  of  its  financial  re- 
sources, fuid  to  the  social  condition  of 
the  country — 

*'  I  htive  nl"'  '  • '"'^h^jfl  Mnjor-rTeneral  Gor- 
don to  PDpor  st  Ttieanii  of  givinjaf  effect 
to  the  ret»olii  'hQ  Khodivo  to  withdraw 
from  the  Interior  of  the  Soudan.'* 

Have  we  ever  received  any  Report  that 
answers  to  this  desoription  ?  I  doubt  very 
much  indeed  whether  the  Report  he  did 
give  at  all  answers  to  that  description. 
At  all  events,  General  Gordon  went  to  the 
Boudan,  as  he  afterwards  tells  us,  with 
the  full  expectation  that  he  was  to  be 
supported  by  the  Government.  He  went 
out  to  a  position  of  very  great  peril  and 
very  great  responsibility  ;  and  from  the 
cammunicationswith  which  we  have  been 
favoured  by  him  up  to  the  time  when 
communications  were  practically  broken 
oft*,  it  appears  that  lie  had  found,  by  de- 
gi*ees  and  step  by  fttop,  that  he  was  not 
to  receive  that  support  upon  which  he 
had  calculated,  and  upon  which  he  had 
founded  his  hopes  and  his  plans  for  con- 
ducting the  operations  that  he  under- 
took. However,  time  went  on,  and 
late  in  last  Session,  on  the  5th  of 
Aug'ust,  Her  Majesty's  Government  came 
down  to  the  House  and  proposed  a 
Supplementary  Vote,  not  exceeding 
£300,000,  to  enable  Her  Majesty  to 
un delta ke  operations  for  the  relief  of 
General  Gordon,  and  to  make  certain 
preparations  in  resyject  thereof  if  they 
should  become  necessary.  We  are  not 
told  what  has  occurred  since,  but  are 
now  informed  that  the  energy,  courage, 
and  resource  conspicuously  display  ml  by 
General  Gordon  in  the  successful  d«^fence 
of  Khartoum  deserve  Her  Majesty ^s 
warm  recognition.  We  had  heard 
nothing  of  the  successful  defence  of 
Khartoum  up  to  ibis  point,  and  it 
occurs  to  me  to  ask  what  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  with  regard  to 
Khartoum,  What  is  it  that  General 
Gordon  is  doing  there  which  deserves 
Her  Majesty's  recognition,  and  yet 
which  is  consistent  with  the  communica- 
tions which  were  made  before  he  went 
out,  when  it  ^vas  understood  that  Khar- 
toum was  to  be  abandoned  ?  We  want 
lo  know  what  is  the  real  state  of  the 


case ;  and  I  presume,  at  all  events,  that 
when  application  is  made  to  us  for 
money  we  shall  obtain  full  information 
on  the  subject.  But  I  think  it  would 
be  desirable  if  earlier  than  that  we 
could  receive  from  the  Government  some 
intelligible  statement  of  what  the  exact 
position  of  General  Gordon  and  of  our 
forces  respectively  are  in  Egypt,  What 
is  the  plan  that  they  have  in  view,  and 
what  is  the  intention  with  which  that 
plan  is  framed  ?  Then  with  regard  to 
another  matter  connected  with  Egypt. 
I  find  that  on  the  1 4th  of  August,  at  the 
close  of  the  Session,  Her  Majesty  made 
reference  to  the  failure  of  the  Conference 
upon  the  finances  of  Egypt,  and  pro- 
ceeded to  say^ — 

*•  I  shall  continue  to  fulfil  with  fidelity  tho 
duties  which  grow  out  of  the  presence  of  my 
troops  in  the  valley  of  the  Nile;  and  I  trust 
thitt  th*3  speciftl  mission,  which  I  havo  deter* 
mined  upon  »eoding  to  that  country,  may  ma- 
terifiUy  aid  me  in  coneidering  what  counsels  to 
tpudcr  to  tho  Egyptian  (TOYernment,  and  what 
steps  to  adopt  in  connection  with  that  country.  % 

Are  we  to  receive  any  communication  aa 
to  what  the  effect  of  thie  special  Mission 
has  been?  Are  we  to  be  told  what  Lord 
North  brook  advised  ?  Are  we  to  have 
Papers  laid  before  us  ?  We  know  that 
in  the  course  of  last  Session  a  Conference 
was  summoned,  and  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  was  represented  at  that 
Conference,  and  we  know  that  that  Con- 
ference failed  in  its  result.  We  know 
also  that  there  were  in  connection  with 
that  Conference  very  important  proposals 
made  and  very  important  communica- 
liona  between  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  that  of  France.  But  we  do 
not  know  what  has  happened  since — we 
do  not  know  at  aU  in  what  position 
matters  stand.  We  were  told  that  they 
were  urgent  then,  and  they  cannot  be 
less  urgent  now,  unless  something  has 
happened  of  which  we  have  no  idea,  and 
it  is  very  important  that  we  should  be 
told  at  the  very  earliest  moment  what  is 
the  position  of  the  Government  in  regard 
to  Egyptian  affairs,  and  when  informa- 
tion ia  to  be  given  to  n^  on  the  snbject. 
I  have  no  doubt  the  Government  will 
give  an  early  day  for  bringing  this 
matter  before  us  in  a  Constitutional  and 
proper  manner  when  they  ask  for  the 
Vote  in  Supply,  But  we  must  not  be 
content  with  merely  having  a  discussion 
upon  the  Vote  in  Supply  for  the  militorj 
operations.  We  ought  to  have  an 
opportunity  of  considering  the  informa- 
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tion  which  no  doubt  will  be  presented 
to  us  in  regard  to  the  Egyptian  policy 
generally,  and  the  policy  which  cannot 
be  discussed  upon  a  mere  question  of 
Supply.  I  hope,  therefore,  that  the 
Government  will  find  time  to  enable  the 
House  to  discuss  that  policy  fairly  and 
fully.  There  is  another  matter  men- 
tioned in  Her  Majesty's  Speech,  and 
upon  which  there  is  very  great  and  very 
natural  anxiety — I  mean  the  condition 
of  affairs  in  South  Africa.  The  hon. 
Member  for  East  Cumberland  (Mr.  S. 
Howard),  in  his)  speech,  gave  U6  some 
information — I  do  not  know  whether  it 
Is  to  be  regarded  as  o£B.oial — that  pre- 
parations are  already  being  made  for 
military  operations  in  the  Transvaal.  I 
think  we  ought  to  be  told  whether  that 
is  so,  and  we  ought  to  have  full  informa- 
tion on  that  subject.  But  I  observe  it  is 
stated  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  that 
Papers  are  to  be  presented  on  that  sub- 
ject; and  therefore  I  do  not  think  it 
necessary  for  me  now  to  go  further  into 
the  question,  or  to  refer  to  it  more,  than 
to  make  a  note  of  it  as  one  which  it  will 
be  our  duty  to  further  consider  on 
another  occasion.  One  other  point  there 
is  which  I  must  notice,  because  it  is  not 
included  in  the  Speech.  I  think  that  if 
the  information  that  we  have  received  in 
the  public  journals  is  correct,  it  is  a 
matter  of  great  interest,  on  which  we 
naturally  expect  some  information.  We 
are  informed  that  the  Government  have 
agreed  to  join,  with  the  other  Powers,  a 
Conference  on  the  subject  of  the  Congo 
and  of  West  Africa.  [Mr.  Gladstone 
dissented.]  I  see  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man appears  to  dissent  from  that.  I 
can  only  say  that  the  statement  is  made 
and  published ;  and  if  not  true,  it  is  well 
that  attention  should  be  called  to  the 
subject,  because  the  matter  is  one  of 
considerable  importance,  and  of  great 
interest  to  the  commercial  community  of 
this  country,  and  in  regard  to  the 
civilization  of  Western  Africa,  as  well  as, 
indeed,  of  very  great  interest  generally 
to  all  those  who  are  anxious  for  the  pro- 
motion and  extension  of  civilization 
generally;  and  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  be  in  a  position  to  give 
the  House  eome  information  as  to  the 
position  of  affairs  in  that  part  of  the 
world. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  there  has 
been  a  perfect  calmness  of  tone  per- 
vading the   speech   of  the   right  hon. 
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Gentleman,  which  I  shall  endeavour  to 
imitate.  It  appears  to  me  that  it  is 
wise  that  we  should  keep  as  nearly  as 
we  can  to  the  ancient  custom  of  Parlia- 
ment in  regard  to  discussions  on  the 
Address.  Polemical  discussion  cannot 
possibly  lead  on  this  occasion  to  any  re- 
sult ;  and  the  premature  entrance  into  it 
has  no  other  effect,  I  think,  than  that  of 
rendering  it  more  difficult  to  deal  with 
the  practical  issues  when  the  proper 
time  for  them  arrives.  I  therefore 
thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I 
will  endeavour  to  follow  the  good  ex- 
ample he  has  set.  The'  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman began  his  speech  with  a  just 
and  grateful  compliment  to  my  hon. 
Friends  the  Mover  and  the  Seconder  of  the 
Address  for  the  ability  with  which  they 
discharged  their  difficult  task.  In  that 
compliment  I  entirely  concur ;  and  the 
only  difference  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  I  should  make  is  this — that 
he  thought  it  necessary  to  draw  a  dis- 
tinction between  the  Mover  and  the  Se- 
conder, which  distinction  I  am  not  dis- 
posed to  draw  at  all.  I  perfectly  admit 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  the 
entire  right  to  express  his  own  opinion 
upon  matters  that  were  said  by  either  of 
those  Gentlemen ;  but  he  will  agree 
with  me  that,  on  the  occasion  of  moving 
and  seconding  the  Address,  there  is  in- 
'variably  allowed  to  the  two  Gentlemen 
who  perform  that  Office,  by  the  kindness 
and  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  a 
certain  degree  of  licence,  a  certain  de- 
gree of  latitude — I  will  not  say  licence 
— and  the  sentiments  they  utter  are 
by  no  means  to  be  taken  as  adopted 
by  the  House  simply  because  the  House 
concurs  in  the  Motion  which  they  make. 
With  that  observation  I  think  the  House 
will  not  be  of  opinion  that  that  liberty 
was  exceeded  on  the  present  occasion; 
and,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
both  my  hon.  Friends  showed  them- 
selves to  be  possessed  of  a  power  of 
speech  well  entitling  them,  when  they 
think  fit,  to  take  part  in  the  debates  and 
discussions  of  the  House.  In  referring 
to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man I  will  notice  first,  because  I  can 
very  briefly  dispose  of  it,  the  reference 
to  the  subject  of  the  Congo — a  Confer- 
ence which  goes  beyond  the  subject  of 
the  Congo — and  I  rather  think  the  ex- 
pression, though  I  atn  not  quite  sure,  is 
that  the  subject  of  it  embraces  Western 
Africa  in  general.  I  am  not  quite  sure  of 
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the  phrase ;  but  in  substance  I  helieve  I 
am  correct.  It  was  impossible  for  us  to 
advise?  any  reference  to  that  subject  in 
the  Speech  of  Her  Majesty,  because  it 
had  not  reached  such  a  stage  of  ripeness 
as  would  have  enabled  us  to  make  a 
positive  communication  to  the  House. 
It  was  felt  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  be  necessary  to  obtain  certain 
proUminarj'  information,  and  that  pre- 
liminary information  was  only  obtniuod 
in  such  time  as  to  enable  the  acceptance 
of  the  proposal  for  a  Conference  to  go 
from  this  country  eo  lately  as  yesterday, 
fi'om  which  the  rigrbt  hou.  (lentlemaa 
will  perceive  that  we  were  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  make  a  communication  to  the 
House  thi'ough  the  medium  of  the 
speech.  I  believe  we  shall  be  able  to 
lay  information  on  the  subject  before 
the  House  very  shortly,  and  I  think  the 
House  will  find  that  the  subject  opens 
hopeful  and  not  unpleasant  prospects  to 
the  country,  so  far  as  we  are  able  to 
estimate  what  may  probably  be  the 
attitude  of  the  Powers  on  this  subject. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred 
with  a  just  reserve  to  the  subject  of 
South  Africa.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Mover  of  the  Address  aimed,  I  think,  at 
depicting  what  he  deemed  to  be  a  just 
position  on  this  subject — ^namely,  that 
vo  ought  to  make  up  our  own  minds  as 
to  that  which  we  deem  to  be  necessary, 
either  for  the  honour  or  for  the  just  in- 
terests of  the  country ;  and,  having  made 
up  our  minds,  to  adhere  firmly  to  the  in- 
tention 80  formed.  That  is,  I  believe,  a 
perfectly  accurate  description  of  the  pre- 
sent position.  In  framing  the  Conven- 
tion of  1884,  we  certainly  endeavoured 
to  proceed  on  the  lines  of  moderation  ; 
but  that  was  with  the  view  that^  having 
proceeded  on  those  lines,  the  stipulations 
contained  in  that  Convention  mast  be 
respected,  and  it  would  be  our  duty  both 
ourselves  to  adhere  to  them,  and  likewise 
to  expect,  and  if  necessary  require,  that 
they  should  be  adhered  to  by  others. 
That  is  the  direction  in  which  it  will  be 
our  duty  to  move.  We  shall  move  in 
that  direction,  and  I  think,  as  far  as  we 
are  able  to  judge,  in  entire  concurrence 
and  harmony  with  the  Government  of 
Capo  Colony ;  and  I  must  say,  although 
rocent  events  have  been  in  certain  re- 
spects painful,  yet  I  will  not  assume  that 
they  have  yet  received  their  final  colour, 
even  as  far  as  the  Transvaal  is  concerned, 
while  I  think  we  may  contemplate  with 


great  satisfaction  this  important  fact — 
that,  perhaps  for  the  first  occasion  in  the 
recent  history  of  South  African  contro- 
versy, there  is  a  general  sentiment  in  the 
population  as  to  the  course  of  policy  that 
ought  to  be  pursued,  and  the  old  dis- 
tinction of  Dutch  feeling  and  Anglican 
feel  tug,  so  far  as  our  information  yet 
goes,  is  no  longer  in  existence.  I  am 
not  speaking  of  the  pojiulation  of  the 
Capo  Colony.  I  must  not  speak  as  if  we 
were  in  possession  of  final  and  complete 
information.  The  House  will  recollect 
that  these  matters  are  transmitted  by 
telegraph,  which,  although  it  has  the 
advantage  in  giving  us  information  at 
an  extremely  early  date,  y^t  neceesarily 
limits  its  character  as  comparfKi  with 
that  given  by  the  old  method.  But,  so 
far  as  our  knowledge  goes,  I  think  I  am 
justified  in  the  statement  I  have  made  to 
the  House.  With  regard  to  the  subject 
of  Egypt,  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  oh- 
served  that  we  had  promised  information 
in  the  shape  of  Papers  as  far  as  Houth 
Africa  is  concerned ;  but  that  we  had 
made  no  similar  promise  with  regard  to 
Egypt.  The  reason  is  a  very  simple 
one.  In  the  case  of  South  Africa,  Papers 
are  laid  on  the  Table  from  time  to  time ; 
but  in  the  case  of  Egypt  there  has  been 
an  almost  constant  and  scarcely  inter- 
mittent flow ;  and  although  it  is  per- 
fectly true  that  there  is  no  reference  to 
the  subject  of  Papers  in  the  Speech, 
y^t  Papers  have  actually  been  laid  be- 
fore the  House  by  my  noble  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs.  Those  Papers,  I  believe,  will 
come  down  to  the  end  of  September, 
and  will  include  general  information 
with  respect  to  Egypt,  excepting  those 
matters  in  connection  with  finance  which 
are  specially  embraced  in  the  function 
of  Lord  Northbrook,  and  particularly,  I 
will  say,  they  will  give  to  the  House  the 
latest  information  which  we  have  ob- 
tained from  General  Gordon.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  observed  that  we  have 
been  silent  for  a  long  period  respecting 
General  Gordon,  It  is  quite  true,  and  the 
reason  why  we  were  silent  was  a  very 
good  reason — a  reason  applicable  to  the 
conduct  both  of  Governments  and  in- 
dividuals with  great  advantage ;  and  it 
18,  they  should  be  silent  when  they  havo 
n othin  g  to  say.  T  he  ex  t raord  in ary  d i  ffi - 
cultiee  which  General  Gordon  has  had 
to  cope  with  have  had  the  effect  of  keep- 
ing Her  Majesty^a  Government  and  the 
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oountrj  in  almost  entire  ignorance,  not 
so  much  of  his  position,  but  of  his  views. 
"We  have  had  from  other  parts  inciden- 
tally, casually,  but  still  in  no  inconsider- 
able quantity  taken  together,  indications 
as  to  his  actual  position,  so  far  as  se- 
cuiity  is  concerned  ;  but  with  respect  to 
his  views,  I  may  say  that  until  the  ar- 
rival of  telegrams  perfectly  recent  we 
have  no  means  of  pronouncing  upon 
them.  In  these  circumstances,  the  course 
we  have  taken  is,  that  never  has  a  dis- 
paraging or  questioning  word  passed 
from  the  mouth,  so  far  as  I  know,  of 
any  Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. I  did  think  it  unfortunate  when 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  himself,  at  a 
very  early  period  of  the  last  Session, 
thought  it  necessary  to  say  that  the 
Mission  of  General  Gordon  had  failed. 
I  protested  against  that  declaration  at 
the  time,  because  I  felt  this — that  the 
Mission  of  General  Gordon  must  not  be 
oonsidered  merely  with  reference  to 
what  it  achieved ;  but  also  with  refer- 
ence to  what  it  prevented.  We  must 
remember  the  tremendous  dangers  af- 
fecting the  whole  of  Egypt,  possibly 
affecting  countries  beyond  Egypt,  which 
the  great  catastrophe  which  happened 
to  the  army  of  General  Hicks  in  No- 
vember last  appeared  to  threaten.  The 
whole  of  these  dangers  have  been  ar- 
rested, and  the  evQ  has  been  kept  within 
local  limits  through  the  action  of  Ge- 
neral Gordon ;  and  even  if  this  result 
had  been  the  only  result,  it  was  one  of 
the  greatest  importance  with  reference 
to  the  welfare  of  Egypt,  and  with  refer- 
ence to  the  state  of  the  Eastern  portion 
of  the  world.  I  will  only,  on  the  present 
occasion,  refer  very  briefly  to  one  or  two 
matters  mentioned  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  that  within  a  short  time  after  the 
Mission  of  General  Gordon  took  place 
he  found  he  was  not  to  be  supported. 
Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  re- 
collect— I  do  not  remember  the  precise 
date,  I  think  the  8th  of  April,  but  I  am 
not  quite  sure— a  telegram  was  received 
from  General  Gordon,  in  which  he  ez- 
preesed  his  warm  thanks  for  the  support 
he  had  received.  I  think  it  was  earlier 
than  the  8th  of  April— p'  No,  no !"]— at 
any  rate,  on  a  certain  day  he  expressed 
his  warm  thanks  for  that  support.  What 
happened?  Almost  immediately  after- 
wards General  Gordon  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  centre  his  policy,  and  found  his 
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policy  upon  the  Mission  of  Zebehr  Pasha. 
With  regard  to  that  Mission,  that  was 
undoubtedly  a  great  and  sudden  change 
of  opinion  on  the  part  of  General  Gor- 
don, because  very  shortly  before  he  had 
deprecated  in  the  strongest  manner  the 
Mission  of  Zebehr  Pasha.  Whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were,  right  or 
wrong  in  declining  to  send  Zebehr  Pasha, 
they  were  perfectly  aware  that  it  was 
fraught  with  great  embarrassment  to  Ge- 
neral Gordon,  and  great  difficulty  was 
introduced  into  their  relations  with  Ge- 
neral Gordon.  But  I  may  remind  the 
House,  in  the  first  place,  of  the  state  of 
opinion  which  prevailed  here  with  re- 
spect to  the  Mission  of  Zebehr  Pasha — 
such  a  state  of  opinion  that  I  very  much 
doubt  whether  at  that  time  one-tenth 
part  of  this  House  would  have  been 
ready  to  support  or  tolerate  that  Mis- 
sion. Secondly,  I  must  observe  this — 
it  is  a  most  important  point — when,  un- 
happily, it  came  about  that  immediately 
after  we  were  obliged  to  make  that  ab- 
rupt refusal,  there  came  the  interrup- 
tion of  the  telegraph,  and  the  impossi- 
bility of  communicating  with  him  and- 
putting  him  in  possession  of  our  ideas, 
or  receiving  his  ideas;  and  therefore 
there  was  much  doubt,  much  embarrass- 
ment, and  a  state  of  opinion  which  I 
think  it  may  be  said  that  those  who 
differed  from  us  were  not  slow  to 
profit  by,  and  to  lay  numerous  charges 
against  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
However,  Sir,  that,  happily,  has  passed 
by,  and  we  are  enabled  to  state  what 
we  think  with  respect  to  the  astonishing 
gallantry  and  resource  displayed  by  Ge- 
neral Gordon.  The  House  does  not 
commit  itself,  on  the  occasion  of  an  Ad- 
dress of  this  kind,  to  a  single  sentiment 
that  is  contained  in  the  Speech,  and  I 
think  it  is  well  that  the  House  should 
not  deviate  from  that  form  of  proceed- 
ing, because  the  precedent  might  be 
dangerous;  but  I  am  quite  sure  that 
among  those  who  hear  me  there  are 
many  who  would  very  gladly  concur  in 
the  sentmient  of  the  Speech  with  regard 
to  General  Gordon  if  the  form  of  our 
proceedings  permitted  of  such  a  course, 
and  that  the  House,  as  well  as  Her  Ma- 
jesty, is  of  opinion  that  the  energy, 
courage,  and  resources  so  conspicuouslj 
displayed  by  him  deserve  warm  acknow- 
ledgment. It  is  asked  what  we  mean 
by ''painful  uncertainties."  We  might, 
perhaps,  if  we  had  not  been  a&aid  in  a 
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I  difficult  of  placing  too  cheerful 

IT   upon    iritelligenc*0 — wfj  might 

bare  advised  that  tfie  Speech  from  the 
Throne  tiliould  say  that  the  general  tone 
and  tendency  of  the  recent  intelligence 
from  the  Soudan  was  eatieiaftory.  I 
thiuk,  at  any  rate,  it  ia  not  going  too  far 
for  a  Minister  to  express  that  opinion  in 
th©  Speechi  of  course  with  the  reserve 
that  must  necessarily  attach  to  any  opi- 
Dion  founded  on  information  so  imper- 
fect as  is  oure,  and  amidst  so  many 
uncertaintieB  as  attach  to  a  set  of  cir- 
eumstanoeg  in  a  country  at  that  distance 
and  existing  under  the«e  peculiar  condi- 
is.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
_  ked,  and  was  entitled  to  ask — ^**  What 
3b  you  mean  by  commending  General 
Gordon  for  the  defence  of  Khartoum  ? 
And  ii^  yuur  policy  with  regard  to 
Khartoum  what  it  was?"  Certainly  it 
ia.  There  has  been  no  change  in  the 
policy  of  the  Govornmant  in  ret^ptn  t  to 
Xbartoum,  If  there  had  beun  Budi  a 
change  it  wouM  have  been  the  piimft 
ty  of  the  Govern m out  to  have  made  it 
kown  to  the  House  of  Commons.  But 
iphat  we  understand,  and  believe  to  be 
the  case,  from  the  information  before 
iiB,  is  that  the  defence  of  Khartoum  was 
concluded  by  (reneral  Gordon  to  be  a 
matter  of  absolute  necessity,  not  for  his 
own  eafety  only,  but  likewise  for  the 
aafety  of  those  to  whom  he  was  com* 
mitted,  and  who  had  comoiitted  them- 
selves to  him  in  regard  to  carrying  for- 
ward the  operations  that  were  necessary 
to  hold  oil'  the  assailants  that  surrounded 
him.  That,  8ir,  is  the  reason  why  the 
words  *' defence  of  Khartoum"  are  in- 
troduced into  the  Speech,  and  not  be- 
cause we  consider  there  ought  to  be  a 
retrocessiion  from  the  poliry  previously 
announced.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  now  quite  understand  that  **  painful 
nn certain ti ee  "  refer  merely  to  the  grave 
and  serious  doubts  which  I  am  afraid  I 
must  say  still  hang  over  the  fate  of 
Colonel  Stewart.  That  is  a  subject  on 
which  there  will  be,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  an  universal  feeling  of 
anxiety  and  sympathy;  and  he  will,  I 
think,  feel  that  it  was  a  not  very  unna- 
tural impression  on  our  part  that,  under 
all  the  circumstances,  and  with  the  re- 
markable manner  in  which  Colonel 
Stewart  has  participated  in  theso  gallant 
and  heroic  proceedings^  there  should  be 
that  mention  of  him  in  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne.  I  do  not  think  there  ia  reaaon 


why  we  should  abandon  hope,  though 
the  apprehensions  are  certainly  grave. 
All  that  we  know  about  Colonel  8tL  wart 
is  laid  actually  on  the  Table,  and  will»  I 
trusty  be  in  the  hands  of  Members  in 
the  course  of  a  few  days.  Of  course, 
with  regard  to  the  question  of  support- 
ing General  Gordon,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knows  that  w*'  havo  been 
limited  by  those  peculiar  conditions  of 
climate  attaohing  to  a  country  like 
Egypt,  and  especially  of  the  use  o£  the 
Kiver  Nile  as  a  means  of  military  opera- 
tions. It  has  not  been  a  voluntary  or 
napricious  delay  on  our  part;  hut  we 
Imve  felt  that  it  would  be  improper  to 
expose  a  mass  of  British  soldiers,  in  de- 
fiance of  all  reasonable  calculations  of 
prudence^  even  for  such  an  important 
object  as  conveying  aid  to  General 
Gordon.  It  was  our  duty  to  ascertain^ 
as  far  as  we  could,  what  the  condition  of 
General;  Gordon  was;  and  it  was  our 
duty,  in  considering  how  aid  could  be 
*jupplied  to  him,  to  take  into  view  the 
best  means — even,  under  the  most  fa- 
vourable tircumstances,  means  of  ex- 
treme diflSculty — of  bringing  the  Forces 
of  Her  Majesty  to  the  point  at  which 
their  presence  would  be  useful.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  also  wished  to 
know  what  information  and  when  infor- 
mation would  be  given  with  respect 
to  the  subject  of  Lord  Northbrook'g 
Mission.  The  present  position  of  tliat 
matter  is  as  nearly  as  possible  this — We 
are  under  the  belief  that  Lord  North- 
brook  will  quit  Alexandria  to-murrow» 
and  that  the  space  of  about  a  week 
would  bring  him  back,  I  hope,  safe  and 
pound,  to  this  country,  I  need  not  say 
that  it  was  his  duty  to  avail  himself  of 
the  whole  time  of  his  stay  in  Egypt— 
during  which  he  really  displayed  an 
activity  that  we  have  viewed  with  plea- 
sure, but  with  some  surprise  at  the 
amount  of  fatigue  he  was  able  to 
undergo— it  was  his  duty  to  avail  him- 
self of  the  whole  of  that  time  before  en- 
deavouring to  bring  into  shape  the 
important  recommendations  that  he  may 
have  to  make.  No  doubt,  shortly  after 
he  returns  he  will  have  those  recom- 
mendations in  form.  It  will  be  the  duty 
of  the  Government,  and,  in  paint  of 
fact,  the  policy  of  the  Government  indi- 
cates that  the  Government  recognize  the 
necessity  of  giving  to  these  recommenda- 
tions their  immediate  oon.M'lDr.ittnn  ;  and 
the  result   of    that  consideration,    and 
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the  steps  they  may  think  fit  to  take 
in  prosecution  of  it,  will  be  made 
the  subject  of  the  earliest  practi- 
cable communication  to  Parliament.  I 
pass,  then,  to  another  question  —  the 
great  subject  that  has  attracted  the 
heart  and  mind  of  the  country,  espe- 
cially within  the  last  two  months — I 
mean  the  representation  of  the  people. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  criticized  the 
expressions  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Seconder  of  the  Address  in  his  able 
speech ;  but  I  think  there  was  an  omis- 
sion in  his  critical  notice  which  he  will 
forgive  me  if  I  supply.  He  cannot,  I 
think,  have  failed  to  observe  that  while 
my  hon.  Friend — both  my  hon.  Friends 
—delivered  their  own  opinions  conscien- 
tiously and  clearly  in  respect  to  the  duty 
of  the  Government,  and  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  follow  a  certain  course  of 
policy,  they  both  of  them,  in  the  strictest 
manner — and  certainly  the  Seconder  no 
less  than  the  Mover  of  the  Address — ab- 
stained from  anything  that  could  by 
possibility  be  construed  as  a  menace  to 
the  House  of  Lords.  Now,  considering 
that  the  subject  of  menace  to  the  House 
of  Lords  has  been  long  the  greatest  and 
most  favourite  topic  of  complaint,  I 
think  I  am  right  in  taking  note  of,  and 
recording,  that  undeniable  feature  of  the 
speeches  of  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of 
the  Address.  Now,  what  am  I  to  say 
of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  upon  this  subject?  He 
was  pleased  to  take  notice  of  what  he 
thought  an  improvement  in  the  tone  of 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne.  He  said 
that — "  The  Speech  from  the  Throne  in 
February  directed  our  attention  particu- 
larly to  the  Franchise  Bill;  while  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  at  present 
directs  our  attention  to  the  subject  of 
the  representation  of  the  people,  which 
may  include  a  Bill  for  the  redistribution 
of  seats,  or  any  other  portion  of  the 
ereat  question  of  Parliamentary  Re- 
form." The  doubt,  the  friendly  doubt, 
that  has  arisen  in  the  mind  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  is  to  know  whether  we 
intend  to  depart  from  the  course  we  took 
in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament.  Now, 
Sir,  as  far  as  that  doubt  is  concerned — 
and  a  certain  degree  of  pain  generally 
accompanies  the  existence  of  doubt  on 
an  important  subject — I  can  [relieve  the 
mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and, 
in  fact,  I  believe  I  had  relieved  it  by  the 
Notice  I  have  given  to-night  that  to- 
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morrow  it  will  be  my  duty  to  move  for 
leave  of  the  House  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for 
amending  the  Eepresentation  of  the 
People,  which  is  precisely  the  same  title 
that  was  given  to  the  Franchise  Bill  last 
Session.  I  observe  the  technical  words. 
If  I  had  given  it  more  briefly  it  would 
have  been  a  Notice  to  ask  leave  for  to- 
morrow to  introduce  the  Franchise  Bill. 
The  House  will,  I  hope,  make  no  diffi- 
culty in  giving  leave  for  its  introduction. 
It  will  then  have  the  Bill  in  its  hands, 
and  then,  no  doubt,  it  will  be  perfectly 
legitimate  for  any  Gentleman  who  thinks 
it  his  duty  to  make  observations,  with 
whatever  scope  and  breadth  he  may 
think  fit,  on  the  subject  of  that  Bill. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  used  some 
conciliatory  words,  of  which,  1  am  afraid, 
I  must  test  the  value.  Nothing  could 
be  more  gentle  than  the  tone  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman;  and  I  trust  it 
will  be  felt,  even  by  the  younger  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  who  have  not  yet 
had  as  much  experience  as  some  of  us 
have  had  of  what  may  be  called  Parlia- 
mentary vicissitudes,  and  the  real  diffi- 
culties of  carrying  on  public  affairs.  I 
trust  it  may  be  felt  that  the  difficulties 
in  which  we  stand  involve  grave,  serious, 
and  solemn  responsibilities;  and  that, 
whatever  opinions  we  may  entertain, 
and  whatever  conclusions  we  may  feel 
ourselves  compelled  to  abide  by,  the 
maintenance  of  that  gentleness  and 
quietness  of  tone,  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  set  us  a  good  ex- 
ample to-night,  is  a  duty  incumbent  on 
all  hon.  Members  of  this  House.  Now, 
Sir,  what  is,  after  all,  the  contention  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman?  He  says 
there  are  two  parts  of  this  subject.  He 
thinks  that  the  effort  of  Parliament 
ought  to  be  how  to  bring  about  a  proper 
system  of  representation  ;  and  that  this 
cannot  be  done  unless  the  two  parts  of  . 
the  subject — extension  of  the  franchise 
and  the  redistribution  of  seats — are 
combined  together ;  they  must  be  con- 
sidered together ;  they  must  be  treated 
as  one  subject ;  and  he  earnestly  trusts 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
consent  to  treat  them  as  one  subject. 
What  is  the  meaning  of  these  words? 
In  one  sense,  and  that  a  most  substantial 
sense,  it  has  always  been  our  desire  to 
treat  them  as  one  subject ;  and  here  I 
ought  to  refer  to  a  particular  observa- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with 
regard  to  the  phraseology  of  the  Speech. 
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It  speaks  of  Parliament  as  beiDg  brought 
together  to  considor  tho  great  suhjoct  of 
tlie  representation  of  the  people  in  Par- 
liameDt.  Well,  Sir,  what  doe?  that 
mean  ?  Supposing  we  Imvo  our  way — 
supi>08ing  thut  what  wo  think  the  dic- 
tates of  wisdom  and  prudence  found 
their  way  to  the  minds  of  those  who  are 
concerned— supposing  that,  in  conse- 
quence, the  subject  of  the  franchise  is 
disposed  of  without  difficulty — does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  suppose  that  we 
should  be  stickling  for  time  on  the  sub- 
ject of  rediatributioa  ?  On  the  contrary, 
there  is  no  degree  of  pressure  that  could 
be  applied  to  us  to  which  wc  should  not 
readily  answer.  It  would  have  been 
most  improper  if  we  had  advised  the 
Crown  to  confine  the  Speech  to  the  sub* 
ject  of  the  franchise.  It  would  have 
been  as  good  as  paying  that  we  totally 
excluded  the  hope  of  that  reasonal>le 
accommodation  which,  we  trust,  may  be 
obtained^so  ranch  so  that  we,  quite  as 
much  as  he,  from  the  language  of  the 
Speech,  desire  to  treat  these  two  great 
portions — not  tbo  only  portions — but 
these  two  great  portions  of  the  question 
of  Eeform  as  one  subject,  but  as  one 
subject,  tho  parts  of  wliich  are  to  l*e 
taken  in  their  prox^er  order,  and  aro  not 
to  be  so  disposed  and  accumulated  one 
upon  the  top  of  the  other,  so  that  tbo 
safety  of  tho  whole  shall  be  endangered. 
It  is  but  right  that,  without  anger  or 
waniith,  I  should  express  whnt  I  sorrow- 
fully believe  to  be  the  true  construction 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  words. 
I  am  afraid  that  the  true  construction  of 
his  words  is  this — that  by  what  he 
has  called,  and  fairly  called^  his  mOi«t 
**  earnest  trust,"  and  with  the  most 
winning  gentleness  of  phrase,  he  simply 
asks  the  majority  in  this  House  to 
abandon,  after  the  experience  of  the 
last  two  months,  tho  course  which  they 
took  without  and  before  the  experience 
of  the  last  two  months.  That  is  the 
request  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman. 
The  lequest  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, I  am  afraid,  is  this — **  Adopt  our 
views,  pursue  our  methods  of  proceeding, 
recede  from  every  declaration  you  have 
made ;  turn  topsy-turvey  all  that  yon 
have  said  about  the  absolute  necessity 
for  the  purpose  of  practically  getting 
through  the  subject  of  separating  and 
aeveriag  the  Bill  upon  seats  and  the 
Bill  upon  franchise,  and  then,  when 
you   have  gone  through  that  process, 
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and  undertaken  to  wear  a  white  sheet, 
you  may  rely  upon  it  that  wc,  the 
minority  in  this  House  and  the  miijority 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  having  completely 
conquered  you,  and  completely  dis- 
credited and  dishonourt'd  you  in  the 
face  of  those  to  whom  you  have  made 
contrary  prof  essions,  shall  be  most  happy 
to  concur  with  you  in  carrying  into  eliect 
what  you  propose."  Now,  Sir,  is  that 
a  hopeful  state  of  things?  Am  I  wrong 
in  my  construction  of  the  speech  of  tho 
right  hon,  Qenlleman  ?  I  would  wish 
with  all  my  heart  that  some  of  those 
interruptions,  some  of  those  cries  of 
*'  No,  no,  no  I  '*  that  wo  occasionally  hear 
from  varioua  quarters  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House,  were  at  this  moment 
to  arrest  ray  progress  and  assure  me  that 
I  am  wrong.  But  I  see  hon,  Grentleraen, 
likethe  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  sitting  perfectly  satisfied 
with  what  I  have  said.  They  will  for- 
give the  musical  and  gentle  tones  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  which  his 
intentions  are  declared  for  the  sake  of 
the  substance  contained  beneath  them. 
How  does  this  matter  really  stand  ?  I 
must,  after  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  said*  say  a  few  words  on  my 
view  of  the  case,  and  what  I  Ihink  is  the 
view  of  the  Government,  They  shall  be 
very  few  ;  but  they  will  fulfil  the  pledge 
I  gave ;  they  will  contain  nothing  that 
ought  to  irritate  or  otfend,  nor  will  they 
attempt  to  discuss  the  question ;  thoy 
will  simply  aim  at  making  plain  and  in- 
telligible the  situation  in  which  we  stand. 
There  has  been  some  reference  to-nig^ht, 
in  one  of  the  speeches,  to  the  conduct  of 
the  people  in  the  course  of  the  wonder- 
fully active  and  extended  gatherings  and 
diacussions  on  this  great  subject.  There 
were  few,  hut  still  there  were  certain, 
exceptions  to  the  order  and  mildness  of 
conduct  which  have  marked  the  whole 
conduct  of  the  nation  upon  the  sub- 
ject.  With  regard  to  these  exceptions, 
I  learn,  like  others,  through  the  news- 
papers, what  has  happened  at  Birming- 
ham ;  and,  again,  I  learnt,  if  possible, 
with  even  greater  regret,  what  happened 
personally  to  Lord  Salisbury.  1  then 
leamt,  though  it  came  from  the  other 
side,  of  the  outrages  that  had  taken 
place  in  the  city  of  Portadown  in  Ire- 
land.  For  my  part,  if  I  refer  to  this 
subject,  I  must  refer  to  it  first  with 
a  strong  expression  of  my  extreme  ad- 
miration of  the  general  conduct  of  the 
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people  with  regard  to  the  whole  matter. 
They  have  shown  the  greatest  triumph 
of  civilization  in  the  capacity  of  the 
masses  of  the  nation — sometimes  greater, 
sometimes  smaller  —  to  meet  together 
and  to  discuss  questions  of  the  deepest 
interest,  on  which  the  strongest  ditfer- 
ence  prevailed,  and  yet  show  respect 
for  every  difference  of  opinion,  and, 
above  all,  to  maintain  absolutely  the 
laws  of  order.  I  will  not  do  what  I 
might  be  tempted  to  do,  and  will  not 
express  my  regret  about  the  language 
and  the  proceedings  that  might  have 
been  connected  with  the  origin  of  these 
infractions  of  order ;  I  reserve  any  criti- 
cism of  that  kind  until  the  period  when 
the  subject  can  be  controversially  de- 
bated, which  it  cannot  be  by  me  to-night. 
I  wish  to  record  in  the  strongest  man- 
ner my  disapproval — I  may  say  my  grave 
condemnation — of  all  breaches  of  order 
in  connection  with  this  question,  even 
under  circumstances  of  temptation,  or 
even  incitement.  The  line  between  order 
and  disorder  is  a  de6nite  line — the  ques- 
tion of  what  is  incitement  and  what  is 
provocation  is  open  to  argument  and 
dispute ;  but  the  line  of  order  is  a  defi- 
nite line,  and  the  maintenance  of  it  is 
necessary  for  the  honour  of  the  people. 
I  should  condemn  any  disorder  in  point 
of  policy ;  and  I  should  condemn  it  on 
principle  if  I  did  not  believe  it  to  be  in- 
expedient. On  this  subject  I  am  certain 
I  speak  the  sentiments  of  my  Colleagues 
as  well  as  my  own.  What  is  the  posi- 
tion in  which  we  stand  with  regard  to 
this  great  and  solemn  subject?  We 
have,  on  the  one  hand,  a  considerable 
majority  in  the  House  of  Lords  which 
has  not  faced  the  plain  question  of  affir- 
mative or  negative,  but  which  has,  by  a 
collateral  movement,  arrested  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Franchise  Bill.  We  have, 
on  the  other  hand,  a  large  majority  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  a  majority  so 
large  that  on  the  third  reading  it  was 
not  thought  fit  to  challenge  the  delivery 
of  the  Speaker's  opinion  that  the  '^Ayes 
have  it.  I  know  that  we  had  a  discus- 
sion in  which  it  appeared,  on  the  testi- 
mony of  two  perfectly  credible  and  most 
respectable  Gentlemen,  that  both  of  them 
had  uttered  a  negative;  but  I  do  not 
think  that  either  of  them  disguises  the 
fact  that  the  negative  was  so  uttered 
that  it  was  not  meant  to  reach  the  Chair ; 
and  negatives  that  do  not  reach  the 
Chair— -I  believe  I  am  speaking  sound 
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Parliamentary  Law  in  saying — are  no 
negatives  at  all.  Well,  Sir,  that  is  our 
view  of  the  position  of  the  two  powers 
that  stand  face  to  face ;  and,  disguise  it 
how  you  may,  the  real  question  is  which 
majority  is  to  prevail.  Our  contention 
is,  Sir,  without  wandering  into  the  prob- 
lems of  abstract  politics  —  our  conten- 
tion is  that  upon  the  facts  of  the  case 
before  us  the  majority  of  this  House 
ought  to  prevail.  Well^  why  ought  it 
to  prevail  ?  What  is  the  function  of  a 
majority  ?  I  own  it  appears  to  me  to  be 
expected  by  some  of  the  Party  opposite 
that  the  minority  is  to  have  the  privileges 
of  the  majority.  What  I  understand  to 
be  the  right  of  the  minority — ^the  positive 
right  of  the  minority — is  the  right  to 
fair,  full,  and  free  dispussion,  so  that 
none  of  its  arguments  may  be  kept  back, 
but  always  placed  fairly  and  fully  in  the 
view  of  the  country.  That  I  understand 
to  be  the  right  of  the  minority.  But, 
Sir,  upon  this  occasion  we  have  at  all 
times  gone  further,  and,  while  firmly 
exerting  the  right  of  the  majority,  and 
determined  never  to  recede  from  it — we 
have  always  admitted,  and  not  only  ad- 
mitted but  asserted,  that  that  right  of 
the  majority  ought  to  be  exercised  in  a 
spirit  of  equity  and  gentleness.  We 
have  always  desired  to  give  every  as- 
surance that  could  be  given ;  we  began 
by  volunteering,  which  was  an  unusual 
step,  declarations  on  the  subject  of  redis- 
tribution, which,  if  they  were  defective, 
were  not  altogether  unimportant.  They 
were,  it  is  true,  my  own  declarations; 
but  in  their  general  scope  they  were  suc- 
cessively taken  up  by  other  Members  of 
the  Government — 1  think  by  two  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  whom  I  now  see 
sitting  on  the  Bench — my  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  and  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain) — 
as  they  were  likewise  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.  Would  it  not  have  been 
a  natural  course,  if  there  had  been  a  dis- 
position on  the  part  of  the  minority  to 
push  matters  forward,  for  them  to  say — 
'^  Your  declarations  are  good  as  far  as 
they  go,  but  they  do  not  go  far  enough, 
or  they  ought  to  go  further ;  you  ought 
to  tell  us  more  about  what  your  inten- 
tions are.'*  Is  it  fair  or  right  that  the 
minority  should  make  upon  the  majority 
demands  which  that  majority  cannot 
concede  without  abandoning  all  its 
most  solemn  pledges?    We  are  ready 
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and  desirous  to  meet  you  by  giving  you 
©very  assurance  as  to  the  procedure 
upoa  rodistributioTj,  which  can  be  given 
without  fatally  mixing  ujj  together  two 
queBtions  over  which,  when  once  mixed, 
we  Bhould  have  lost  all  effective  power 
to  prosecmte  to  an  issue.  What  is  it  that 
you  ask  of  us  ?  It  is  a  surrender  at  dis- 
cretion ;  it  is  a  betrayal  of  the  cause  we 
have  taken  up.  Ask  us— and  then  the 
gentleness  of  tone  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  observed  will  be  even  more 
appropriate  than  it  was  to-night— what 
you  think  we  can  give ;  but  to  ask  us 
to  surrender  at  discretion,  to  ask  ua  to 
pass  under  the  Caudine  Forks,  to  ask 
us,  the  majority,  and  the  large  majority 
of  the  people  who  are  governed  by  re- 
presentative government,  to  give  in  to 
the  small,  the  comparatively  small  mi- 
nority in  this  House  which  did  not  think 
it  necessary  to  assert  its  convictions  on 
the  third  reading  of  this  Bill,  because 
there  is  a  majority  against  it  in  the 
House  of  Lords— do  you,  as  reasonable 
men,  each  in  your  own  Chamber,  think 
that  that  is  a  demand  which  it  is  pos- 
sible for  us  to  meet  ?  That  is  your  con- 
tention ;  what  is  ours?  Our  contention 
is  that  while  we  ought  to  show  all  coii- 
fiideration  for  the  minority^  who,  as  yet, 
have  given  us  no  light  at  all  upon  the 
subject  of  in  what  any  further  considera- 
tion should  be  shown — that  while  we 
are  willing  and  most  desirous  to  f*how  aU 
consideration  for  the  minority,  while  our 
desire  is  to  press  to  the  uttermost  the 
subject  of  Reform,  including  the  subject 
of  redistribution  of  seats,  to  follow  im* 
mediately  upon  the  franchise,  yet  we 
cannot  accede  to  the  terms  which  involve 
the  forfeiture  of  all  otxr  most  solemn 
pledges,  of  all  our  deepest  convictions, 
of  ail  our  most  recent  and  reiterated  do- 
olarations.  Is  our  contention,  after  all, 
80  very  unreasonable  ?  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  see  no  danger  in  the 
state  of  things  that  is  before  him  ?  If 
this  Bill  be  again— I  will  not  say  re- 
jected— but  put  aside  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  does  the  right  hon,  Oentleman 
think  that  when  the  controversy  is  re- 
sumed the  question  of  the  popular  fran- 
chise, with  or  without  redistribution  of 
seats,  will  be  the  only  c^uestion  raised 
before  the  country  ?  \_Am  hon.  MEitBEB  ; 
That  is  a  menace.]  Sir,  I  have  hoped 
against  hope ;  I  have  laboured  with  all 
my  heart,  to  the  best  of  my  ability,  to 
COoEne  this  controversy  within  its  pre- 
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sent  limits.  I  have  no  doubt  there  are 
those  who  would  not  be  sorry  to  extend 
it,  and  I  must  say  their  generosity  in 
consenting  to  allow  me  to  strive  to  limit 
it  I  am  bound  to  acknowledge ;  but  I 
am  sorry  to  say  that  from  those  who 
stand  in  the  position  of  the  Leaders  of 
the  opposite  Party  we  have  heard  no- 
thing down  to  the  present  time  that  en- 
courages me  to  believe  there  can  be  any 
useful  result  from  these  efforts,  I  shall 
persevere  in  them  notwithstanding,  be- 
cause I  am  not  to  assume  that  there  may 
not  be  those  of  different  political  associa- 
tions from  mine,  Members  of  the  Conser- 
vative Party,  but  who,  notwithstanding, 
are  not  willing  to  play  the  rash  game 
of  staking  the  fate  of  their  order  and 
the  balance  of  the  Constitution  on  the 
opinion  they  have  formed  with  regard 
to  the  severance  of  the  franchise  from 
redistribution.  I  have  been  moved  by 
a  double  motive,  and  I  am  moved  by  a 
double  motive  in  what  I  say.  We  have 
met  here — for  what?  Not,  so  far  as  I 
am  aware,  to  discuss  a  new  Franchise 
Bill,  I  frankly  own  I  have  said  all  I 
have  to  say,  I  believe  that  the  whole 
of  those  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  or  very  nearly  the  whole,  have 
said  all  that  they  have  to  say.  01 
course,  they  have  no  right  and  no 
disposition  to  prevent  those  who  think 
otherwise  from  reiterating  their  argu- 
ments if  they  believe  that  those  argu- 
ments are  likely  to  produce  any  useful 
effect;  but  on  every  gi-ound  I  cherish 
the  hope  that  our  discussions  on  the 
Franchise  Bill  may  not  be  greatly  pro- 
longed, not  merely  for  th^  important 
purpose  of  saving  the  time  of  the  House, 
though  that  is  very  important  in  rela- 
tion to  the  limits  of  physical  strength 
— ^which  we  so  seriously  press  upon,  and 
in  relation  to  those  other  subjects  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  expresses  hia 
anxiety  to  have  time  to  discuss ;  but  I 
am  afraid  a  x>rolanged  disoussiou  of  the 
Franchise  Bill  by  this  House  may  not 
tend  to  the  ea^y  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion. After  all,  what  we  have  to  do  is 
to  make  a  new  appeal  to  the  judgment 
of  the  other  House  of  the  Legislature. 
Our  opinion  is  that  most  important  evi- 
dence has  been  brought  before  the 
other  House  of  the  Legislature  within 
the  two  months  which  have  just  passed. 
Take  it  as  you  like  for  the  present  j  we 
shall  be  ready  to  disaiiss  that  when  the 
time  comes.    Our  desire  is,  that  the  cou- 
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Bideration  of  that  evidence  should,  as 
soon  as  possible,  for  the  interests  of  all, 
come  before  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
that  it  should  come  not  clouded  and 
troubled  by  the  effect  of  discussions, 
which  might  be  angry  discussions,  in 
this  House,  with  regard  to  which  I  am 
afraid  the  longer  they  are  prolonged 
the  greater  will  be  the  difficulties  in 
Settling  the  question.  Why  do  we  de- 
sire that  this  question  should  be  settled  ? 
I  desire  it,  I  am  not  ashamed  to  say, 
on  Conservative  grounds.  I  desire  it 
because  I  wish  to  secure  the  extension 
of  the  franchise,  and  afterwards  of  re- 
distribution of  seats,  upon  principles  or 
rules,  if  that  word  is  more  applicable, 
which  we  have  every  desire  to  make  in- 
telligible to  the  House  and  to  Gentle- 
men opposite.  But,  besides  desiring 
that,  I  own  I  do  desire  that  we  should 
keep  the  question  within  its  present  nar- 
row bounds.  I  deprecate  this  extension 
of  the  controversy  ;  I  do  not  wish  it,  and 
I  will  not  be  responsible  for  adding  any- 
thing to  it.  Let  Gentlemen  who  are  desi- 
rous of  combining  redistribution  with 
franchise  take  care  lest  they  combine 
something  more  critical  than  either  with 
them  both.  To  the  last  I  will  not  aban- 
don the  hope  even  of  the  Leaders  of  the 
Party  opposite.  Of  the  followers  I  can- 
not help  entertaining  some  considerable 
hope.  I  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  I  most  earnestly  trust  that  he, 
while  there  is  yet  time,  and  those  who 
sit  around  him,  will  join  in  the  effort  to 
keep  this  large  and  important  question 
— I  mean  this  franchise  and  redistribu- 
tion question — apart  from  conjunction 
with  other  questions  which  he  assuredly 
cannot  wish  to  raise.  [  Opposition  cries 
of  "Why  not?"  and  *' Order!"]  I 
own.  Sir,  I  am  taken  by  surprise,  for  I 
learn  it  is  the  desire  of  some  Gentlemen 
sitting  on  the  Conservative  Benches  to 
raise  the  question  of  organic  change  in 
the  Constitution  of  the  country.  That 
is  the  only  meaning  which  that  energetic 
"Why  not?"  can  possibly  carry.  I 
have  often  thought  myself  a  great  deal 
more  Conservative  than  a  great  many 
of  them  are,  and  I  am  confirmed  in  that 
opinion  by  this  exclamation.  But  it  is 
far  from  my  desire  to  enter  into  a  con- 
flict with  anybody  to-night.  I  have 
merely  stated  my  desire,  and  I  say  that 
•Ten  now,  at  the  eleventh  hour  and  past 
the  eleventh  hour,  I  will  not  altogether 
allow  the  hope  to  be  extinguished  that 

.     Mr.  Gladstone 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  join  in 
delivering  this  question  from  the  dan- 
gerous neighbourhood  of  another  ques- 
tion which,  as  a  Conservative  states- 
man, he  ought  to  he  the  very  last  man 
in  the  House  to  wish  to  see  connected 
with  it. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  stated' that  it  was  far 
from  his  intention  to  enter  into  a  con- 
flict with  my  right  hon.  Friend  or  any- 
body else  in  the  course  of  his  obser- 
vations ;  but  the  last  20  minutes  of  his 
remarks  contained  nothing  but  direct 
attack.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  dis- 
claimed any  intention  of  using  words  of 
menace ;  but  what  is  his  idea  of  a  me- 
nace ?  He  warned  us  against  the  danger 
of  a  great  organic  change.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  also  said  that  he  would 
not  join  in  any  effort  to  produce  such  a 
change  until  he  had  exhausted  every 
other  means  of  dealing  with  the  question. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  No ;  I  am  not 
aware  that  I  used  those  words. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS :  I  wHl  ac- 
cept  any  words  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  suggest ;  but  that  was 
his  meaning— [Mr.  Gladstone  :  No.] — 
and  was  so  understood  by  his  supporters 
below  the  Gangway.  The  whole  of 
the  last  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's speech  directly  menaced  the 
House  of  Lords  and  the  Opposition 
in  the  House  of  Conmions,  that  if 
they  should  not  do  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wishes  there  will  be  an  agi- 
tation for  an  organic  change  in  the  Con- 
stitution ;  and  he  gave  us  to  understand 
pretty  clearly  that  if  that  should  be  the 
case  we  need  not  look  for  much  assist- 
ance from  him.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man began  by  stating  that  he  had  most 
carefully  abstained,  during  the  whole  of 
his  Scotch  peregrinations,  from  saying 
anything  disrespectful  of  the  House  of 
Lords. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  No ;  I  never  said 
anything  of  the  kind.  What  I  said  was 
that  all  my  efforts  had  been  directed 
towards  narrowing  the  field  of  the  con- 
troversy. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS:  But  how 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proceed  to 
narrow  the  field  of  the  controversy  ?  He 
pointed  out  that  during  the  last  50  years 
the  House  of  Lords  had  taken  no  step 
for  the  advancement  of  public  liberty,  or 
for  the  public  interest.  That  is  a  very 
strong  statement,  and  that  is  the  special 
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mode  which  the  right  hon.  GeotlcmaD 
has  adopted  of  narrowing  the  field  of 
controversy  betweeu  the  two  Houses. 
Why,  the  whole  of  the  speeches  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  one  tendency 
only — namely,  to  bring  into  the  disre- 
pute and  disesteem  of  the  masses  of  the 
people  the  votes  and  position  of  the 
House  of  Lords ;  and  the  menaces  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  have  culminated 
in  hifi  speech  to-night.  As  a  Member  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  I  will  not  shrink 
from  any  responsibility  that  may  devolve 
upon  me  in  consequence  of  the  course 
which  I  pursue.  We  shall  have  to  dis- 
cuss this  Bill  when  it  comes  before  us. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  show 
any  other  reasons  than  those  hitherto 
assigned  with  so  little  force  and  effect 
upon  the  matured  judgment  of  the  coun- 
try why  this  question  of  the  franchise 
ahould  be  altogether  disconnected  from 
that  of  the  redistribution  of  seats,  let 
him  adduce  them.  Hitherto^  however, 
we  have  heard  nothing  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  but  the  language  of 
menace  and  violer'*',  and  to  such  lan- 
guage there  is  onl>  one  reply— that  we 
will  not  be  guided  by  such  considerations 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  brought 
before  us. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  thought  it 
strange  that  no  Member  of  the  Govern  - 
ment  had  thought  it  necessary  to  reply 
to  the  noble  Lord  who  had  last  addressed 
the  House.  The  statements  made  by  the 
Mover  of  the  Address  had  confirmed  a 
suspicion  he  had  long  entertained,  that 
the  question  of  the  fi-anchiae  did  not 
admit  of  any  compmmise  properly  so 
called.  That  hon.  Member  had  said 
that  under  no  circumstances  must  the 
two  measures  be  made  dependent  upon 
each  other,  and  the  Prime  Minister  had 
more  than  endorsed  that  view.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  Gpposition  entertained 
the  notion  that  under  no  circumstances 
could  the  two  measures  be  separated  ; 
and  they  held  that  an  absolute  guarantee 
ought  to  be  given  that  one  of  the  two 
Bills  should  not  become  law  and  take 
effect  unaccompanied  by  the  other.  The 
Mover  of  the  Address  had  told  the  House 
that  if  the  Opposition  were  dissatisfied 
with  the  views  on  redistribution  which 
the  Government  had  expressed,  the  Go- 
Temment  would,  by  grouping  boroughSt 
or  in  some  other  way,  prevent  the  swamp- 
ing of  the  agricultural  classes  by  the 
voters  in  towns.     What  was  the  value 


of  such  guarantees  ?  In  his  opinion  they 
were  insufficient  and  unsatisfactory;  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
guarantee  that  his  Government  would 
remain  in  Office  for  three  months  longer  ; 
indeed,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  meet  with  his  deserts  he  would 
not  remain  Prime  Minister  for  a  fort- 
night. Hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House 
wished  that  the  Franchise  Bill  should 
pass  in  order  that  an  election  might  be 
held  under  the  new  franchise  with  the 
old  constituencies.  That  was  the  wish 
of  tho  extreme  Party  in  the  House, 
[Cfr>«  of  **Nor']  And  as  that  Party 
almost  invariably  got  their  uwn  way, 
what  guarantee  could  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  that,  with  the  best  in- 
tentions in  the  world,  he  would  be  able 
to  pass  his  Red istri button  Bill  in  the 
teeth  of  the  obstruction  of  his  own  Party? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  in  terms 
of  condemnation  of  the  disorders  that 
had  attended  some  of  the  franchise  de- 
monstrations. But  was  it  possible  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  suppose  that 
his  language  that  evening  would  not  be 
taken  as  a  direct  incitement  to  greater 
disorders  and  outrages  ?  The  concluding 
portions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  were  nothing  else  than  a  pro^ 
longed  menace  against  the  House  of 
Lords.  They  might  be  placed  in  a 
serious^  grave,  and  solemn  position  ;  but 
who  was  responsible  for  it  ?  Why  did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  place  Parlia- 
ment and  the  country  in  this  position  by 
adopting  a  method  of  procedure  in  con- 
n  ection  with  the  question  of  Reform  which 
no  one  had  more  strongly  condemned 
than  he  had  himself  ?  [Mr.  Gladstone  : 
Never.]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
one  occasion  characterized  as  base  and 
contemptible  any  Government  who,  when 
introducing  the  question  of  Keform, 
should  omit  from  their  proposals  that 
which  was  the  most  important  part  of 
the  subject— namely,  re^stribution. 

Mr. GLADSTONE  asked  for  a  definite 
reference  to  the  speech  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  in  mind. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  had  not  the 
quotation  with  him,  as  he  had  not  in- 
tendtnl  to  speak  ;  but  he  believed  his 
statement  was  correct.  Over  and  over 
again  the  leading  Members  of  the  pre- 
sent Government  and  of  tho  Liberal 
Party  had  condemned  in  no  measured 
terms  the  method  they  now  proposed  to 
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adopt  in  dealing  with  the  question  of 
Parliamentary  Reform.  From  what  they 
had  heard  that  night  in  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  was  hound 
to  suspect  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  throughout  some  dark  intentions  on 
the  suhject,  and  that  he  had  adopted  this 
novel  method  of  dealing  with  it  in  order 
to  raise  a  cloud  of  controversy  in  the 
country,  which  would  help  to  ohscure  his 
misdoings.  In  one  paragraph  of  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  they  were  told 
that  there  was  painful  uncertainty  in  the 
information  received  from  Egypt;  hut 
that  was  the  character  of  the  whole 
history  of  the  present  Government.  Their 
whole  proceedings  since  they  had  heen 
in  Office  had  heen  nothing  hut  a  chapter 
of  uncertainties.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister,  in  his  speech, 
had  described  the  position  with  regard 
to  the  franchise  from  his  view  of  the 
case,  and  had  wound  up  by  saying — 
**  Which  majority  ought  to  prevail  ? 
The  majority  in  the  House  of  Lords  or 
the  majority  in  the  House  of  Commons." 
In  his  opinion,  the  majority  which  ought 
to  prevail  in  this  matter  was  the  majority 
which  truly  represented  the  views  of  the 
people ;  and  when  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman talked  of  the  accumulated  views 
which  he  hoped  would  now  be  considered 
by  the  House  of  Lords,  what  was  the 
evidence  of  them  to  which  he  referred  ? 
Except  in  Scotland,  where-  the  Conser- 
vative Party  had  always  been  in  an  in- 
significant minority,  as  far  as  he  had 
observed  the  demonstrations  that  had 
taken  place,  a  very  large  amount  of  feel- 
ing had  been  called  forth  in  support  of 
the  action  of  the  House  of  Lords.  That 
feeling  he  felt  sure  would  be  shown  at 
the  next  General  Election,  whenever  the 
Government  dared  to  take  an  Election, 
and  would  have  the  effect  of  removing 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  from  a  position 
his  tenancy  of  which  had  resulted  in 
seriously  endangering  the  country. 

Mb.  GRANTHAM  said,  the  derisive 
cheers  of  hon.  Members  opposite  at  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire's  (Mr. 
Chaplin's)  inability  to  name  the  occasion 
on  which  the  Prime  Minister  had  called 
it  base  and  contemptible  were  somewhat 
premature,  for  he  (Mr.  Grantham)  was 
in  a  position  not  only  to  name  the  oc- 
casion, but  to  read  the  words  he  then 
used.  It  was  on  the  12th  of  April,  1866, 
that  he  said,  after  speaking  on  the  im- 
portance of  redistribution — 

Mr.  Chaplin 


<<  I  had  not  thon^ht  it  necesBary  to  aay  this* 
because  it  seemed  to  me  so  obvious  that  nothing 
could  be  more  contemptible  and  base  than  the 
conduct  of  a  Government  which  could  give 
forth,  with  a  view  of  enlisting  the  generous 
confidence  of  its  supporters,  that  it  would  deal 
with  the  subject  of  Reform  and  would  stand  or 
fall  by  its  propositions,  and  which  all  the  while 
could  silently  exclude  from  the  scope  of  their 
declaration  all  portions  of  that  question,  except 
only  the  reduction  of  the  fnmchise,  though 
among  such  questions  we  find  one  only  second 
in  importance  to  that  of  the  franchise  itself." 
(3  Bansard,  [i8a]  1144-6.) 

He  had  listened  with  the  greatest  regret 
to  the  language  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  used,  for  it  must  have  been  manifest 
to  everyone  who  heard  him  that  from  the 
beginning  to  the  end  of  his  speech  he 
had  but  one  view  in  his  mind,  and  that 
was  that  the  majority  in  that  House 
which  he  had  led  to  victory  last  Session 
was  to  be  led  again  by  him  to  victory 
without  the  slightest  concession  being 
made.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemanhad  told 
them  that  the  minority  had  a  certain  right 
of  free  discussion,  but  nothing  more,  and 
that  the  majority  had  the  absolute  right 
to  control  the  practical  destinies  of  the  na- 
tion. That  was  not  the  view  which  he  had 
always  held  of  the  position  of  a  minority, 
for  a  few  years  ago  he  published  an 
article  in  a  periodical  in  which  he  urged 
the  right  of  a  minority  to  endeavour  to 
change  itself  into  a  majority ;  and  he 
even  went  so  f£u:  as  to  say  that  it  was 
the  right  of  a  minority  to  do  that  by 
obstruction.  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  No.] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  **  No;  " 
but  that  view  was  expressed  in  a  public 
print,  and  the  whole  subject  of  that 
article  was  the  question  of  obstruction. 
It  was  true,  however,  that  at  that  time 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  trying  to 
justify  the  obstruction  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers ;  but  it  now  seemed  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  words  applied  only 
when  they  were  obstructing  a  Conser- 
vative Government,  and  not  when  the 
obstruction  aflfected  a  Liberal  Govern- 
ment. The  position  in  which  Parlia- 
ment was  placed  now  was  a  very  simple 
one.  It  was  similar  to  that  of  1872, 
when  the  House  of  Lords  differed  from 
the  majority  of  the  House  of  Commons 
on  the  question  of  the  Ballot  Act,  and 
refused  to  pass  a  Bill  which  they  believed 
was  a  bad  Bill,  and  one  which  would  not 
benefit  the  country.  The  Badical  ma- 
jority of  the  Commons  .threatened  the 
House  of  Lords  just  as  much  then  as 
now,  but  the  Lords  wisely  took  no  notice 
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of  it ;  and  what  was  the  result  ?  The 
Q-overnment,  instead  of  giving  way  to 
temper,  gave  themselves  up  to  framing 
a  better  measure;  and  after  it  had  passed 
the  House  of  Commons  the  following 
Session  it  was  accepted  by  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  all  true  Liberals  in  the 
country  joined  the  Conservative  Party 
in  saying — "Thank  God,  we  have  a 
House  of  Lords."  It  was  the  Consti- 
tutional right  of  the  House  of  Lords  to 
check  hasty  legislation.  It  had  often  in 
the  past  exercised  that  right  to  the  great 
advantage  and  benefit  of  the  country; 
and  he  failed  to  see  why  it  should  be 
now  threatened,  because  on  this  par- 
ticular question,  which  was  one  of  pro- 
cedure rather  than  of  principle,  it  ven- 
tured to  exercise  its  undoubted  right. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  expressed  his 
thanks  to  the  advanced  section  of  his 
followers  for  having  allowed  him  to  be 
80  moderate.  This  was  somewhat  omi- 
nous as  to  the  future  course  of  the  agi- 
tation. The  Prime  Minister  had  referred 
them  to  the  remarks  which  he  made 
with  regard  to  redistribution  when  in- 
troducing the  Franchise  Bill,  and  said 
they  ought  to  have  accepted  them  as  indi- 
cating the  intentions  of  the  Government ; 
but  they  were  at  the  time  told  that  these 
merely  represented  the  views  of  the  Prime 
Minister  himself,  and  that  the  subject  had 
not  been  considered  in  the  Cabinet.  It 
was  quite  certain  that  the  Conservative 
Party  would  not  be  satisfied  with  these 
shadowy  allusions  to  redistribution. 
They  would  not  put  a  rope  round  their 
own  necks,  as  suggested  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  by  passing  the  Franchise  Bill 
without  a  Kedistribution  Bill.  A  great 
deal  had  been  said  as  to  the  majorities 
by  which  the  Bill  was  carried  last 
Session.  It  was,  however,  an  absolute 
misrepresentation  of  the  case  to  state 
that  the  Franchise  Bill  had  been  car- 
ried by  majorities  of  over  100  time  after 
time.  The  great  principle  as  to  the  sepa- 
rating redistribution  and  the  franchise  was 
only  decided  against  the  Opposition  by 
about  30  votes.  Did  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site represent  the  country?  He  main- 
tained that  they  did  not ;  and,  indeed,  the 
majorities  which  were  held  up  with  such 
delight  did  not  represent  the  opinions  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  themselves. 
They  voted  in  fear  and  trembling  of  the 
local  wirepullers.  One  Liberal  Member 
had  assured  the  House  that  at  least  100 
of  his  Colleagues  on  that  side  upon  the 
cl6t%^e  question  were  voting  against  their 


conscience,  whilst  another,  last  Session  ^ 
had  told  them  that  he  had  voted  black  was 
white  long  enough.  The  Conservative 
Party  believed  that  a  majority  in  the 
country  was  behind  them  in  this  contest. 
The  meetings  held  by  them  would  in 
numbers,  intelligence,  and  influence, 
compare  well  with  those  on  the  Liberal 
side.  [**0h,  oh !  ""]  Look  at  Manchester 
and  Liverpool  then.  Why  were  they  to 
be  led  with  a  rope  round  their  neck? 
Why  were  they  not  entitled  to  more 
liberal  treatment  at  the  hands  of  their 
Liberal  opponents  ?  All  that  the  Tory 
Party  asked  for  was  that  the  Bedistribu- 
tion  Bill  should  become  law  during  the 
same  Parliament  as  the  Franchise  Bill. 
The  matter  having  been  so  thoroughly 
thrashed  out  during  the  Becess,  and  in 
view  of  the  statement  that  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  were  prepared  to  accept  the 
Franchise  Bill  in  the  form  in  which  it 
left  the  House  last  Session,  he  thought 
it  was  too  bad,  after  all  that  had  taken 
place,  of  the  Prime  Minister  to  come 
down  to  the  House  on  the  first  night  of 
the  Session,  and  throw  down  the  gaunt- 
let in  the  way  he  had  done,  refusing 
any  concession  of  the  slightest  impor- 
ance. 

Sir  JOHN  KENNAWAY  said,  that 
whatever  inconvenience  might  have  been 
entailed  on  many  Members  of  the  House 
by  the  summons  they  had  received  to 
attend  in  Parliament  that  autumn,  he 
felt  sure  that  the  gravity  of  the  situation 
and  the  subjects  referred  to  in  the  Most 
Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne  had 
caused  them  to  come  readily  together  to 
endeavour  to  assist  by  their  delibera- 
tions in  the  best  conduct  of  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country.  The  poin  ts  alluded 
to  in  that  Speech  were  of  great  and 
grave  importance.  They  had  read  with 
the  greatest  anxiety  the  accounts  of  the 
Expedition  sent  out  to  relieve  that  gal- 
lant soldier.  General  Gordon ;  they  had 
watched  with  some  anxiety,  which  must 
be  shared  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  op- 
posite, the  probable  cost  of  that  Expedi- 
tion, and  they  were  desirous  to  know 
what  means  the  Government  would  take 
to  defray  its  cost,  it  being  one  of  the 
canons  laid  down  by  the  Prime  Minister 
that  Parliament  should  be  consulted 
without  delay  when  expenses  of  that 
sort  had  to  be  incurred.  There  was  also 
the  question  of  South  Africa,  which  ap- 
peared to  be  full  of  the  gravest  danger 
to  the  prestige  of  this  country,  to  the 
safety  of  our  fellow-countrymen  there, 
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and  also  of  those  Native  tribes  whom  we 
were  bound  in  honour  to  protect.  More- 
over, the  condition  of  our  industrial 
population  in  the  centres  of  commercial 
activity  was  such  as  to  make  them  feel 
the  deepest  sympathy  with  the  present 
distress  ;  and  he  should  have  been  glad 
to  have  found  some  of  that  sympathy  ex- 
pressed in  the  Speech,  and  perhaps  some 
hope  held  out  of  an  inquiry  into  the 
causes  of  the  distress,  or  an  indication 
that  the  Government  were  anxious  to 
seek  some  measure  by  which  it  might  be 
relieved.  No  less  severe  was  the  depres- 
sion under  which  the  agricultural  popu- 
lation were  labouring  throughout  the 
country.  He  recognized  to  the  full 
the  benefit  which  the  present  low  prices 
conferred  on  the  community  in  general ; 
but  that  benefit  was  purchased  at  the 
cost  of  great  loss  to  the  cultivators  of  the 
soil ;  and  he  should  have  been  glad  to 
see  that  fact  recognized,  and  the  hope 
eimressed  that  some  means  might  be 
taken  to  alleviate  the  burdens  under 
which  the  cultivator  unjustly  suffered. 
He  rejoiced  that  all  the  agitation  and 
counter-agitation  which  had  been  going 
on  during  the  last  two  months— all  the 
irresponsible  talk  on  a  thousand  plat- 
forms— was  about  to  cease;  and  he 
hoped  that  when  the  subject  of  contention 
was  brought  back  to  the  arena  where  it 
could  be  properly  discussed — namely, 
the  floor  of  that  House — ^the  common 
sense  of  the  whole  people  of  this  country 
would  prevail,  and  it  would  be  possible 
to  find  some  mode  by  which  a  contro- 
versy, the  prolongation  of  which  could 
not  but  be  hurtful  to  the  best  interests  of 
the  nation,  though  it  might  serve  the 
ends  of  extreme  Parties,  might  be 
brought  to  a  termination.  That  feel- 
ing was  much  strengthened  in  his  mind 
when  he  heard  the  speech  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  below  him  that  night,  in 
which  he  expressed,  in  all  truth  and 
honesty,  his  hope  that  the  Government 
would  take  such  steps  as  might  enable 
the  Conservative  Party  to  co-operate 
with  the  Liberal  Party  in  bringing  about 
the  settlement  of  that  question.  The 
Gt)vemment  had  found  themselves  in 
want  of  a  cry,  and  had  taken  up  the 
question  only  after  leaving  it  alone  for 
four  years.  They  had  approached  it 
from  the  point  of  view  that  they  could 
not  deal  with  the  two  questions  of  fran- 
chise and  redistribution  together,  but 
could  only  deal  with  the  more  difficult 
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one — that  of  redistribution— byputting 
under  compulsion  not  only  the  Hx>a8e  (^ 
Commons,  out  also  the  House  of  Lords. 
That  method  had  gone  against  the 
strong  feeling  of  the  Ilnglish  character. 
An  Englishman  did  not  object  to  be  led; 
but  he  did  not  like  to  be  dragged  with 
a  rope  round  his  neck.  This  was  not  a 
question  of  mere  procedure ;  it  was  one 
affecting  the  future  government  of  this 
country.  If  the  question  of  redistribu- 
tion was  fairly  settled,  great  good  might 
come  from  it ;  whereas,  if  it  were  carried 
out  on  Party  lines,  the  government  of 
the  country  would  then  be  practically 
handed  over  to  one  Party  or  the  other. 
With  reference  to  the  speech  of  the 
Prime  Minister  that  evening,  he  re- 
gretted that  the  Prime  Minister  had 
chosen  to  regard  the  language  of  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  as  an  invitation 
to  abjure  everything  that  they  had  done. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  told  them  that 
the  Bill  was  to  go  up  to  the  House  of 
Lords  with  fresh  evidence  of  the  feeling 
of  the  country,  and  if  that  evidence  had 
not  its  weight,  so  much  the  worse.  But, 
in  his  opinion,  there  was  a  good  deal  of 
evidence  on  the  other  side,  as  had  been 
admitted  somewhat  tardily  by  the  lead- 
ing journal.  In  1832  they  heard  of  no 
counter -agitation ;  there  were  no  sreat 
meetings  in  favour  of  the  action  of  the 
House  of  Lords.  While  professing  a 
great  desire  for  a  settlement,  the  Prime 
Minister  had  made  no  move  in  the  direc- 
tion of  conciliation.  There  was  now  a 
universal  acceptance  of  the  question  of 
the  franchise,  which  had  not  been  the 
case  in  March ;  and  he  thought  that  the 
Prime  Minister  might  have  given  them 
some  assurance  that  he  was  ready  to 
recognize  this.  He  would  venture  to  re* 
echo  the  words  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  express  a  hope  that,  even  at  the 
eleventh  hour,  it  was  not  too  late  to  re- 
cognize the  strength  of  these  arguments. 
It  was  difficult  really  to  sound  the  feel- 
ing of  the  country  on  the  question  by  the 
meetings  which  had  taken  place  in  the 
autumn ;  there  were  vast  numbers,  no 
doubt,  who  were  desirous  of  the  fran- 
chise ;  but  there  were  vast  numbers  who 
were  apathetic  on  the  subject.  In  the 
words  of  the  Duke  of  Argyll,  2,000,000 
of  people  were  looking  through  the  half- 
open  doors.  In  considering  a  settle- 
ment of  the  question,  it  should  be  re- 
membered that  if  there  was  high-handed 
action  on  one  side  it  would  be  likely  to 
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be  followed  by  stubbora  resiataEice  on 
the  other. 

Mb.  LABOUCELEBE  remarked  that 
in  the  Queen's  Speech  he  saw  it  stated 
that  the  enereryr  courage^  and  resource 
difiplajed  by  General  Gordon  deserved 
warm  recognition.    But  the  Governmeut 
had   absolutely   no    information    about 
what   was  going  on   at  Khartoum,   as 
General  Gordon  had  sent  no  despatches. 
How  could  they  possibly  tell   whether 
General  Gordon  was   defending  Khar- 
toum with  energy  and  success,  or  whe- 
ther he  was  roaming  about  the  country 
destroying  the  Soudanese?     What  thoy 
did  know  of  General  Gordon  did  not  in- 
crease   his  confidence    in   him    in    the 
slightest  degree.     General  Gordon's  in- 
itructions  had  been  to  evacuate  Khar- 
toum  as  soon   as   possible.     As  far  as 
they  could  see,  he  certainly  was  not  ful- 
filling these  instructions*  for  the  latest 
deepatchea  showed  that  he  was  urging 
the  Soudanese  to  slay  the  Mahdi.     He 
did   not   wish   to   say    anything    about 
Qeiioral  Gordon  ;  but  he  could  not  sup- 
pose that  that  was  really  the  idea  taken 
III  the  country  or  that  House  of  what 
his  duties  were*     This  wonderful  Gene- 
ral did  not  send  to  tell  them  of  anything 
that  was  taking  place ;  all  they  knew 
was  that  he  had  bitterly  complained  of 
Her     Majesty's     Government     having 
wijthed  him  to  act  as  they  desired,  and 
not  AB  he  thought  proper.    General  Gor- 
don's wish  was  to  maintain  himst^lf  in 
the  Soudan,  and  to  establish  there  some 
form   of  Government   which    would  be 
supported  by  us.     According  to  all  they 
could  learn  now,  General  Gordon  did  not 
appear  to  be  in  the  slightest  danger  at 
Khartoum,   but  was  able  to  send  iron- 
clads to  bombard  the  towns  and  villages 
of  the  Natives.      And  yet   the   Prime 
Minister  had  told  them  that  these  people 
were  fighting  for  their  liberty,  and  that 
the  Soudan  was  to  be  absolutely  and  en- 
tirely independent  of  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment.     What,   then,   was    General 
Gordon's  pusitiou  ?    Were  they  support- 
ing  hira  or  not?     Were  they  sending 
L<jrd  Wolseley  to  bring  him  back  whe- 
ther he  would  or  not,  or  to  aid  him  in 
those  outrageous  acts  against  men  who, 
the  Prime  Minister  said,  were  fighting 
for  their  independence?     With  regard 
to  the  paragraph  in  the  Queen's  Speech, 
which  told  them  that  further  pecuniary 
provision  would  be  recjuired,  he  took  a 
X)ivision  la&t  Session  when  only  £GOO,000 


was   asked;   and   when  the  new  Vote 
should  come  before  the  House  he  would 
again  divide  on  the  subject.     He   be* 
lieved  that  the  feeling  of  the  country 
with    regard    to   Egypt    was    that   we 
should  clear  out  of  it  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible.    He  did  not  see  why  we,  who  had 
BO  many  poor  people  among  ourselves, 
should  spend   money  either  to  sustain 
the  Egyptian  Government  or  to  main- 
tain Gordon   in  the  Soudan.     He   had 
the  greatest  respect  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government ;  but  he  confessed  he  had 
never  been  able  to  discover  what  their 
policy  was  with  respect  to  Egypt  or  the 
Soudan.     With  regard  to  the  Franchise 
Bill,  the  Lords  had  got  another  chance. 
Hon.    Gentlemen    opposite    had    com- 
plained of  the  words  of  menace  used  by 
the  Prime  Ministnr  in  the  controversy. 
Did  hon.  Gentlemen  know  so  little  of 
the  feeling  in  the  country  as  not  to  be 
aware  that  if  the  Prime  Minister  had 
not  done  everything  he  possibly  could 
to  prevent  tlie  agitation  going  further  it 
would  have  much  exceeded  the  present 
demands?     He  could  tell  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  that  there  was  not  one  of 
the  many  meetings  which  had  been  held 
throughout  the  country  at  which  a  reso- 
lution would  not  have  been  passed  al- 
most unanimously  for  the  abolition  of 
the  Houde  of  Lords,  and  it  was  out  of 
respect  to  the  Prime  Iklinister  that  that 
had   not   been  done.     The  right   hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  if  the  Bill  was 
thrown  out  again  by  the  Lords  the  agi- 
tation would  aaaume  a  different  charao- 
ter.     That  was  a  fact,  and  not  a  threat. 
He   was  speaking  aa    an    out-and-out 
Radical ;  and  he  could  assure  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen that  he   sincerely   trusted   and 
prayed  that  the  House  ot  Lords  would 
throw  out  the  Bill,  because  ho  thought 
the  time  had  come  when  they  should  do 
away  with   that  obstructive  Assembly, 
Thanks  to  the  Prime  Minister,  the  Lords 
had  got  another  opportunity  of  recon* 
sidering  their  conduct,  and  if  they  did 
not  do   so   they   must  take    the   conse- 
quences, for  then  there  would  be  such 
an  agitation  as  wiuld  astonish  Gentle- 
men opi>osite.      Did  those   Gentlemen 
understand    that  the    backbone   of  the 
Lib*?ral  Party  was  the  Kadicals,  though 
they  were  not  fitly  represented  in  that 
House?      There  were  some   very  able 
Radicals  in  the  House,  but  there  ought 
to  be  a   great  many  more.     There  were 
Gentlemen  who  on  the  hustings  pro* 
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f  eased  the  most  noble  Badical  principles, 
but  when  tbey  came  into  the  House 
forgot  those  principles  altogether;  the 
country,  however,  was  going  to  take 
that  matter  in  hand,  and  was  deter- 
mined that  it  would  be  represented  by 
men  who  would  support  its  opinions. 
G-entlemen  opposite  talked  of  organic 
changes ;  but  they  would  be  astonished 
at  the  changes  which  would  take  place 
in  the  next  five  years. 

Mr.  BOURKE  said,  he  was  not  sur- 
prised that  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  should  have 
been  bewildered  by  some  of  the  para- 
graphs in  the  Queen's  Speech,  because, 
certainly,  the  elaborate  eulogiums  poured 
upon  General  Gordon  were  very  diffe- 
rent from  what  had  fallen  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government  on  previous  occa- 
sions. All  they  knew  from  General 
Gordon  himself  was  that  he  was  ex- 
tremely disappointed  with  the  conduct 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  towards 
him.  That  was  pointed  out  last  Session, 
when  such  despatches  proceeded  from 
General  Gordon  as  had  never  before 
been  penned  by  a  servant,  civil  or  mili- 
tary, to  his  employers.  But  now  they 
were  told  that  General  Gordon  thanked 
Her  Majesty's  Government  for  the  sup- 
port they  had  given  him.  The  Prime 
Minister  was  within  his  right  in 
using  that  expression,  because  General 
Gt)rdon,  thinking  that  he  was  to  be  sup- 
ported by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
aid  thank  them  for  it.  But  from  that 
day  to  this  nothing  could  be  more  severe 
than  the  remarks  of  General  Gordon  on 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  He  was 
glad  that  even  a  tardy  recognition  had 
been  made  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment of  General  Gx)rdon's  services.  He 
was  not  disposed  to  criticize  in  a  hostile 
spirit  that  paragraph  in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech,  except  so  far  as  to  say  that  they 
knew  nothing  whatever  of  **  the  energy, 
oourage,  and  resource  displayed  by 
General  Gordon"  in  his  defence  of 
Khartoum.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
General  Gordon  had  displayed  the 
greatest  energy,  oourage,  and  resource ; 
but  they  were  entirely  without  informa- 
tion on  the  subject,  and,  therefore,  he 
looked  forward  to  the  Papers  that  were 
to  be  produced  with  a  considerable 
amount  of  interest;  but  he  very  much 
doubted  whether  he  should  find  in  them 
any  expression  of  thanks  from  General 
Gordon  for  the  way  in  which  he  had 
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been  supported  by  Her  Majesty's  (Jo- 
vernment.  There  was  one  remark  of 
the  Prime  Minister's  which  required 
some  explanation.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  that  no  change  ofpolioy  was 
to  be  followed  with  regai^  to  Khartoum. 
He  did  not  believe  that  it  would  be 
possible  for  Her  Majesty's  Gk>vernment 
to  carry  out  the  policy  they  originally 
announced  with  regard  to  it.  An  ob- 
servation fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man afterwards,  which  clearly  indicated 
that  the  course  originally  proposed  by 
the  Government  as  to  Khartoum  and  the 
rest  of  the  Soudan  could  not  be  main- 
tained, because  he  said  that  General 
Gordon  found  himself  under  an  absolute 
necessity  of  remaining  at  Khartoum  for 
the  safety  of  those  who  had  committed 
themselves  to  him.  It  would  be  im- 
possible for  them  to  desert  the  people 
who  had  so  faithfully  supported  General 
Gordon.  Such  a  course  would  be  re- 
ceived with  execration  by  this  country ; 
and  foreign  nations  would  regard  it 
with  contempt.  If  the  Government  de- 
sired permanent  prosperity  in  Egypt, 
the  peaceful  condition  of  the  Soudan  was 
absolutely  necessary.  He  trusted,  how- 
ever, that  the  Government  had  given  up 
the  idea  that  the  Soudanese  were  a 
people  struggling  for  their  liberty.  Such 
an  idea  was  totally  inconsistent  with  the 
position  and  the  Mission  of  General 
Gordon.  At  the  end  of  last  Session  they 
had  tried  to  get  information  as  to  the 
amount  of  money  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  spend  on  the  Sondan  Expedi- 
tion ;  but  they  had  failed.  Immediately, 
however,  after  Parliament  separated, 
the  Government  began  to  spend  enor- 
mous sums  upon  it ;  and  he  asked  whe- 
ther it  would  not  have  been  candid  if 
they  had  taken  the  House  into  their 
confidence,  and  presented  it  with  the 
estimates  of  their  intended  expenditure. 
The  outlay  would  be  very  great,  and 
though  he  did  not  doubt  its  necessity, 
he  must  attribute  it  to  the  pusillanimity 
and  vacillation  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  not  having  adopted  ordinary 
precautions  a  year,  or  even  eight  or  nine 
months  ago,  which  they  had  been  re- 
peatedly urged  to  do.  He  noticed  that 
the  advance  of  the  troops  to  Dongola 
was  mentioned  in  the  Queen's  Speech. 
He  could  not  understand  on  what 
grounds  the  name  of  that  place  was  in- 
serted. He  must  assume  there  was  some 
reason  for  it ;  but  if  the  troops  were  tQ 
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Le  moved  there  only,  it  was  certalu  that 
they  would  not  effect  General  Gonloa's 
release.  He  was  sure  the  whole  House 
would  sympathize  with  the  remark  mtttle 
by  the  right  hon.  GeiUleoian  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  witJi  respect  to  the 
exertions  and  activity  of  Lord  N<irth- 
brook.  He  (Mr.  Bourke)  had  no  doubt 
the  noble  Lord  had  brought  to  the  dia- 
charg-e  of  the  very  onerous  duties  im- 
posed upon  him  by  the  Government  all 
that  ability  and  resource  for  which  he 
was  remarkable ;  but  the  Government, 
of  course,  were  responsible  for  all  he 
did,  and  he  could  not  help  expressing 
Bome  regret  that  hi  a  first  step  should 
have  been  to  advise  the  Government  to 
break  the  law  of  Europe  in  a  very 
aerious  manner.  The  Law  of  Uquida* 
tion  was  a  most  solemn  compact  entered 
into  about  two  years  ago,  and  the  Con- 
oert  of  Europe  was  maintained  more 
decidedly  in  regard  to  the  Law  of  T^iqui- 
dation  than  anything  else.  He  did 
not  desire  to  make  the  suspension  of  the 
8inking  Fund  in  itself  a  very  great 
affair;  but  it  was,  no  doubt,  a  very 
great  infraction  of  the  Law  of  Liquida- 
tion. It  wa«,  in  fact,  a  laying  hold  of 
funds  by  the  Egyptian  Government 
when  those  funds  did  not  belong  to  them ; 
and  it  afforded  not  only  a  bad  example 
to  Eastern  nations,  but  a  very  mis- 
chievous precedent  could  also  be  de- 
duced from  it  by  those  nations  which 
wished  to  repudiate  their  public  engage- 
ments. All  the  Foreign  Governments 
had  protested  against  this  step,  and  they 
had  been  brought  into  contest  not  only 
with  them»  but  with  the  Cmeia  de  U 
DeiU  and  the  international  tribunals. 
This  step  was  not  merely  a  mischievous 
one  ;  it  wa^  useless,  for  it  only  involved 
a  matter  of  £200,000,  and  for  the  sake  of 
this  Her  Majefity^s  Government  advised 
the  Egyptian  Government  to  take  a  step 
so  important,  whereas  it  was  very  well 
known  to  financiers  that  there  was  a 
variety  of  ways  in  which  these  diffi- 
culties might  have  been  avoided.  As  it 
was,  the  matter  was  left  exactly  as  it 
•tood  before.  Passing  to  another  matter, 
he  observed  that  mention  was  made  of 
the  West  African  Conference.  He  at- 
tached great  importance  to  that  Con- 
ference»  and  he  believed  that  no  more 
important  question  with  regard  to  the 
future  position  of  the  commerce  of  this 
country  had  ever  been  raised.  The  in- 
terior of  Africa  opened  up  an  unlimited 


field  for  British  commerce.  In  these 
days  of  ultra- protective  doctrines,  it  was 
desirable  that  England  should  show  that 
she  was  in  earnest  about  Free  Trade,  and 
should  endeavour  to  secure  a  free  market 
to  our  goods,  whicli  were  now  being  met 
with  hostile  tariffs  all  over  the  world. 
He  confessed  he  was  a  little  nervous 
about  what  wa*3  going  to  tak*?  place  in 
this  Conference,  owing  to  what  had 
already  occurred  with  respect  to  the 
Congo.  They  knew  that  a  most  mis- 
chievous Treaty  would  have  been  con- 
cluded with  Portugal,  which  would  have 
had  a  most  disastrous  effect  upon  the 
commerce  of  this  country,  had  not  the 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester  and  others 
brought  the  question  prominently  be- 
fore the  House.  The  question  of  the 
Congo  was  a  very  important  one.  The 
Government,  therefore,  ought  to  be 
on  their  guard  at  the  present  time» 
especially  oonsidering  the  course  which 
Germany  had  taken,  and  they  should 
ascertain  the  exact  position  in  which 
the  couotry  stood,  England  possessed 
at  least  10  or  12  times  more  inte- 
rest in  these  African  rivers  than  all 
the  other  nations  put  together;  and  it 
was  extraordinary  that  England  should 
not  have  been  asked  her  views  with 
regard  to  the  Conference  until  the  last 
moment.  England  had  already  been 
prejudiced  by  the  agreement  between 
France  and  Germany.  France  took  good 
caro  that  her  own  rivers  were  excluded 
from  the  scope  of  the  Couf erenco  ;  and 
both  agreed  that  tolls  and  taxes  might 
be  levied  on  the  other  waterways  to  pay 
for  necessary  works — a  provision  under 
which  almost  any  amount  of  taxes  and 
differential  duties  could  be  imposed.  He 
thought  the  country  would  bo  strengthen- 
ing the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment if  they  made  it  known  that  they 
would  bo  content  with  nothing  less  than 
absolute  Free  Trade  for  the  great  West 
African  rivers,  because  that  would  open 
the  door  to  commerce.  It  had  been 
stated  that  if  the  waters  of  the  Congo 
and  the  Niger  were  free  the  export  of 
Manchester  goods  in  a  limited  time 
would  increase  by  many  millions  of 
pounds.  In  that  case,  he  did  not  think 
there  was  any  subject  of  greater  import- 
ance than  this  which  the  Government 
could  consider.  This  country  might  ob- 
tain enormous  benefit  from  the  Con- 
ference if  it  took  pkee  upon  proper 
prineiplea,  and  if  the  Government  mam 
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tained  a  firm  attitude  with  respect  to  the 
Governments  of  France  and  G-ermany. 
It  was  grossly  unfair  for  France  and 
Germany  to  put  the  Niger  and  the  Congo 
upon  one  footing.  The  Niger  had  been 
a  river  for  British  commerce  for  many 
years.  This  country  had  a  gunboat  there 
to  preserve  order,  and  a  British  Consul 
who  had  made  Treaties  for  the  Natives 
in  many  parts  of  the  river.  The  Consul 
was  trusted  and  looked  up  to  by  all  the 
French  and  German  houses,  and  dis- 
putes were  settled  by  him  in  a  satisfac- 
tory manner.  It  was,  therefore,  the  duty 
of  the  Government,  before  they  entered 
into  the  Conference,  to  put  their  foot 
down  and  say  that  the  Niger  should  not 
be  treated  in  the  same  way  as  the 
Congo,  unless  all  the  rivers  were  made 
Derfectlv  free 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE 
said,  the  remarks  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  who  had  just  sat  down  divided 
themselves  into  two  heads— first,  those 
relating  to  Egypt;  and,  secondly,  those 
relating  to  the  Western  Coast  of  Africa. 
In  speaking  of  Egypt,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  chiefly  went  over  the  ground 
with  which  the  House  became  familiar 
during  the  debates  of  last  Session. 
He  did  not  propose  to  reply  in  detail 
to  his  right  hon.  Friend's  remarks, 
and  thus  inaugarate  a  debate  on  foreign 
policy,  as  the  Government  had  announced 
in  the  Speech  irom  the  Throne  that  it 
was  their  intention  to  ask  the  House  for 
a  further  grant,  and  a  proper  occasion 
would  then  arise.  Upon  that  Vote  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Friends 
would  have  a  full  opportunity  of  urg- 
ing their  views.  He,  however,  thought 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
hardly  entitled  to  say  that  now,  for 
the  first  time,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  spoken  in  a  manner  eulogistic 
of  General  Gordon,  because  throughout 
all  these  debates  they  had  given  to  that 
distinguished  man  a  firm,  loyal,  and 
unflinching  support.  The  only  attack 
made  upon  General  Gordon  which  he 
had  in  mind  was  made  last  Session  by 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
at  the  moment  when  the  celebrated 
Slave  Trade  Proclamation  became  known 
in  this  country.  Without  waiting  for 
General  Gordon  to  be  heard  upon  the 
subject  in  his  own  defence,  they  began 
attacking  him,  because  they  thought 
they  might  thereby  strike  the  Go- 
vernment.     The    right    hon.    Gentle- 

Mr.  Bourke 


man  should  have  addressed  hi«  ques- 
tion with    regard    to    military    details 
to  another  Department  of  the  Govern- 
ment.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ap« 
peared  to  have  surpassed  himself  on  tlus 
occasion  in  his  efforts  to  place  a  different 
construction  on  facts  than  that  they  so 
plainly   pointed    to.     Everybody  knew 
that  troops  had  been  advanced  to  Don- 
gola,  and  that  that  place  was  the  centre 
of  military  operations  in  the  Soudan. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to 
refer  to  the  Law  of  Liquidation ;  but  it 
was  clearly  stated  by  the  Prime  Minister 
that,   untn  Lord  Northbrook's  Eeport 
was  in  the  hands  of  the  Government,  it 
was  impossible  for  them  to  enter  into  a 
discussion  of  the  difficult  financial  ques- 
tions which  that  Eeport  wou^d  raise. 
Further  Papers  in  regard  to  Egypt  would 
be  in  the  hands  of  Members  to-morrow 
morning.     There  would  also  be  a  Paper 
containing  additional  telegrams  relating 
to  a  subject    of  painful    interest — the  . 
doubtful  fate  of  Colonel  Stewart.     Lord 
Granville  was  of  opinion  that  the  House 
and  the  country  would  wish  to  have  the 
information  before  them  ;  and,  therefore, 
these  short  telegrams  had  been  put  to- 
gether in  a  single  Paper.     Incidentally, 
there  would  be  found  information  as  to 
the  recapture  of  Berber  by  the  forces  of 
General  Gordon.    In  addition,  he  would 
lay  on    the    Table   a  further    general 
Paper  relating  to  Egypt,  which  would 
come  down  to  the  30th  of  September 
last.    There  would  also  be  a  few  Papers 
of  considerable  interest  of  rather  later 
date,  some  giving  the  latest  information 
from   General    Gordon.     He  made    no 
complaint  of  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  said  about  the  approaching 
Conference;  but  he  was  struck  by  the 
tremendous  flourish  of  trumpets  about 
the  horrors  of  Protection,  because  it  was 
only  a  fev?  days  ago  that  Lord  Salisbury 
delivered  at  Dumfries  something  like  a 
defence  of  Protection.    It  might,  there- 
fore, be  hoped  that  the  zeal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  Free  Trade  would 
not  be  confined  to  the  West  Coast  i^of 
Africa,  but  would  also  be  available  lor 
home  consumption.  What  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said   about  the  freedom  of 
trade  and  navigation  on  the  waters  of 
Africa  he  accepted  in  Mo  in  the  name  of 
the  Government!    Throughout  the  ne- 
gotiations relating  to  the  Congo  the  Go- 
vernment had  the  one  object  to  secure 
such  arrangements  as  would  be  most 
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oouduciTe  to  the  freedom  of  trade  and 
nayigation.  The  most  important  clause 
of  the  defiiDct  Treaty  from  the  English 
point  of  view  was  that  which  proclaimed 
the  freedom  of  the  navigation  of  the 
river,  and  placed  it  under  a  Commission^ 
oonaJBting  of  a  Portuguese  and  &n  Kng- 
lish  Member,  an  arrangement  which  was 
attacked  with  great  violence  in  many  parte 
of  Europe  as  unduly  favourable  to  this 
country,  to  which  it  was  said  it  would 
have  handed  over  the  trade  of  the  river. 
It  was  no  part  of  our  object  to  get  the 
trade  of  the  river  under  false  pretences, 
and  the  Treaty  was  attacked  on  grounds 
that  were  mutually  destructive,  for  while 
it  was  said  here  to  be  unduly  favourable 
to  Portugal,  it  was  attacked  in  France, 
Germany,  and  Portugal  as  unfairly  fa- 
vourable to  this  country.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  distinguish  between 
navigation  dues  and  Customs  duties, 
which  were  totally  different.  The  Por- 
tuguese would  have  had  no  power  to 
claim  navigation  dues  ;  they  could  have 
been  levied  only  by  consent  of  the  Com- 
mission; and  upon  the  rivers  which 
would  come  within  the  purview  of  the 
Conference  at  Berlin  the  questions  of 
navigation  and  of  Customs  would  be 
treated  as  two  separate  questions,  \Mxat 
was  proposed  in  the  first  instance 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  Ger- 
many, and  what  had  been  proposed  by 
Germany  and  by  France  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  was  that  the  doctrine 
of  the  Congress  of  Vienna  of  1815  in 
regard  to  the  navigation  of  rivers  in 
Europe  should  be  applied  to  the  rivers 
on  the  West  Coast  of  Africa.  The  ar- 
rangement of  1815  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  Customs  duties,  and 
applied  only  to  navigation  tolls  and 
dues;  and  the  two  subjects  were  not  in 
any  way  connected.  A  further  pitiposal 
was  now  being  made — ^and  the  qu edition 
was  raised  for  the  first  time — that  there 
should  be  freedom  of  commerce  in  the 
basin  of  the  Congo;  and  that  proposal, 
which  no  doubt  must  be  examined  in 
detail,  was  one  Tvhich  must  be  welcome 
to  this  country  as  clearly  favourable  to 
British  enterprize.  A  third  proposal 
had  been  made  to  the  Govemment^ — 
namely,  that  it  should  be  decided  what 
the  formalities  wore  to  be  which  were  to 
make  valid  any  future  occupation  of  un- 
occupied countries  in  Africa.  It  was,  no 
doubt,  desirable  that  that  question  should 
he  settled,  and  that  through  the  Con- 


ference the  opiniona  of  the  jurists  of  the 
world  should  be  brought  to  bear  upon 
the  question  as  they  had  been  brought 
to  bear  upon  the  abolition  of  the  Slavs 
Trade*  upon  privateering,  and  upon  the 
question  of  free  ships  and  free  goods. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  accepting  the  invitation  to  the 
Conference  ;  and  ho  must  protest  in  the 
strongest  language  against  the  state- 
ment that  wo  had  been  left  out  in  the 
cold.  The  proposals  made  with  regard 
to  the  Congo»  as  he  stated  in  announcing 
the  withdrawal  of  the  Treaty,  had  been 
the  subject  of  communication  with  the 
Powers,  particularly  Germany,  and  Ger- 
many was  only  proposing  to  us  what  we 
had  proposed  to  Germany,  and  what  it 
was  therefore  known  we  were  certain  to 
accept.  On  the  30th  of  July  last  he 
stated  that  the  Government,  although 
giving  up  the  ratification  of  the  Treaty, 
were  continuing  negotiations  with  the 
Powers  in  the  hope  of  keeping  that  por- 
tion of  the  Treaty  which  applied  to  the 
Congo  the  doctrines  of  the  Treaty  of 
Vienna ;  and  the  Session  before  last  he 
stated  that  the  freedom  of  the  naviga- 
tion of  the  Congo  was  the  point  to  w  hich 
the  Government  attached  the  greatest 
i  m  portanoe .  Thepositionofthe  Govern  - 
ment  in  regard  to  the  Congo  Treaty  had 
been  the  subject  of  much  misrepresen- 
tation. For  a  long  period  Great  Britain 
stood  alone  in  preventing  the  operation 
of  the  claims  of  Portugal  on  the  Lower 
Congo;  but  that  refusal  was  owing  to 
the  manner  in  which  Portugal  connived 
at  the  Slave  Trade.  That  trade  having 
now  ceased,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  proposed  to  recognize  the  claims  of 
Portugal,  conditionally  on  other  nations 
also  recognizing  them.  On  their  refusal, 
however,  the  Treaty  fell  to  the  ground, 
and  Her  Majesty's  Government  recovered 
their  freedom  of  action.  Earl  Granville 
had  throughout,  as  Mr.  Stanley  said  the 
other  day,  over  and  over  again  shown 
that  the  Foreign  OflBce  bad  in  view  th^ 
securing  of  the  freedom  of  the  navigation 
of  the  Congo  and  the  Niger.  The 
Government  would  enter  into  the 
Conference  with  the  practical  under- 
standing that  the  rights  obtained  by  the 
Government  under  the  Treaties  which 
had  been  negotiated  by  Consul  Hewitt 
should  not  in  any  way  be  prejudiced* 
He  could  not  promise  the  Papers  at 
once;  but  they  should  be  produced 
as  soon  as  possible.       He   hoped   the 
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explanations   he  had  given  would  be 
satisfactory  to  the  House. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  had 
heard  the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord 
with  great  satisfaction,  not  unmingled 
with  surprise,  because  he  had  inferred 
from  the  remarks  of  the  Prime  Minister 
that  the  state  of  the  negotiations  would 
not  admit  of  any  full  account  of  them 
being  laid  before  the  House.  The 
statement  that  the  Goyemment  were 
determined  to  maintain  freedom  of  com- 
merce would  be  received  with  satisfac- 
tion by  the  commercial  community 
irrespective  of  Party ;  but  it  was  not 
clear  why  the  announcement  was  coupled 
with  a  sarcasm  directed  against  a  recent 
speech  of  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury. 
The  noble  Marquess  did  not  complain  of 
evils  arising  from  Free  Trade  in  Eng- 
land ;  but  he  complained  that  we  had 
not  used  all  the  means  in  our  power, 
diplomatic  and  fiscal,  to  induce  other 
Powers  to  adopt  a  Free-  Trade  policy. 
Therefore,  the  action  of  the  Government 
on  the  Congo,  so  far  from  beiog  in 
antagonism  to  the  speech  of  the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury,  was  precisely  in 
accordance  with  carrying  out  of  the 
policy  recommended  in  that  speech; 
and  if  the  Government  had  always 
been  as  anxious  to  induce  foreign 
nations  to  accept  Free  Trade  as  the 
present  Government  had  been  to  induce 
Germany,  France,  and  Portugal  to 
accept  it  on  the  Congo,  British  trade 
would  not  be  in  its  present  depressed 
condition.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
stated  that  it  was  the  determination  of 
the  Government  to  see  that  the  Con- 
vention made  with  the  Boers  was  main- 
tained. In  carrying  out  this  determina- 
tion the  Government  would  receive 
every  assistance  from  Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House.  The  only  diflficulty 
would  be  in  South  Africa,  and  that 
would  arise  largely  from  their  previous 
weakness  in  dealing  with  the  question. 
The  result  of  the  weakness  displayed  in 
1881  would  be  that  the  Boers  would 
never  believe  we  were  in  earnest  until 
they  actually  saw  the  gleam  of  our 
bayonets.  All  these  difficulties  might  have 
been  avoided  if  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  only  shown  common  courage 
in  the  management  of  their  South 
African  policy.  The  Prime  Minister's 
statement  with  regard  to  Egypt  was 
somewhat  remarkable.  He  said  that 
the  benefit  arising  from  General  Gordon's 
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Mission  was  that  the  power  of  the  Mahd^ 
had  been  so  diminished  or  so  destroyed, 
[Mr.  Gladstone  :  No  !] — that  a  tremen-- 
dous  danger  which,  after  General  Hick's 
defeat,  had  menaced,  not  Egypt  only, 
but  many  other  nations,  had  been 
averted.  This  was  the  first  time  they 
had  heard  anything  from  the  Govern- 
ment about  this  tremendous  danger ;  and 
it  threw  a  curious  light  on  the  Govern- 
ment policy  in  Egypt  during  the  last 
two  years.  If  the  Mahdi  was  such  a 
tremendous  danger  after  General  Hicks's 
defeat,  how  was  it  that  the  Government 
allowed  General  Hicks  to  go  into  the 
desert  with  so  inadequate  a  force  that 
defeat  was  inevitable  ?  If  the  Mahdi's 
power  was  such  a  danger  to  Egypt 
and  to  the  world,  why  was  General 
Gordon  allowed  to  go  to  Khartoum 
absolutely  unsupported  by  troops?  If 
he  had  been  supplied  with  a  proper 
force  Government  might  have  accom- 
plished all  they  required  at  the  expense 
of  a  few  hundred  thousand  pounds,  and 
rendered  unnecessary  the  present  Ex- 
pedition to  Khartoum,  which  would 
probably  cost  £10,000,000.  He  had  al- 
ways understood  from  the  Government 
that  the  Soudanese  were  people  who 
were  struggling  for  their  liberty;  but 
now  the  Government  said  that  the  chief 
power  in  the  Soudan  was  a  tremendous 
danger  to  the  liberties  of  Egypt  and  to 
neighbouring  nations.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter told  them  he  had  not  at  all  changed 
his  opinion  in  regard  to  the  abandon- 
ment of  Khartoum ;  yet  the  opinion  of 
every  soldier  was  that  if  there  were  any 
danger  menacing  Egypt  from  the  south, 
that  danger  should  be  met  at  Khar- 
toum ;  and  the  Government  now  ad- 
mitted that  a  great  danger  might 
menace,  and  had  menaced,  Egypt  from 
the  south.  How,  in  the  face  of  this  fact, 
could  they  now  venture  to  compel  the 
Egyptian  Government  unwillingly  to 
abandon  that  town?  Turning  next  to 
the  question  of  Reform,  he  would  say 
that  the  Premier  had  passed  a  very 
eloquent  and  just  eulogy  on  the  people 
of  this  country  for  the  moderate 
manner  in  which,  on  the  whole,  the 
public  debates  on  the  franchise  had 
been  conducted  in  every  part  of  the 
country.  But  if  the  people  had  been 
peaceable  and  orderly  in  the  midst  of  a 
bitter  political  controversy,  they  had 
been  so  in  spite  of  the  action  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.     For    the  first 
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time  ia  tlie  history  of  this  country  t}wy 
had  seen  tbe  iiuholy  and  imiiaturfil 
combination  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
and  the  palitical  agitator.  For  the  first 
time  they  liad  seen  a  Cabiut't  Minister^ — 
he  alluded,  of  course,  to  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade — directly  inciting 
men  to  disorder  and  riot.  The  Prime 
Minister  took  great  credit  to  hinistdf  for 
the  fact  that  he  had  striven  throughout 
to  confine  the  controversy  to  the  question 
of  the  franchise.  But  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  North  Leicestershire  (Lord 
John  Manners)  had  pointed  out  that  one 
of  the  avowed  objects  of  the  Government 
in  not  permitting  the  House  of  Lords  to 
deal  with  the  franchise  and  redistribution 
at  once  wa«  to  make  the  Members  of 
that  House  legislate,  as  he  said,  with  a 
rope  it>und  their  nocks ;  and  so  to  de- 
prive them  of  that  freedom  which  was 
due  to  an  independent  branch  of  tht* 
Legislature,  The  Prime  Minister  twitttjd 
some  Members  on  that  side  of  the  Hougn 
with  being  indifferent  to  preserving  the 
balance  of  the  Constitution ;  but  if  the 
Lords  were  not  to  remain  an  independent 
branch  of  the  Legislature  that  balance 
had  already  gone.  To-night  the  Prime 
Minister  had  been  studiously  cDiiciliatory 
in  the  manner,  if  not  in  the  matter, 
of  his  speech.  However,  though  they 
could  not  read  the  hearts  of  the  Glovera- 
raent,  it  was  easy  to  judge  their  actions. 
There  was  a  perfectly  plain  way  by 
which  the  Government  coidd  show  whe- 
ther they  were  aiming  at  obtaining  a 
political  advant^ige  by  deliberately  quar- 
relling with  the  House  of  Lards,  or 
whether  their  real  object  was  the  passing 
of  the  Franchise  BilL  Did  they  mean 
to  prorogue  at  Christmas,  or  did  they 
mean  to  adjonrn  ?  That  was  a  perfectly 
plain  question,  and  everything  turned 
upon  it  He  presumed  that  if  the  Lords 
passed  the  Eeform  Bill  this  Session  the 
Government  would  fulBl  their  promise 
to  bring  in  a  Redistribution  Bill  next 
year  in  the  confident  expectation  of  pass- 
ing it.  Therefore,  it  was  quite  clear 
that   they   thought   themselves   able  to 

Sass  a  Eefonn  Bill  and  a  Eedistribiition 
liU  before  the  end  of  next  August.  If 
then  they  chose  to  follow  the  unbroken 
precedents  of  the  last  50  years,  and  to 
adjourn  at  Christmas"  instead  of  pro- 
roguing! 80  that  the  Parliamentary  period 
between  this  time  and  next  summer 
ghould  all  fall  within  one  Session,  they 
would  be  able,  in  the  oourae  of  one  Ses- 


sion, to  pass  a  Beform  Bill  and  a  Ee- 
distribution  Bill,  and  to  get  ovi  r  the 
whole  of  this  controversy  with  the 
Lords^  to  which  they  professed  t*uch 
loud  objection.  Unfortunately,  how- 
ever»  the  limited  scope  of  the  Queen's 
Speech  put  it  beyond  a  doubt  that  they 
intended  to  prorogue,  and  not  to  adjourn 
at  Christmas,  This  was  a  clear  indication 
that  a  majorit^^of  the  Cabinet  were  dt^ter- 
minedtopush  to  the  uttermost  the  quarrel 
with  the  Lords,  to  make  what  political 
capital  they  could  out  of  the  operation, 
and  to  let  the  Constitution  shift  for  itself. 
He  regarded  with  the  greatest  regret  the 
agitation  which  the  Prime  Minister  had 
I>lmnly  told  them  he  meant  to  initiate, 
fiupposing  that  the  House  of  Lords 
sikould  again  jiostpone  the  Franchise 
Bill,  He  did  not  st^e  that,  from  a  purely 
Party  point  of  view,  the  Conservatives 
had  anything  to  fear;  rather  the  con- 
trary. The  Conservative  Party  could 
hardly  do  otherwise'  than  gain  by  the 
fai^t  that  the  Liberal  Party  had  com- 
mitted themselves  to  a  reconstruction  of 
the  Constitution^  inasmuch  as  moderate 
men  would  feel  that  if  a  revolution  was 
to  be  initiated  hocause  there  existed  a 
difference  of  opinion  on  a  small  question 
of  procedure,  the  Party  which  initiated 
it  was  no  longer  worthy  of  its  confidence. 
He  made  no  complaint  of  the  Eadical 
section  of  the  opposite  Party.  In  thus 
playing  with  revolution  they  only  acted 
after  their  kind.  Blithe  was  surprised  at 
the  moderate  Liberals.  They  were  not  lees 
interested  than  the  Conservative  Pai-ty  in 
the  maintenance  of  the  Constitution.  If 
they  permitted  themselves  to  be  dragged 
into  this  agitation,  brought  about  at  the 
bidding  of  the  riglxt  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain) and  his  Friends,  an  agitation  from 
which  they  had  more  to  fear  than  any 
other  persons,  and  which  they  had  more 
power  to  stop,  it  would  be  a  new  and 
startling  proof  that  Party  ties  were 
stronger  than  almost  auy  ties  which 
could  bind  men.  The  Prime  Minister's 
speech  had  deprived  him  of  any  hope 
which  he  might  have  entertained  that 
this  question  would  be  settled  quietly. 
He  had  deliberately  told  the  House  that 
nothing  but  an  unconditional  assent  to 
the  Bill  on  the  part  of  the  House  of 
Lords  would  satisfy  the  Government. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  interposing,  said, 
that  the  hon.  Member  did  not  correctlv 
represent  what  he  had  said.     He  had 
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Bald  that  if  the  information  possessed 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  about  re- 
distribution was  insufficient,  the  proper 
course  would  have  been  to  state  wherein 
it  was  insufficient,  and  to  ask  for  further 
information. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  apologized  to 
the  Prime  Minister.  In  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  opinion,  information  about 
redistribution  was  all  that  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  wanted.  If  so,  it  was  mani- 
fest that  the  Prime  Minister  did  not 
understand  the  real  subject  of  contro- 
versy. The  Standard  had  told  them  all 
they  wanted  to  know  about  redistribu- 
tion. But,  whether  or  not  The  Standard 
scheme  was  the  actual  Bill  of  the  Go- 
vernment, there  was  no  security  that 
such  a  Bill  would  pass  the  House  of 
Commons.  And  even  if  did,  and  the 
House  of  Lords  disapproved  any  part 
of  the  scheme,  they  would  be  abso- 
lutely precluded  from  expressing  their 
opinion,  since  the  penalty  for  such  an 
expression  of  opinion  would  be  a  Dis- 
solution under  the  old  constituencies 
and  the  new  franchise.  What  was 
required  was  not  knowledge  of  the 
redistribution  scheme,  but  power  to 
deal  with  it  fairly.  What  function 
did  the  Government  wish  to  assign, 
either  to  the  minority  in  that  House,  or 
to  the  majority  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
if  they  were  not  to  be  allowed  to  deal 
freely  with  a  Bill  so  vitally  afiPecting  the 
destinies  of  the  country  as  a  Bedistribu- 
tion  Bill?  Unless  that  freedom  was 
conceded  a  quiet  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion seemed  to  him  impossible  ;  if  it  were 
conceded,  such  a  settlement  seemed  to 
him  to  be  certain. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
a  few  questions  relative  to  the  Joint 
Commission  between  this  country  and 
Bussia,  which  was  now  on  the  confines 
of  Afghanistan,  for  the  purpose  of  set- 
tling the  North- West  Frontier  of  that 
country.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
the  Under  Secretary  for  India  could 
l^ive  the  House  some  outline  of  the  ob- 
jects of  that  important  Mission  ?  Some 
exception  had  been  taken  to  the  selection 
of  Sir  Peter  Lumsden  to  serve  on  that 
Commission ;  but,  in  his  opinion,  the 
Government  had  exercised  a  wise  dis- 
cretion in  that  selection,  and,  on  the 
whole,  he  did  not  think  that  a  better 
man  could  have  been  chosen.  The 
people  of  India  took  a  deep  interest  in 
the  question,  and  it  was  desirable  that 
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the  instructions  given  to  Sir  Peter 
Lumsden  should  be  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House.  Then  he  should  like  to  know 
what  position  the  Bepresentative  of  the 
Ameer  held  on  that  Commission  ?  Was 
he  merely  to  advise,  or  was  he  to  have 
a  voice  in  the  settlement  of  the  boundary 
between  Afghanistan  and  Bussian  ter- 
ritory? Then,  suppose  that  some  de- 
finite boundary  was  fixed,  what  guaran- 
tee had  the  Government  that  the  Com- 
mission would  be  a  reality  and  not  a 
sham,  and  that  the  boundary  would  be 
maintained  ?  We  furnished  the  Ameer 
with  a  large  amount  of  money  on  con- 
dition that  he  let  us  know  what  his 
foreign  policy  was  to  be.  Suppose  that 
he  had  reason  to  fear  that  Bussia  was 
going  to  overstep  that  boundary,  what 
would  be  our  position  with  reference  to 
Afghanistan  or  Bussia  ?  As  far  as  the 
latter  Power  was  concerned,  the  boundary 
would  be  fixed  for  strategic  purposes. 
The  Ameer  would  expect  us  to  recognize 
that  boundary  wherever  it  might  be  fixed. 
With  respect  to  the  Viceroyalty,  he  did 
not  think  that  any  wiser  selection  than 
Lord  Dufferin  as  the  successor  of  Lord 
Bipon  could  have  been  made.  Lord 
Dufferin  would  be  the  man  to  set  things 
right  in  India  with  which  Lord  Bipon 
had  dealt  so  imsuccessfuUy.  He  should 
also  like  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  for 
India  whether,  in  the  event  of  there  being 
any  difference  between  Sir  Peter  Lums- 
den and  the  Chief  of  the  Bussian  Mis- 
sion with  regard  to  the  North- Western 
boundary  of  Afghanistan,  the  former 
was  to  communicate  with  the  Home  Go- 
vernment or  with  that  of  India?  He 
also  wished  to  know  how  long  this  Mis- 
sion was  to  last  ?  He  also  wished  to 
know  whether,  in  the  event  of  Khar- 
toum being  relieved,  General  Gordon, 
who  had  been  appointed  by  the  Khe- 
dive Governor  General  of  the  Soudan, 
and  had  been  recognized  as  such  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  would  be  under 
the  orders  of  Lord  Wolseley,  or  whether 
the  latter  would  be  entirely  under  his 
orders  ?  In  the  latter  case,  he  was  afraid 
that  the  cost  of  the  Expedition  would  be 
enormously  heavy. 

Mb.  J.  K.  CBOSS  remarked,  that  in 
reply  to  the  questions  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  he  had  to  state  that  General 
Lumsden  had  left  this  country  some  time 
ago,  under  instructions  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  settle,  in  conjunc- 
tion with  the  Bussian  Commissioner,  the 
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North- West  boundary  of  Afghanis  tan, 

and  on  the  17th  of  Novomhcr  ho  would 
arrive  at  Sarakhs,  whore  he  would 
Temain  until  the  Indian  contingent, 
which  had  now  reached  the  Helmund, 
and  the  Ti  nasi  an  Commisaioner,  met  him. 
The  Indian  contingent  included  200  in- 
fantry, and  with  its  followers  numbered 
900  men.  It  was  quite  possible  that  by 
the  end  of  Novomber  all  the  parties 
would  have  met  together,  and  would  be 
able  to  proceed  on  their  Mission,  Of 
course,  however,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment could  not  undertake  to  fix  the 
time  of  the  arrival  of  the  Russian  Com- 
missioner, over  whom  they  had  no  con- 
trol. The  hon.  Gentleman  had  asked 
him  what  would  happen  in  the  event  of 
any  dispute  arising  between  General 
Lumsdeo  and  the  Russian  Commissioner. 
General  Lumsden  would  be  in  communi- 
cation with  the  Home  Government,  and 
not  with  that  of  India.  All  such  mat- 
ters»  however,  would  be  submitted  to 
JjyvA  DufFerin»  The  position  of  the 
Ameer's  Representative  would  be  that 
he  would  have  no  vote,  and  no  voice  in 
the  direct  fixing  of  the  frontier  line  ;  but 
he  would  be  present  as  the  adviser  and 
the  trusted  Eepresentativeof  the  Ameer, 
and  would  give  all  necessary  information 
to  the  Commissionera*  As  far  as  the 
matter  had  gone  at  proaent^  the  con- 
tingent had  been  received  very  well  in- 
deed, and  provisions  and  stores  had  been 
placed  for  them  at  the  appointed  sta- 
tions, and  he  understood  thftt  every- 
thing that  had  been  expected  to  be  done 
by  the  Ameer  had  been  done.  In  fact, 
the  action  of  the  Ameer  had  been  tho- 
roughly cordial,  and  he  hoped  that  by 
the  time  General  Lumsden  reached 
Sarakhs  there  could  be  no  doubt  as  to 
the  eatisfactory  result  of  the  Mission. 
The  instructions  given  to  General 
Lumsden  were  that  he  should  go  to 
Sarakhs,  and  there  await  the  arrival  of 
the  Russian  Commissioner  and  the 
Indian  contingent^  and  that  he  j^hould 
oommunicate  with  the  Foreign  Office  on 
all  matters  that  were  going  forward. 
The  arrangements  as  to  where  the  Oom- 
tnission  should  start  from  had  not  been 
actually  decided  upon,  nor  could  they  be 
until  the  Russian  Commissioner  had  met 
General  Lumsden. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF 
asked  whether,  when  Lord  Wolseley 
arrived  in  Khartoum,  he  or  General 
Gordon  was  to  be  supreme,  especially 
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as  the  latter  held  the  position  of  Go- 
vernor General  of  the  Boudan  undor  the 
appointment  of  the  Khedive?  He  also 
wished  to  know^  whether  the  uncandid 
paragraph  in  the  Queen's  iSpeech  de- 
claring that  Her  Majesty  had  given  her 
support  to  Egypt  in  financial  matters 
was  intended  to  indicate  that  support  in 
the  shape  of  a  guarantee  or  of  a  loan 
would  be  given  to  that  country  ?  The 
act  of  suspending  the  Sinking  Fund  on 
the  recommendation  of  Lord  Northbrook 
was  a  direct  violation  of  the  Law  of 
Liquidation,  which  had  been  sanctioned 
by  the  Concert  of  Europe ;  and  he  was 
anxious  to  know  whether  that  act  en- 
tailed any  financial  responsibility  on  this 
country  ?  With  regard  to  the  question 
of  Reform,  it  was  quite  clear  that  the 
Government  did  not  attach  the  same  im* 
portance  to  redistribution  that  the  Con- 
servative Party  did,  and  that  the  Go- 
vernment scheme  of  redistribution  would 
magnify  and  stereotype  the  glaring  ano- 
malies of  representation  that  now  ex- 
isted. He  wished,  howevert  to  call 
attention  to  th*^  terrible  rebuke  which 
the  Prime  Minister  had  administered 
that  night  to  his  Colleague,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade.  lie  was 
glad  to  see  the  President  of  tfio  Board 
of  Trade  in  his  place.  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  explain  the 
history  of  those  riots  which  he  himself 
incited  at  Birmingham.  He  would  like 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  was  not  in  direct  com- 
plicity and  confidence  with  the  acts  of 
outrage  which  were  perpetrated  at  Aston 
Park  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
in  no  degi^ee  reprobated  those  acts, 
which  were  of  a  most  outrageous  cha- 
racter, Oq  the  contrary,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  commended  them  in  a 
public  address.  He  begged  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Prime  Minister  to  that 
fact,  because,  if  the  Prime  Minister  did 
not  condemn  those  acts,  he  was  as  much 
answerable  for  them  as  was  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  himself.  Hon.Mum- 
bers  opposite  had  instituted  a  system  of 
rioting  at  public  meetings.  At  Bir- 
mingham the  Caucus  organized  a  meeting 
in  opposition  to  the  Conservative  gather- 
ing at  Aston  Park^  gangs  of  roughs 
being  hired  to  interfere  with  the  pro- 
ceedings. That  was  exactly  similar  to 
the  action  which  caused  the  Government 
to  suspend  Lord  Rossmore  from  the 
Commission   of  the   Peace,   only  Lord 
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Bossmore  did  not  introduce  hired  ruf- 
fians. The  Caucus,  under  the  auspices 
of  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
issued  a  circular  on  the  Saturday  before 
the  meeting  was  held,  calling  upon 
Liberals  to  assemble  at  the  gates  of 
Aston  Park  ;  and  two  Town  Councillors, 
creatures  of  the  Caucus  and  of  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  recom- 
mended the  ruffians  who  assembled  to 
take  possession  of  certain  planks  in 
order  to  use  them  as  battering  rams 
against  a  wall.  That  was  merely  a 
question  of  burglary ;  but  in  addition 
to  that  the  Caucus  were  also  guilty  of 
forgery,  for,  at  their  instigation,  a  cer- 
tain number  of  tickets  were  fabricated 
in  order  that  their  agents  might  gain 
admittance  to  the  Conservative  meeting. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  that  evening 
repudiated  the  deeds  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.  [Mr.  Gladstone 
dissented.]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
appeared  not  to  repudiate  them.  Then 
he  was  responsible  for  them.  If  Con- 
servatives could  not  meet  without  being 
subjected  to  attack  by  miners  and 
others,  surely  that  freedom  of  speech  of 
which  the  Prime  Minister  professed  to 
be  so  fond  would  no  longer  be  enjoyed 
by  the  minority  in  political  controver- 
sies. In  conclusion,  he  thought  they 
were  entitled  to  some  explanation  from 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
whose  conduct  in  this  matter  seemed 
very  like  that  of  the  Anarchists  or  Ni- 
hilists on  the  Continent. 

AMENDMENT      (MR.     HARRINGTON)— 
THE     MAAMTRASNA     MURDERS- 
CONVICTION    OF     MYLES     JOYCE 
AND  OTHERS. 
Mr.    HAREINGTON,   in   rising  to 

move  the  following  Amendment  to  the 

Address :  — 

'*  And  humbly  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that  it  is 
the  opinion  of  a  vast  number  of  the  Irish  people 
that  the  present  method  of  administering  the 
Law  in  Ireland,  more  especiallyunder  the  Crimes 
Act,  has  worked  manifold  injustice,  and,  in  the 
case  of  the  prisoners  tried  for  the  Maamtrasna 
murder,  has  led  to  the  execution  of  an  innocent 
man  and  to  the  conviction  of  four  other  persons 
equally  innocent,  and  that  this  House  humbly 
assures  Her  Majesty  that  it  would  ensure  mucn 
greater  confidence  in  the  administration  of  the 
Law  in  Ireland  if  a  full  and  public  inquiry  were 
granted  into  the  execution  of  Mvles  Joyce  and 
the  continued  incarceration  of  Patrick  Joyce, 
Thomas  Joyce,  Martin  Joyce,  and  John  Casey,*' 

said,  that  in  rising,  at  that  late  hour  of 
the  evening,  to  move  the  Amendment, 
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and  in  proposing  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  House  for  a  moment  from  the 
many  matters  of  foreign  policy  which 
tbey  had  been  discussing,  in  order  to 
bring  their  notice  to  another  question  of 
no  less  importance  to  the  ^od  govern- 
ment of  the  Empire,  he  had  to  ask  the 
indulgence  of  the  House,  owing  to  his 
being  taken  somewhat  by  surprise.  No 
doubt,  the  question  of  the  extension  of 
the  franchise  was  one  of  very  great  im- 
portance ;  but  it  was  in  vain  to  extend 
the  franchise  to  the  people  if  no  effort 
were  made  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  inspire  them  with  some  confi- 
dence in  the  laws  of  the  country.  In  the 
absence  of  any  Representative  of  the 
Irish  Government  upon  the  Treasury 
Bench — in  face  of  the  flight,  he  might 
say,  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Trevelyan),  and  in  the  absence  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solici- 
tor General  for  Ireland — [The  Souoitob 
General  for  Ireland  here  entered  the 
House  and  took  his  seat.] — ^he  was  glad 
to  see  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man was  now  in  his  place.  On  the  15th 
of  December,  1882,  Myles  Joyce,  Patrick 
Joyce,  of  Shaqvallycahill,  and  Patrick 
Casey  were  executed  for  the  murders 
known  as  the  Maamtrasna  murders,  and 
Martin  Joyce,  brother  of  Myles,  Patrick 
Joyce,  of  Cappanacbrea,  another  brother, 
Thomas  Joyce,  son  of  Patrick,  and  John 
Casey,  of  Cappanacbrea,  were  sentenced 
to  penal  servitude.  There  had  been  cases 
previously  brought  \mder  the  attention 
of  the  House  of  Commons  in  which  per- 
sons had  been  the  victims  of  mistaken 
identity;  but  tbey  were  of  small  import- 
ance compared  with  the  case  to  which 
he  proposed  to  invite  the  consideration 
of  the  House.  In  this  case,  although,  no 
doubt,  there  was  false  evidence,  though 
perjured  and  malignant  low-lived  cha- 
racters were  employed  by  the  Crown, 
and  though  such  facts  demanded  the  at- 
tention of  the  House,  there  was  the  fur- 
ther and  most  important  charge  which 
he  now  made  —  that  the  officials  of 
the  Crown  in  Ireland,  those  who  were 
entrusted  with  the  administration  of  the 
law,  were  themselves  parties  to  the  con- 
spiracy against  the  lives  of  those  wretched 
men.  On  the  night  of  August  17, 
1882,  a  party  of  men  broke  into  a  house 
in  the  village  of  Maamtrasna,  in  the 
County  of  Gal  way,  occupied  by  a  man 
named  John  Joyce,  murdered  him,  his 
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mother,  wife,  and  a  young  daughter,  and 
inflicted  serious  injuries  upon  his  two  sons, 
the  only  other  occupants  of  the  house, 
injuries  so  severe  that  one  of  them  died 
on  the  following  day,  while  the  second 
lay  for  some  time  in  a  precarious  con- 
dition. Acting  on  the  information  of 
two  brothers,  named  Anthony  and  John 
Joyce,  the  police  arrested,  on  the  20th, 
10  men,  all  of  whom  resided  at  a  con- 
siderable distance  from  fhe  scene  of 
the  murder — some  at  a  distance  of 
seven  miles.  The  story  related  by  the 
two  brothers,  supported  by  the  son  of 
one  of  them,  was  of  an  extraordinary 
character ;  but,  after  the  customary  re- 
mands and  inquiries,  the  10  men  were 
duly  returned  for  trial  at  the  Galway 
Assizes.  **The  Prevention  of  Crime 
Act"  being  in  force  at  the  time,  the 
Grown  took  advantage  of  its  provisions 
to  have  the  venue  changed  to  the  City 
of  Dublin,  though  there  was  no  sugges- 
tion in  the  evidence  of  the  witne8ses,  and 
nothing  in  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
to  warrant  the  belief  that  the  murder 
was  of  an  agrarian  character.  Some 
days  previous  to  the  trial,  which  com- 
menced on  the  13th  of  November,  1882, 
before  a  special  jury  of  the  City  and 
County  of  Dublin,  in  Green  Street 
Court  House,  it  became  known  that  An- 
thony Fhilbin,  one  of  the  accused,  had 
become  approver,  and  would  be  produced 
by  the  Crown  to  corroborate  the  three 
Joyces.  The  extraordinary  story  told  by 
Anthony  Joyce  at  the  trial  was  that 
on  the  night  of  the  17th  of  August 
he  was  awakened  by  the  barking  of  bis 
dogs.  He  got  up,  went  to  his  door, 
and  saw  six  men  whom  he  did  not 
know  at  flrst,  but  whom  he  subse- 
quently recognized  as  Anthony  Philbin, 
Thomas  Casey,  Martin  Joyce,  Myles 
Joyce,  Patrick  Joyce,  and  Tom  Joyce, 
of  Cappanachrea.  After  a  time,  with 
nothing  on  but  his  shirt,  trousers,  and 
flannel  vest,  Anthony  Joyce  went  to  the 
house  of  his  brother  and  saw  the  men 
go  to  the  house  of  Michael  Casey.  When 
they  came  out  the  nimiber  had  been  in- 
creased to  10,  by  the  addition  of  Patrick 
Joyce,  of  Shanvallycahill,  Patrick  Casey, 
John  Casey,  and  Michael  Casey.  The 
witness  and  his  brother  John  followed 
the  men  to  the  scene  of  the  murder.  It 
was  clearly  established  that  the  night 
was  dark,  and  that  the  men  had 
blackened  faces.  Every  bit,  therefore, 
of  Anthony  Joyce's    story  was  incon- 
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eistent,  as  it  would  have  been  impossible 
for  him  on  such  a  night  to  have  discerned 
from  his  house  even  the  figures  of  the 
men  as  they  passed,  and  much  more  im- 
possible to  recognize  their  faces.  A 
similar  story  was  told  by  John  Joyce ; 
and  this  was  the  evidence  upon  which 
these  10  men  were  arrested.  He  (Mr. 
Harringtfm)  cliarged  the  Government 
with  suppressing  certain  depositions 
which  were  needful  to  the  proper  eluci- 
dation of  the  case,  and  he  pointed  out 
that  he  might  indeed  found  the  wholeoase 
he  had  to  bring  forward  upon  the  single 
circumstance  of  the  actual  murderers 
having  blackened  faces.  He  chetllenged 
the  Government  to  show  the  House  that, 
from  the  beginning  to  the  end  of  the 
trial,  which  lasted  seven  days,  one  word 
was  said  by  the  Crown  counsel,  or  by  the 
counsel  for  the  defence,  of  this  circum- 
stance of  the  men  having  blackened 
faces.  After  the  trial,  depositions  were 
made  by  two  of  the  men  who  were 
executed — Patrick  Joyce  and  Patrick 
Casey  —  in  which,  whilst  proclaiming 
their  own  guilt,  they  pronounced  the 
third  man— Myles  Joyce — to  be  innocent. 
These  depositions  had  not  been  produced 
before  the  House,  and  if  the  non.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  would  produce  them,  even 
now,  he  would  at  least  have  done  some- 
thing to  ease  the  public  mind.  De- 
positions were  also  in  existence,  proving 
beyond  doubt  that  those  who  took  part 
in  the  murders  had  blackened  faces. 
Yet  that  fact  was  deliberately  withheld 
at  the  trial ;  for  when  the  solicitor  for 
the  defence  applied  for  copies  of  the 
depositions,  the  representatives  of  the 
Crown,  in  a  wicked  and  murderous 
manner,  kept  from  him  the  dying  de- 
positions of  the  two  lads.  But,  for- 
tunately, the  Irish  Government  had  not 
it  in  their  power  any  longer  to  suppress 
this  evidence,  and  he  should  be  able  to 
show  that  not  only  was  it  before  the 
lawyers  for  the  Crown — the  Attorney 
General  of  the  day  (now  Mr.  Justice 
John^on),  Mr.  Murphy  (now  Mr.  Justice 
Murphy),  and  Mr.  Peter  O'Brien,  Q.C.— 
but  that  their  attention  was  specially 
directed  to  it.  He  had,  in  his  hand,  the 
brief  used  by  one  of  these  Crown  counsel 
at  the  trial.  He  also  had  a  copy  of  the 
brief  used  by  the  counsel  for  the  prisoners, 
and  he  should  be  able  to  show  that  only 
such  documents  were  given  to  the  soli- 
citor for  the  defence  by  the  Crown  Soli- 
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citor,  as  would  fit  in  with  the  theory  of 
g^ilt  which  he  wished  to  establish,  so  as 
to  secure  the  hanging  of  these  unfor- 
tunate men.  The  depositions  which  were 
suppressed  would  undoubtedly  have  con- 
vinced any  jury  that,  however  guilty  or 
innocent  the  men  might  be,  the  evidence 
on  which  the  Crown  proceeded  was  from 
the  beginning  a  fabrication.    If  the  Go- 
vernment wished  to  clear  the  character 
of  their  officials  from  the  stain  of  perjury 
and  conspiracy  to  murder,  they  would  be 
anxious  for  inquiry.   Whether  they  con- 
ceded or  refused  an  inquiry,  public  opi- 
nion in  Ireland  was  already  made  up  on 
the  subject,  and  nothing  would  remove 
the  public  belief  that  the  Crown  officials 
had  sacrificed  the  life  of  Myles  Joyce. 
The    name  of  the  Crown    counsel    to 
whom    the    brief     belonged    was    not 
written  upon  it,  but  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor    General    for    Ireland    would 
easily  recognize  the  handwriting  of  the 
marginal  notes.     The  counsel  had  em- 
ployed his  pencil  during  the  swearing 
of   the   jury,    and  wrote    down  three 
columns,  one  for  the  sworn  jurors,  another 
marked  with  the  letter  **C,"  which  was 
the  initial  letter  of  "  Catholic,"  and  the 
third  headed  "Sturdy."     That  was  the 
manner  :n  which  the  Government  offi- 
cials endeavoured  to  command  respect 
for  the  law  in  Ireland,    by    marking 
every  man   who  belonged  to  the  reli- 
gious faith  of  the  majority  as  an  out- 
cast, whose  oath  was  not  to  be  trusted. 
From  beginning  to  end  of  this  extra- 
ordinary case,  as  it  had  been  presented 
to  the  Court  in  Dublin,  none  of  the  wit- 
nesses were  allowed  to  utter  one  word 
about  the  murderers  having  blackened 
faces,   or  wearing  disguises;   and,   al- 
though the  Crown  lawyers  brought  the 
little  boy,  Patrick  Joyce,  upon  the  wit- 
ness table,  and  declined  to  examine  him, 
on  the  plea  that  he  did  not  know  what 
would  happen  to  him  if  he  told  a  lie, 
yet  that  proceeding  was  merely  a  trirk 
to  throw  dust  in  the  eyes  of  the  Judge 
and  jury,  for  three  months  earlier,  on 
the  day  succeeding  the  murders,  the  boy 
had  been  sworn,  and  his  dying  deposi- 
tion had  been  taken  and  made  a  legal 
instrument  capable  of  being  used  as 
evidence  on  the  trial,  by  Mr.  Brady,  one 
of  the  fortunate  men  who  were  thrust 
into  the  Magistracy  under  the  Crimes 
Act.  That  boy*s  deposition  detailed  the 
drcumstanoes  of  the  murder,  and  would 
not  have  supported  the  perjury  which 
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brought  about  the  conviction  of  Myles 
Joyce,  for  he  said — **  Two  or  three  men 
came  in.  They  had  black  on  their 
faces."  The  deposition  was  signed 
*'A.  Newton  Brady,  R.M."  It  was 
A.  Newton  Brady,  H.M.,  who  took  the 
deposition  of  this  little  boy,  and  of  this 
little  boy's  brother,  and  who  conducted 
the  case  from  beginning  to  end.  It  was  he 
who  also  took  the  depositions  of  the  two 
unfortunate  men  who  declared  their  own 
guilt  and  the  innocence  of  the  man  who 
was  executed  with  them.  But  he  and 
Earl  Spencer  had  evidently  made  a  com- 
pact that  these  depositions  should  never 
see  the  light,  and  that  the  public,  al- 
though they  might  have  their  suspi- 
cions, should  never  have  a  clear  know- 
ledge of  their  guilt  in  connection  with 
these  cases.  The  production  of  this  little 
boy  in  the  witness  chair  was,  as  he  had 
said,  an  empty  farce,  for  appended  to  the 
deposition  of  the  boy  in  the  Crown  brief 
was  a  note  from  Mr.  George  Bolton,  the 
Crown  Solicitor,  which  was  well  worthy  of 
the  consideration  of  those  who  wished  to 
investigate  this  matter  fully.  The  note 
in  question  was  as  follows : — **  Patrick 
Joyce  has  recovered,  but  his  evidence 
is  worthless."  Deny  it  as  they  might, 
there  was  this  damning  evidence  in 
the  handwriting,  he  might  say,  of  the 
Crown  Solicitor,  that  the  Crown  prose- 
cutors were  not  to  examine  this  boy  on 
the  trial,  but  that  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment had  determined  to  sacrifice 
these  men,  in  order  to  appease  the  cry 
for  blood  that  had  been  raised  by  the 
English  newspapers.  The  little  boy — 
Patrick  Joyce — might  be  found  at  pre- 
sent at  Artane  Industrial  School,  and 
the  Crown  could  examine  him  if 
they  liked,  as  he  (Mr.  Harrington) 
had  done,  and  see  if  the  statement 
which  he  now  made  corresponded  with 
the  statement  which  he  made  to  the 
Eesident  Magistrate  on  the  day  after 
the  murder.  The  case,  as  he  had  said, 
might  be  allowed  to  rest  altogether  on 
this  one  circumstance  of  whether  the 
men  who  had  committed  the  murder 
had  or  had  not  blackened  faces.  There 
was  no  theory  whatever  by  which  they 
could  reconcile  the  evidence  of  the  three 
independent  witnesses  with  the  fact  of 
the  men  being  disguised.  The  fact  was, 
that  Anthony  and  John  Joyce  lived  in 
eternal  enmity  with  the  men  against 
whom  they  gave  evidence ;  and  whether 
they  had  themselves  concocted  the  story, 
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or  whether  they  were  instructed  by  the 
polire  or  any  of  the  mag-istrates  or  aflFi- 
cialn,  he  contended  that  the  caae  equally 
demanded  the  oleareafc  and  fullest  in- 
quiry. It  was  after  the  noble  Marqueaa 
the  Secretar}'  of  State  hn*  War  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  in  that  House 
had  promised  an  inquiry  into  the  revela- 
tions made  by  the  informers  in  connee- 
tion  with  this  case,  and  after  Earl 
Spencer  had  refused  an  inqtnry,  that 
his  suspicions  were  aroused  that  Karl 
8pencer,  and  Brady,  Bolton,  and  others 
acquainted  with  the  ca*«e,  had  a  strong 
and  vital  interest  in  keepiufj  the  truth 
from  the  public.  The  fullest  inquiry 
was  demanded,  if  they  wished  to  sift 
to  the  bottom  the  infamous  tj'ansactious 
connected  with  the  trial,  and  to  show 
that  the  Crown  officials  had  not  sanc- 
tioned a  cruel  conspiracy.  He  (Mr. 
Harrington)  had  himself  spant  some 
considerable  time  in  huntiug  up  evi- 
dence in  regard  to  this  case.  He  had 
gone  down  into  the  locality,  and  taken 
with  him  the  official  map  that  was  u^ied 
by  the  Grown  at  the  trmb  He  in\^ted 
the  Members  on  the  Treasury  Bench  to 
fiend  any  impartial  man  into  the  disstrict, 
and  he  would  be  very  glad  to  leave  to 
such  a  person  the  w&de  question  of 
the  guilt  or  innocence  of  the  unfortunate 
man  who  was  executed.  What  he  had 
to  charge  against  the  Crown  officials 
vas  not  alone  that  they  proceeded  upon 
the  extraordinary  story  of  these  men, 
but  at  a  time  when  they  knew  it  to  be 
perfectly  false.  He  should  be  able  to 
ehow  from  the  handwriting  of  the  officials 
themselves,  that  although  one  of  the 
approvers  offered  to  give  the  Crown  the 
true  version  of  the  murder,  as  he  pre- 
ferred doings  and  telling  the  truth,  the 
Goveroment  would  not  accept  his  evi- 
dence until  he  finally  consented  to  per- 
jure himself.  It  was  only  by  perjury 
that  he  wa^*  able,  therefore,  to  save  his 
wretched  life.  The  evidence  at  the  trial 
was  confined  to  three  witnesses  wlio 
might  be  called  independent  Their 
evidence,  however,  was  corroborated  by 
that  of  two  informers — Thomas  Casey 
and  Anthony  Philbin — ^one  of  whom,  as 
ft  matter  of  fact,  was  not  present  at  tl\G 
murder,  and  knew  nothing  about  it,  al* 
though  he  was  easily  able  to  perjure 
himself.  He  had  heard  the  evidence 
repeated  in  his  presence  no  leas  than  12 
times ;  and,  therefore,  it  was  not  a  diffi- 
cult matter   for  him  to  corroborate  it. 
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Still,  btrange  to  say,  in  spite  of  this,  the 
two  informers  did  not  agree  in  the  evi- 
dence they  offered  at  the  trial.  One  of 
them  alleged  that  there  were  10  men 
present  at  the  murder;  whereas  the 
other  said  there  were  12,  and  gave  the 
names  of  two  additional  men — Patrick 
Kelly  and  Michael  Nee,  Extraordinary 
to  relate,  intet^ad  of  that  discrepancy 
between  the  evidence  being  pc^intod  to 
by  the  learned  Jud;^e  who  tried  the  case, 
as  a  ground  of  suspicion  against  the 
testimony  of  these  men,  it  was  the  main 
point  upon  which  Judge  Barry  relied  as 
confirming  the  testimony  of  both.  Judge 
Banysaid,  in  so  many  word s, that  the  very 
discrepancy  between  the  evidence  of  the 
two  men  allbrded  confirmatory  proof  of 
the  truth  of  their  statements  as  to  the 
murder.  Now,  these  two  men,  who,  in 
an  endeavour  to  save  their  own  lives, 
swore  away  the  life  of  an  innocent  man — 
these  two  men  had  since  come  forward 
and  said,  openly  and  publicly,  that  the 
testimony  they  gave  to  the  Crown  waa 
altogether  fal«e.  The  statement  now 
was  that  there  were  only  seven  men  en- 
gaged in  the  murder,  and  that  six  of 
those  who  had  beeu  charged  by  the 
Crown  were  wholly  innocent,  and  knew 
nothing  about  it.  Jt  was  further  stated 
that,  at  the  present  moment,  two  of  the 
actual  murdtrers,  including  the  man 
who  really  planned  thu  murder,  were 
living  in  a  locality  well  known  to  the 
police,  and  that  another  of  them  waa 
now  in  England.  He  thought  he  should 
be  able  to  show,  still  further,  that  not 
only  had  the  Crown  full  knowledge  that 
the  actual  murderers  were  lilting  in  the 
locality^  but  that  they  were  aware  that  the 
man  who  planned  the  murder,  who  jjaid 
for  it,  and  who  assisted  in  commitiing  it, 
was  still  living  in  the  locality,  and  that  at 
the  time  the  Crown  proceeded  to  try  these 
10  unfortunate  peasants,  ^\b  of  whom 
were  still  in  gaol,  the  Crown  had  full 
knowlt'dge  that  they  were  innocent,  and 
that  other  persons  were  guilty  of  the 
murder.  He  thought  it  necessary  to 
press  that  extraordinary  fact  upon  the 
attention  of  the  House,  The  allegation 
now  made  by  the  informers  was,  that 
seven  men  were  present  at  the  murder, 
and  that  they  never  came  into  a  line  of 
march  at  all ;  that  they  saw  no  men  pass- 
ing by  the  house,  and  that  if  they  had 
passed  by  no  one  could  have  seen  thera. 
The  allegation  now  made  by  one  of  the 
informers  was,  that  a  man  named  John 
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Oasej,  who  had  lived  at  enmity  with  the 
tinfortunate  man  who  was  murdered, 
was  the  actual  inntigator  of  the  murders. 
Strange  to  eay,  John  Casey  was  arrested 
by  the  police  on  the  morning  after  the 
murders.  Knowing  the  relations  which 
had  existed  between  Casey  and  the  un- 
fortunate man  who  was  killed,  the  police 
suspected  from  the  first  that  he  was  the 
man  who  had  concocted  the  murder, 
and  had  paid  the  perpetrators  of  it  for 
carrying  it  out.  That  man  was  still  living 
in  the  locality,  having  been  discharged 
from  the  custody  of  the  police,  although 
they  knew  perfectly  well  that  he  was 
guilty  of  the  murders.  He  was  arrested 
on  the  morning  after  the  murders,  and 
the  police  knew  then,  and  knew  now, 
that  he  was  at  the  bottom  of  them.  He 
should  be  able  to  show,  from  the  hand- 
writing of  the  Crown  counsel  engaged 
in  the  prosecution  of  these  unfortunate 
men,  that,  at  the  time  he  was  pushing 
the  law  as  closely  as  he  could  against 
the  men  in  the  dock,  he,  at  least,  sus- 
pected that  the  man,  whom  he  (Mr. 
Harrington)  now  alleged  to  have  planned 
the  murder  of  the  Joyce  family,  was  at 
the  bottom  of  the  whole  transaction. 
He  found  in  the  Crown  brief,  amongst 
the  evidence  prepared  by  the  Crown 
Solicitor  to  rebut  any  althi  that  could 
be  produced  by  the  prisoners,  an  in- 
formation made  by  John  Casey,  of  Derry. 
This  was  the  man  whom  he  (Mr. 
Harrington)  alleged  to  have  planned 
the  murder,  to  have  paid  for  the  murder, 
and  to  have  held  the  light  while  it  was 
being  committed.  This  was  Casey's 
statement — 

''I  remember  the  night  of  the  murder.  I 
■lept  in  a  room  in  my  own  house.  My  three 
sons  also  slept  in  the  house;  their  names  are 
John,  Stephen,  and  Malachi.  I  do  not  know- 
any  other  Malachi  Casey.  I  accused  John 
Joyce,  three  years  ago,  of  stealing  shefip  from 
ine.  Sheep  have  been  stolen  from  me  during 
the  last  three  months,  and  sheep  have  been 
stolen  from  other  people  at  the  same  time.  I 
did  not  go  to  either  the  wake  or  the  funeral.*' 

These  words  were  underlined  in  the 
brief  of  the  counsel  for  the  Crown,  who 
wrote  on  the  brief  underneath  them — 
''Suspect  had  him  murdered."  That 
was  a  very  significant  fact,  which 
had  been  very  carefully  concealed. 
It  was  impossible  now  to  conceal  the 
fact  that,  while  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment were  attempting  to  hang 
these  10  unfortunate  prisoners,  the 
Crown  counsel  had  a  niU  knowledge 
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as  to  the  man  who  had  really  com- 
mitted the  murder,  and  knew,  further, 
that  the  evidence  on  whifh  he  was 
proceeding  against  the  prisoners,  whe- 
ther they  were  guilty  or  innocent  of 
the  murder,  was  absolute  perjury.  The 
evidence  upon  which  the  Crown  pro- 
ceeded in  the  trial  of  the  eight  men, 
after  the  two  informers,  Anthony  Phil- 
bin  and  Thomas  Casey,  had  been  taken 
away,  was  what  Lord  Spencer  now 
called  three  independent  witnesses  — 
Anthony  Joyce,  John  Joyce,  of  Derry, 
his  brother,  and  Patrick  Joyce,  of 
Derry,  John's  son.  No  doubt,  that  evi- 
dence was  supported  by  the  testimony 
of  the  two  approvers.  What  was  the 
evidence  they  had  now  against  the  men 
in  gaol  ?  He  did  not  think  the  House 
would  ask  that  the  evidence  to  support 
the  innocence  of  these  men  should  be 
stronger  than  the  evidence  upon  which 
they  were  sentenced  to  death.  And  yet  he 
should  be  able  to  show  that  the  evi- 
dence on  which  they  were  prosecuted, 
and  upon  which  three  men  were  exe- 
cuted and  five  others  were  still  sufPer- 
ins:  penal  servitude,  stood  upon  lower 
footing,  and  more  questionable  testi- 
mony, which  no  rational  man  would 
credit.  They  had,  first,  the  revela- 
tions made  by  the  two  approvers  on 
the  trial  completely  contradicted  by 
themselves.  Their  characters  could  have 
become  no  worse  than  they  were  before, 
seeing  that,  at  the  trial,  they  stood  in 
the  position,  not  only  of  approvers,  but 
self-confessed  murderers.  But  what  was 
their  most  recent  testimony  supported 
by  ?  From  the  passing  of  the  sentence 
upon  the  men  now  in  gaol,  four  out  of 
the  five  now  undergoing  penal  servitude 
had  never  ceased  to  protest  their  inno- 
cence of  the  charge.  That  was  not  a 
slight  fact  in  the  case,  but  an  extremely 
strong  fact;  because  it  was  only  four 
out  of  the  five  who  made  these  representa- 
tions, and  those  the  very  four  the  approver 
stated  to  be  innocent.  He  (Mr.  Har- 
rinj^ton)  would  read  an  extract  from  a 
letter  of  one  of  them  to  his  wife.  At 
the  end  of  the  letter  the  writer  said — 

"  Dear  Mary,  it  is  very  hard  to  be  here  for  a 
crime  that  I  Irnow  nothinf^^  about.  Thanks  be 
to  God  I  know  nothinf^^  whatever  about  it.  But 
I  fret  more  for  you  and  the  children  then  I  do 
for  myself,  for  you  know  God  is  good,  and  we 
will  all  be  happy  yet  with  the  help  of  God. 
Let  me  know  when  you  write  have  you  any 
pigs,  how  the  crops  are,  and  did  you  pay  the 
rint  yet,  and  I  hope  you  and  I  will  be  osppy 
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tog«iIi«T  yet,  with  the  help  of  Ood.  No  more 
%%  present  from  your  loving  htiebatid, 

*' JoHH  Casht." 

The  letter  was  dated  Monntjoy  Prif»on^ 
Dublin,  1 5th  of  June,  1883.  In  Enother 
letter,  dated  the  27th  of  Jane,  1884,  the 
aame  prisoner  said — 

"  I  hope  you  find  tlie  prifst  will  petition  the 
Lord  Lioiitenntit  jv9  qnielclr  hb  possiblo.  It  is 
very  hard  for  mo  to  have  betin  in  priaon  and 
■ep&rat^d  from  my  family,  eftpeciAlly  aa  I  am 
iDOOoent.  Let  me  know  aro  the  crops  promising 
thia  year,  1  hope  Peter  and  father  will  mind 
the  children  in  my  absonM.  I  hope  that  will 
not  be  very  long.  Keep  good  courage,  and  I 
will  do  the  ftsme.  I  hope  everything  will  come 
to  light  hereafter.  I  don't  expect  to  be  always 
hero/' 

Martin  Joyio€>>  brother  to  Myles  Joyce, 
who  was  executed,  and  of  Patrick  Joyce» 
who  was  also  in  gAol»  wrote  to  hie  wife 
ft^rn  Mountjoy  Prison  on  the  6th  of 
September  last^ 

**  I  hope  that  God,  in  Hi»  ja«t  mercy,  who 
saved  rao  from  death,  will  yet  show  to  the 
world  my  innocence  of  any  participation  in  the 
crime  for  which  I  am  the  innocent  sufferer. — 
Your  affectionate  husband,  Martdc  Jotcb»" 

These  were  ejttraordinary  eireinnstancefi, 
and  fully  corroborated  the  later  evideoce 
of  the  approver.  No  doubt,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleaian  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  would  draw  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  the  men  who  mad e 
these  protestations  of  innocence  had  not 
beeo  found  guilty  by  a  jury*  but  had 
pleaded  guilty.  That  c<:)uld  easily  be 
explained  ;  and  when  the  House  knew 
the  facta ^  he  thought  hon.  Members 
would  attach  very  little  weight  indeed 
to  the  circumstance  of  these  unfortunate 
men  haying  pleaded  guilty,  instead  of 
waiting  to  be  tried  and  being  found 
guilty  by  a  jury.  As  he  had  already 
statedi  eight  men  were  charged.  They 
were  taken  200  miles  away  from  their 
home  to  be  tried  by  a  special  jury,  who 
did  not  understand  their  language. 
Their  own  solicitor  and  counsel  did  not 
understand  their  language,  nor  did  the 
Court  understand  it.  They  were  as  ah- 
solut-e  strangers  in  Green  Street  Court 
House,  in  Dublin,  as  if  they  had  been 
translated  from  another  sphere.  On 
the  evidence  adduced  at  the  trial,  tlie 
jury  wore  only  eij^ht  minutes  deli- 
berating  tipon  a  charge  which  involved 
the  life  of  tbe  tirst  unfortunate  wretch. 
In  the  next  case,  the  jury,  having  the 
same  evidence  to  go  upon,  were  only 
10  minutes  deliberating  as  to  the  fate  of 


the  unfortunate  peasant  before  them. 
The  third  jury  was  enipannelled  to  try 
Myles  Joyce.  No  ttlih  was  attempted 
on  his  behalf,  becaiiee  there  was  no  one 
to  prove  it,  except  bis  unfortunate  wife. 
The  evidence  upon  which  Myles  Joyce 
was  tried  was  precisely  the  same  as  that 
upon  which  the  other  prisoners  were 
tried.  The  verdict  was  a  foregone  con- 
clusion, and  the  Duhhn  jury  simply 
spent  six  minutes  in  deliberating  upon 
the  verdict.  As  he  had  no  doubt  the 
hon*  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  fur  Ireland  would  refer  to  thia 
part  of  the  case,  he  thought  he  should 
be  able  to  show  the  House  that  there 
was  nothing  whatever  in  the  fact  of  the 
rest  of  the  men  having  pleaded  guilty 
which  was  worthy  of  the  consideration 
of  the  House.  Their  circumstances  were 
such — a  chain  of  evidence  had  been 
wound  around  them  in  such  a  manner 
— that  there  was  no  salvation  what- 
ever for  them.  Nevertheless,  they 
steadily  refused  to  plead  guilty  until 
they  were  waited  upon  by  their  priest, 
who  told  them  that  although  they  were 
innocent  it  would  probably  be  better  for 
them  to  plead  guilty,  and  in  the  end 
their  innocence  would  come  to  light. 
There  was  proof  that  they  were  led  to 
expect,  that  if  they  did  plead  guilty, 
their  lives  would  be  spared.  What  were 
these  wretched,  unfortunate  peasants, 
wholly  ignorant  as  they  were  of  the  lan- 
guage in  which  they  were  being  tried, 
and  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Court,  to 
do?  He  would  read  the  observations 
made  by  the  Judge  in  sentencing  the 
second  prisoner  —  Patrick  Casey  —  to 
death.  Mr.  Justice  Barry,  in  passing 
sentence,  said — 

»'  Patrick  Casey,  after  a  most  patient  trial, 
you  have  been  convicted  by  a  jury  of  yonr  fellow- 
countrymen  of  tho  crime  of  murder.  The  murder 
charged  a^inst  you,  in  the  indictment  on  which 
you  have  been  convicted,  is  the  murder  of 
Bridget  Joyce.  But  the  evidence  has  established 
cloarly  and  conclusively,  and  so  as  not  to  leave 
a  doubt  of  yonr  f^\\\.  upon  the  mind  of  any  sane 
person  who  has  heard  or  read  that  evidencei 
that  you  not  only  murdered  Bridget  Joyce,  but 
four  other  persons  on  that  one  occaaion. 

That  was  the  language  addressed  by  tho 
learned  Judge  to  the  second  person  tried; 
and  a  few  minutes  after  he  had  used 
that  language,  in  the  presence  of  the 
jurors  who  were  waiting  to  try  the  nezt 
case,  the  jury  was  empannelled  to  try 
the  third  unfortunate  prisoner — Mylea 
Joyce.     He  (Mr«  Harrington)  asked  the 
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House  to  bear  in  mind  that  the  remarks 
of  the  Judge  were  heard  by  the  persons 
empannelled  to  try  Myles  Joyce.  There- 
fore, when  the  priest  pointed  out  to  these 
unfortunate  men  that  it  would  be  better 
for  them  to  plead  guilty,  and  thus  avoid 
capital  punishment,   they  followed  his 
advice    and    pleaded    guilty,  although 
they  were  really  innocent  of  the  crime 
of  which  they  were  charged.  They  could 
see  nothing  before  them  but  the  prospect 
of  ^  an  ignominious  death ;    and  surely 
the  circumstances  were  such  as  to  in- 
duce ignorant  peasants  of  this  descrip- 
tion to  say  they  were  guilty,  in  the  hope 
that  they  would  not  only  save  their  lives, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  have  an  oppor- 
tunity  of    vindicating   their    character 
hereafter.     There  was  another  circum- 
stance, which  he  had  not  touched  upon 
yet,   that  corroborated  the    revelations 
made  by  the  two  informers,  and  which  had 
not  been  contradicted.  He  had  informed 
the  House  that  the  approvers  had  com- 
pletely contradicted    the  evidence  they 
gave  at  the  trial.     They  now  asserted, 
in  the  most  open  manner,  that  they  were 
forced  to  give  that  evidence,  and  that  it 
was  the  ouly  door  open  to  them  in  order 
to  save  their  own  wretched  lives.     He 
thought  he  had  shown  how  the  last  state- 
ments of  the  approvers  were  corroborated 
in  the  most  striking  way  by  the  protes- 
tations of  innocence  on  the  part  of  four 
out  of  the  £ve  men  now  suffering  penal 
servitude.    There  was,  however,  another 
extraordinary  fact.      There    were    five 
men  suffering  penal  servitude.     One  of 
these  five  men  was  still  alleged  by  the 
approvers  to  have  been  guilty  and  to 
have  actively  participated  in  the  murders. 
From  the  first  day  of  his  conviction — 
from    the     first    day    the    sentence  of 
death  originally  passed  upon  him  was 
commuted    down    to  the   present   mo- 
ment,   that    prisoner    had   never    said 
one   word    by    way  of  protesting    his 
innocence ;    whereas  the  four  men  who 
were  now  alleged  by  the  approvers  to  be 
innocent  had  expressly,  in  every  letter 
they  had  written,  protested  their  inno- 
cence.    He  would  go  further.     The  man 
who  was  alleged  to  have  been  guilty 
had  not  been  altogether  silent  upon  the 
subject.     His  last  letter  home,  he  (Mr. 
Harrington)  had  been  able  to  get  some 
information  about  during  his  visit  to  the 
locality.     It  was  an  extraordinary  docu- 
ment.    The  man  requested  his  wife  to 
goto  'Hhe  master,"  meaning  the  land* 
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lord,  and  get  him  to  intercede  with  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  in  order  to  enable  him 
to  make  a  statement,  which,  he  said, 
although  it  might  be  of  no  good  to 
himself,  he,  at  least,  ought  to  be  allowed 
to  make  for  the  sake  of  the  innocent 
men  who  were  now  in  gaol  with  him. 
Here,  then,  they  had  this  extraordinary 
evidence — stronger  than  anything  which 
the  Crown  produced  at  the  trial — that 
four  men  who  were  alleged  by  the  ap- 
provers to  be  innocent,  had  protested 
their  innocence  from  the  commencement ; 
whereas  the  man  who  was  alleged  by 
the  approvers  to  be  guilty  had  never 
made  a  protestation  of  innocence,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  had  asked  to  be  allowed 
to  make  a  statement  in  order  to  get  out 
of  gaol  four  innocent  men  who  were  in- 
carcerated there.  He  (Mr.  Harrington) 
had  the  best  grounds  for  saying  that  this 
man  was  not  only  willing  now  to  make 
that  statement,  but  that  12  months  ago 
he  did  make  it  before  certain  magis- 
trates in  Galway  Gaol.  But  the  fact 
had  been  suppressed,  and  was  only 
known  to  the  officials  of  Dublin  Castle. 
As  they  knew  how  much  that  statement 
would  affect  their  character,  and  what  a 
damning  effect  it  would  have  against 
them,  they  had  studiously  kept  it  out  of 
the  public  view.  He  challenged  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land to  produce  that  statement  and  sub- 
mit it  to  the  House.  He  believed  it 
would  be  found  that  it  fully  corrobo- 
rated the  statement  made  by  the  ap- 
provers, and  the  statement  made  by 
these  four  prisoners  who  had  been  con- 
tinually protesting  their  innocence.  It 
came  also  from  a  man  who  acknowledged 
his  own  participation  in  the  murder.  It 
further  corroborated  the  declaration  made 
by  the  two  men  who  suffered  the  ex- 
treme penalty  of  the  law,  the  day  before 
the  execution,  when  they  acknowledged 
their  own  guilt,  but  confirmed  the  inno- 
cence of  Myles  Joyce.  It  further  cor- 
roborated the  statement  of  the  two  sons 
of  John  Joyce  on  the  morning  succeed- 
ing the  murder  of  their  father,  one  of 
whom  died  from  the  injuries  he  had 
received.  There  was  another  fact  which 
bore  upon  the  testimony  of  these  ap- 
provers. The  approver  Casey,  in  the 
revelations  he  had  made,  said  that  as 
thpy  were  proceeding  to  the  scene  of  the 
murder,  they  called  at  the  house  of  an- 
other man  who  resided  about  half-a-mile 
from  the  place,  and    endeavoured   to 
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enlist  him  in  their  rauHeroue  enter- 
priiEe.  Oosey  had  given  to  him  (Mr.  Har- 
ringtoTi),  in  the  rourseofa  long  interview 
with  him,  the  name  of  the  man  at  whose 
house  thej  called  Hia  name  was  John 
Joyce,  the  same  as  that  of  the  murdered 
man,  and  he  waa  a  nephew  of  the  mao 
who  was  alleged  by  Casey  to  have 
planned  and  prtid  for  the  murder,  and  to 
have  been  present  himself,  taking  a 
guilty  part  in  it.  Joyce  would  not  cor- 
robftrate  the  testimony  of  the  informer 
to  him  (Mr.  Harrington) ;  but,  although 
he  refueed  to  corroVioriito  it  in  words,  he 
gave  a  corroboration  which  carried  con- 
viction much  more  strongly  to  his  mind 
thtm  if  the  man  had  expressly  stated  his 
agreement  in  80  many  words.  In.  the 
visit  he  paid  to  Joyce  he  was  accom- 
panied by  a  rev.  gentleman  who  was 
connected  with  the  district.  He  asked 
Joyce  if  it  was  true  that  four  of  the  men 
pulled  him  out  of  bed  in  order  that  he 
might  take  part  in  the  murder,  AVith 
some  adroitness  Joyce  endeavoured  at 
first  to  dodge  the  question,  and  made 
several  efforts  to  avoid  giving  a  direct 
answer.  At  last,  the  rev.  gentleman  to(d 
him  expready  to  answer  the  question 
**  yes  *'  or  *'  no  *' — whether,  on  the  night 
of  the  murder,  the  approver  Casey,  and 
three  other  men,  went  to  him  and  en- 
deavoured to  bring  him  to  the  murder. 
To  which  appeal,  Joyce  answered — 
**  Don't  press  me,  father."  Now,  to  his 
(Mr.  Harrington*s)  mind,  there  could  be 
no  clearer  corroboration.  The  mao  was 
evidently  unwilling  to  incriminate  hia 
uncle,  nor  would  ho  tell  a  lie  to  the 
priest  by  denying  what  had  taken  place. 
Therefore,  every  circumstance  stated  by 
the  approver  in  his  recent  examination 
was  confirmed  by  an  investigation  of  the 
locality,  and  an  inquiry  upon  the  spot. 
Unfortunately,  these  men  had  been 
found  guilty  by  a  jury  who  had  never 
been  in  the  district,  or  even  seen  it, 
and  they  were  tried  by  a  Judge  who 
also  knew  nothing  of  the  locality.  They 
were  tried  as  absolute  strangers,  just  as 
though  they  had  been  taken  into  an- 
other sphere  in  order  to  be  tried  there. 
An  application  made  to  the  Court  to 
enable  the  jury  to  go  down  to  the  loca- 
lity and  inquire  into  the  extraordinary 
story  told  by  the  independent  witnesses, 
was  refused.  No  effort  was  made  by 
the  Crown  to  satisfy  the  public  that 
there  was  any  real  desire  on  their  part 
to  have  the  law  impartially  administered. 


lest  such  a  course  might  have  deprived 
the  Crown  prosecutors  of  the  bhmd  of 
the  victims  they  were  so  anxiruis  to  sacri- 
fice. The  revelations  made  by  the  ap- 
prover Ca«ey  were  made,  sometime  ago, 
before  Hia  Grace  the  Archbishop  of 
Tuam,  in  whose  dl^^Kjese  the  pariah  of 
Maamtrasna  was  situated.  His  Grace 
sent  forward  a  representation  on  the 
subject  to  the  Governmpnt,  and,  after 
pressure  had  been  brought  to  bear,  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  promised  distinctly  that  if  the  re- 
velations made  by  the  approver  were 
brought  before  the  Government,  they 
woidd  deem  it  their  duty  to  inquire  fully 
into  them.  His  Grace  the  Archbishop 
had  brought  them  to  the  notice  of  the 
Government,  if  Ear!  Spencer  could  be 
called  a  portion  of  the  Government.  A 
communication  was  duly  addressed  by 
the  Archbishop  to  Earl  Spencer,  setting 
forth  the  revelations  which  had  been 
made  by  the  approver.  What  was  the 
result  ?  What  kind  of  au  inquiry  took 
place  ?  What  did  Earl  Spencer  do  ?  He 
actually  employed  to  draw  up  the  reply 
the  two  most  guilty  criminals  in  the 
whole  case— Mr.  Brady,  the  Be^ident 
Magistrate,  who  took  the  depositions  of 
the  dying  boys,  who,  from  first  to  last, 
had  known  all  the  facts  of  the  case,  and 
who  was  the  most  guilty  of  all  in  sup- 
pressing the  truth  ;  and  George  Bolton, 
who  was  almost  equally  guilty.  Those, 
of  all  persons  in  the  world,  were  the 
men  employed  by  Earl  Spencer  to  reply 
to  the  Archbishop's  letter,  and  they 
were  the  persons  who  were  most  con- 
cerned in  procuring  a  verdict  of  acquit- 
tal; for  themselves.  They  prepared,  in 
reply  to  a  letter  of  His  Grace  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Tuam,  a  long  Memorandum, 
and  Sir  Robert  Hamilton  appended  hii 
name  to  it,  as  he  was  in  duty  bound,  80 
that  it  did  not  go  forth  to  the  world  as 
the  statement  of  Messrs,  Brady  and 
Bolton,  He  (Mr.  Harrington)  thought 
he  should  be  able,  when  he  compared 
the  real  facts  of  the  case  with  this 
attempt  on  the  part  of  the  Crown 
officials  to  whitewash  themselves,  to 
^how  to  every  rational  man  that  the 
approver  and  murderer  Casey,  perjurer 
as  he  was,  was  telHng  the  truth,  while 
Brady  and  Bolton  were  telling  an  in- 
famous falsehood.  Here  was  one  alle- 
gation made  by  Casey  the  approver, 
which  was  admitted  by  Sir  Kobert 
Hamilton,  who  simply  personated  Brady 
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and  Bolton  in  the  matter,  by  appendinfi^ 
his  name  to  the  Memorandum.  Both 
the  Memorandum  and  the  deposition  of 
Casey  agreed,  to  a  certain  extent— that 
Casey  made  an  offer  to  the  Crown  prose- 
cutor to  give  evidence  ;  Casey  stated  that 
the  offer  was  made  two  days  before  the 
trial  was  to  come  on,  and  he  said  that 
he  made  the  statement  to  Mr.  Bolton  in 
the  gaol.  He  subsequently  saw  Mr. 
Bolton  in  the  Governor's  ofEce,  and  he 
•  said — 

"  Mr.  Bolton  was  sitting  down  with  his  shoes 
off,  warming  his  feet  to  the  fire.  He  said,  *  Well, 
Casey,  are  you  ^oing  to  make  a  statement  ?  '  or 
something  like  that.  I  made  an  effort  to  save 
those  who  were  in.  I  said.  *  The  men  that  did 
the  murder  are  outside  yet,  and  these  men  in 
here  are  innocent.'  He  said  he  had  more  than 
that  from  the  Joyces  and  from  my  brother-in- 
law,  Philbin ;  that  Philbin  swore  I  went  to  the 
house  for  him,  and  that  he  met  me  in  the  field. 
I  am  not  sure  whether  it  is  then  Mr.  Bolton  read 
Philben*s  statement  for  me,  but  I  am  quite 
certain  that  he  read  it  for  me.  He  would  not 
accept  my  statement,  as  I  would  not  make  it 
agree  with  my  brother-in  law,  and  he  called  th« 
warder  and  sent  me  away." 

He  (Mr.  Harrington)  asked  the  House 
to  bear  that  fact  in  mind.  The  assertion 
in  the  Memorandum  prepared  by  Sir 
Hobert  Hamilton  and  puVdished  in  his 
name,  was  this  —  that  the  statement 
which  Casey  made  on  that  occasion  was 
precisely  the  same  which  they  accepted 
from  him  two  days  subsequently  — 
namely,  on  the  opening  day  of  the  trial, 
and  that  Mr.  Bolton  did  agree  to  accept 
that  information.  He  would  read  Casey's 
statement  of  this  transaction,  and  read 
the  statement  of  it  which  was  put  for- 
ward by  Sir  Robert  Hamilton,  asking 
the  House  to  consider  which  of  the  two 
was  more  in  agreement  with  common 
sense  and  reason.  This  was  the  state- 
ment made  by  Casey — 

**  The  trial  was  to  come  off  on  Monday.  I  saw 
the  Governor  on  Sunday  evening,  about  4 
o'clock,  and  I  was  talking  to  him.  I  told  him 
about  my  meeting  with  Mr.  Bolton.  Question— 
'Had  you  made  up  your  mind  this  time  to 
corroborate  Philbin  f '  Answer — *  I  was  making 
up  my  mind  for  it ;  but  I  was  putting  it  off  for 
the  last  moment.'  The  Gk>vernor  said  to  me, 
if  I  wished  he  would  speak  to  Mr.  Bolton.  I 
did  not  then  give  a  decided  answer.  The  next 
dajr  was  the  day  of  the  trial.  When  we  were 
gomg  into  the  van  I  saw  Philbin  going  away  in 
a  cab.     The  other  men  went  into  the  van.** 

The  Government  statement  was  that.the 
Crown  officials  agreed  to  accept  Casey 
as  an  informer  the  day  before  the  trial ; 
yet  he  was  brought  out  in  the  van  with 
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the  other  men,  while  the  other  approver 
was  conveyed  away  separately.  Mr. 
Bolton's  statement  was  that  the  agree- 
ment had  been  come  to  at  the  first  inter- 
view, and,  on  the  face  of  it,  the  state- 
ment of  the  informer  was  much  more 
credible  than  that  which  had  been  made 
and  published  with  the  authority  of  Sir 
Robert  Hamilton.     Casey  continued — 

"  When  we  were  going  into  the  van,  I  saw 
Philbin  going  away  in  a  cab.  The  other  men 
went  into  the  van.  I  was  the  last  to  ^  in,  and 
I  then  said  to  the  Governor  that  he  might  speak 
to  Bolton.  I  had  not  given  him  an  answer  the 
night  before..  We  were  then  brought  to  the 
Court.  The  nine  of  us  were  in  the  room,  back 
of  the  dock,  and  my  name  was  called." 

He  (Mr.  Hanington)  would  now  read 
the  account  given  by  Sir  Robert  Hamil- 
ton, who  first  published  the  note  of 
Casey  to  the  Crown  Solicitor,  asking  for 
an  interview.  The  Memorandum  went 
on  to  say — 

**  This  note  was  written  by  Casey,  and  handed 
by  him  to  the  Governor,  ^th  a  request  that  he 
would  have  it  sent  to  Mr.  Bolton,  and  it  was 
accordingly  transmitted,  and  until  the  receipt  of 
it,  Mr.  Bolton  had  never  spoken  to  the  man, 
nor  had  he  ever  seen  him,  except  when  brought 
up  as  a  prisoner  in  Court.  The  Attorney  General 
at  the  time  was  in  London,  and  Mr.  Bolton  at 
once  consulted  the  counsel  for  the  prosecution, 
who  directed  him  to  see  Casey,  and  be  in  a 
position  to  report  to  the  Attorney  General  on 
his  i:etnm  what  his  evidence  would  be,  but  to 
make  no  statement  and  hold  out  no  hope 
to  Casey  that  he  would  be  accepted  as  an 
approver  without  the  Attorney  General's 
authority.  Mr.  Bolton  thereupon  went  to  the 
prison,  and  saw  the  prisoner,  not  in  his 
ceil,  but  in  the  Gt>vemor  s  office.  The  Governor 
was  present  at  this  interview,  no  other  persons 
being  there,  and  it  is  untrue  that  Mr.  Bolton 
used  any  threat  to  the  prisoner,  or  made  any 
suggestion  to  him  as  to  what  his  evidence  should 
be,  or  in  any^  manner  whatever  pressed  him. 
Mr.  Bolton  told  him  what  he  had  been  directed 
to  tell  him  by  the  Crown  counsel,  and  Casey 
then  told  Mr.  Bolton  what  he  had  to  prove  in 
reference  to  the  murder,  which  closely  borre- 
sponded  with  his  subsequently  written  state- 
ment. It  is  to  be  remembered  that  this  happened 
on  Saturday,  the  trials  being  fixed  to  commence 
on  the  following  Monday,  and  that  the  case  was 
considered  by  the  Crown  as  being  perfectly 
complete  and  conclusive  against  all  the  prisoners. 
The  nature  of  Casey's  evidence  having  been 
reported  to  the  Attorney  General,  it  was 
determined  to  accept  him  as  an  approver.  On 
the  following  Monday  all  the  prisoners  were 
brought  down  to  Green  Street.  Immediately 
on  their  arrival,  Casey  sent  a  inessage  to  T&t. 
Bolton  by  the  Gk>vernor,  saying  he  was  anxious 
to  see  him." 

He  (Mr.  Harrington)  asked  the  House 
whether  that  statement  did  not  brand, 
as  a  falsehood,  the  first  statement,  that 


145  ]itajHty*ft  M6%f 


{OcTOBBK  23,  1S841 


^rncious  Spe&dh. 


Ufi 


tk©  Crown  bad  agreed  to  accept  the 
former  information  give^n  by  Casey  ?  If, 
on  Saturday,  the  Crovrn  Solicitor  agreed 
to  accept  (jARpy^s  evidence,  would  the 
motion  for  a  second  interview  come  fi-om 
the  Crown  Solicitor  or  from  the  ap- 
prover? Was  it  not  more  likely  that  the 
Btatement  of  the  approver  was  true — 
namely,  that  iu  the  6rst  instance  he 
would  not  e^wear  what  was  false ;  but 
after  he  had  been  making  up  his  miod 
aa  to  the  etatement  he  was  expected  to 
make,  and  when  he  had  screwed  up  his 
eonrage  sufficiently  to  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Crown  Prosecutor, 
he  then  asked  for  a  second  interview  ? 
He  contended  that  the  admission  that 
the  statement  came  fnjDi  him,  and  not 
from  the  Crown  Solicitor,  was  the  clear- 
est proof  in  the  world  that  a  change  had 
come  over  his  mind,  and  that  he  was 
willing  to  do  what  tlie  Crown  Solicitor 
was  urging  him  to  do.  But  there  was 
another  thing  which  showed  more  clearly 
dtill  than  that  admission  that  the  state- 
ment of  Sir  Robert  Hamilton  was  an 
infamous  falsehood.  It  was  this— that 
Casey  said  Mr.  Bolton  went  down  into  the 
passage  below  the  Court,  accompanied  by 
Mr,  Brady,  and  the  Govemorof  the  gaol. 
Bolton  called  him  out  and  informed 
him  that  his  evidence  would  be  accepted, 
provided  he  told  the  entire  truth,  Uid 
not  that,  in  the  mind  of  any  intelligeut 
man,  prove  conclusively  that  there  had 
been  a  divergence  between  Mr.  Bolton 
and  the  approver,  and  establish  altio  that 
Casey  had  hesitated  to  do  what  the 
Crown  Solicitor  was  urging  him  to  do — 
namely,  commit  perjury,  and  swear  away 
the  lives  of  these  men  ?  Then  there  was 
another  proof,  which  nothing  could  get 
over — not  even  the  ingenuity  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral for  Irtland — and  that  was,  that 
while  the  Crown  had  accei>ted  the  state- 
ment of  C.  sey,  the  late  Attorney  Gene, 
ral  for  Ireland  (the  present  Mr.  Justice 
Johnson),  in  his  opening  statement  of 
the  case»  mentioned  that  only  one  ap  provor 
was  oomin  g  forward  to  corroborate  the  evi- 
dence of  the  witnesses;  while  henever  said 
one  word  as  to  any  evidence  to  be  offered 
by  the  second  approver,  Casey,  Was  it  not, 
then,  clear  that  the  statement  published 
by  Messrs.  Brady  and  Bolton  was  an  in- 
famous falsehood  on  the  very  face  of  it, 
and  an  endeavour  to  deceive  the  Go- 
yernment  and  public  in  Ireland?  If  the 
Crown  had  agreed,  on  Saturday,  to  accept 


the  evidence  of  Casey,  did  it  not  stand 
to  reason  and  common  sense  \  was  it  not 
in  accordance  with  legal  procedure  and 
with  the  duty  of  the  Attorney  General, 
that,  having  the  knowledge  that  two 
approvers  would  be  examined  for  the 
prosecution,  he  should  stand  up  in  Court 
and  make  reference  to  the  evidence  of 
one  approver  only,  stating  that  he 
would  be  examined,  and  no  other  ? 
He  (Mr,  Harrington)  thought  that 
the  evidence  was  as  clear  as  noon  day 
that,  in  their  attempt  to  acquit  them- 
selves, these  officials  had  deliberately 
lied.  But  there  was  a  Providence 
watching  their  actions,  forcing  their 
hand,  and  compelling  them  to  speak 
the  truth,  although  they  were  endea- 
vouring to  commit  falsehood.  These 
were  the  independent  inquisitors, 
on  whom  Earl  Spencer  relied  to  vindi- 
cate his  conduct  in  Ireland — the  two 
men  most  guilty  in  the  transaction — 
who  gave  to  the  counsel  for  the  defence, 
what  purported  to  be  copies  of  two 
depositions  in  the  case,  who  suppressed 
the  fact  that  the  two  boys  had  made 
dying  depasitions  which  they  never  gave 
into  the  hands  of  the  counsel  for  the 
defence.  But  that  was  not  the  only 
portion  of  the  evidence  suppressed  by 
the  Crown.  When  the  letter  of  the 
Archbishop  of  Tuam  appeared,  the  whole 
scene  changed,  and  it  was  then  for  the 
first  time  that  the  fact  came  to  light 
that  two  informers  had  made  depositions 
in  gaol.  Application  was  made  for 
copies  of  the  depiositions  on  the  first  day 
of  the  trial  by  the  counsel  for  the 
defence.  Neither  the  counsel  for  the 
defence,  nor  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  had  heard  an3rtliing  about  the 
depositions  in  question.  Again,  appli- 
cation was  made  for  the  deposition  of 
the  approver  Phi  I  bin,  and  although  that 
deposition  had  been  made  six  or  seven 
dftys  before  the  commencement  of  the 
trial  in  July,  yet  the  copies  were  not 
supplied ;  and  when  application  waa 
mado  in  Court  for  either  a  copy  of  the 
deposition,  or  a  postponement  of  the 
trial,  both  applications  were  refused, 
and  the  wretched  victims  hurried  to  their 
fate.  The  public  in  Ireland  had  been, 
therefore,  kept  in  a  state  of  complete 
ignorance  as  to  what  depositions  had 
been  made,  nor  did  they  know  that  any 
interviews  had  taken  place  between  the 
parties  in  qnewtion.  He  asked  hen. 
Members  to    look    carefully    over  the 
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matter  that  had  Leen  suppressed  by  tlie 
Crown,  and  compare  it  with  the  testi- 
mony given  afterwards  in  the  ap- 
prover's chair.  He  believed  that  no  one 
in  that  Hour©  would  deny  that,  if  a  copy 
of  the  depositions  bad  been  handed  in 
to  the  counsel  for  the  defence,  it  would 
have  been  sufficient  to  have  brought 
out  whether  the  approver's  statements 
were  true  or  falsei  because  there 
was  a  considerable  divergence  in  them. 
Therefore,  he  asked  hon.  Members 
to  conclude  that,  by  the  suppression  of 
these  important  documents,  the  Crown 
were  keeping  from  the  hands  of 
the  counsel  for  the  defence  weapons 
which  might  have  posaibly  saved  the 
lives  of  these  unfortunate  persons,  and 
prevented  the  fearful  crime  which  had 
been  eommitted  in  Ireland,  as  well  as 
the  odium  which  must  attach  to  their 
system  of  administration  there,  unless 
the  Government  at  once  instituted  an 
inquiry  into  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case.  He  had  already  drawn  attention 
to  the  suppression  of  one  of  the  deposi- 
tions made  by  tb©  boys  on  the  morning 
after  the  murder,  and  he  would  now  say 
that  in  the  Crown  brief  which  had 
fallen  into  hi  a  hands  there  was  estab- 
lished a  clear  case  of  conspiracy  to 
murder  on  the  part  of  officials  in  Ire- 
land which  no  amount  of  ebif  ting  should 
prevent  the  public  fi^om  knowing.  In 
that  brief  the  deposition  of  the  boys 
was  set  forth,  the  one  corresponding  as 
nearly  as  it  could  with  the  other.  It 
was  a  strange  fact  that  tho  important 
statement  of  tho  boys  was  noted  on  the 
margin  of  the  brief  of  the  counsel  who 
had  the  case  in  hand,  and  yet  he  never, 
by  word  or  suggestion  to  the  counsel  for 
the  defence,  intimated  that  such  state- 
ment was  contained  in  his  brief.  That 
being  so,  he  (Mr.  Harrington)  asserted, 
with  the  fullest  knowledge  of  the  respon- 
sibility that  attached  to  his  words,  that  tho 
Crown  officials  were  committing  a  crime 
nothing  short  of  murder  by  suppressing 
for  their  uwn  purposes,  to  save  their 
reputation  with  the  Government,  this 
important  testimony.  In  concluding,  he 
would  say  that  it  was  not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  satisfying  Irish  Members  on 
those  Benches  that  the  Government  were 
DOW  asked  to  take  up  this  matter.  As 
far  as  it  was  possible  for  men  to  make 
up  their  minds,  they  had  done  so  on 
this  question  already ;  they  knew  the 
facta  of  the  case  before  the  very  im* 
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pnrtant  document  he  had  referred  to 
came  into  his  hands,  which  it  did  after 
the  concluding  letter  of  the  series  in 
which  be  had  published  his  case  had 
appeared — it  came  in  corroboration  of 
that  case,  and  enabled  him  to  take  the 
initiative  in  this  question.  He  was  able 
to  say,  with  the  knowledge  he  hod  pre- 
viously possessed,  that  be  had  never 
entertained  the  slightest  doubt  of  the 
innocence  of  that  unfortunate  man,  who 
declared  on  the  scaffold  that  he  knew 
nothing  of  the  murder  for  which  he  had 
been  sentenced  to  death.  There  re- 
mained now  no  doubt  as  to  those  who 
were  interested  in  having  the  murders 
committed,  and  yet  the  Government 
allowed  them  to  walk  about,  associating 
with  the  people  of  the  district  ;  they 
knew  that  perjury  had  been  committed; 
but  rather  than  discredit  the  story  put 
forward,  and  deprive  their  officials  of 
the  glory  of  having  sacrified  10  or  12 
unfortunate  peasants,  they  refused  to 
make  any  endeavour  to  convict  the 
actual  murderers.  It  was  not  to  appease 
Irifth  Members  on  those  Benches  that  it 
was  necessary  to  institute  the  inquiry 
asked  for.  He  said  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  immediately  grant  that 
inquiry,  the  public  in  Ireland  would 
never  bo  satisfied,  and  that  from  the 
lowest  official  engaged  in  this  transactioa 
up  to  Efirl  J^'pencer,  who  had  the  depo- 
sitions before  him,  and  who  had  ampld 
time  to  telegraph  to  the  gaol  and  clear 
up  any  doubt  that  existed,  before  con- 
siguing  Myles  Joyce  to  a  murderer's 
grave,  the  verdict  would  be  that  there 
was  a  conspiracy  to  murder  theso  unfor- 
tunate people.  He  begged  to  move  tho 
Amendment  of  w  hich  he  bad  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  the  ninth  paragraph,  after  the  word '  'us/*  to 
inaort  the  worda  ^*  and  humbly  to  asaure  Her  Ma- 
jesty that  it  is  the  opinion  of  a  vast  number  of  tho 
Irish  people  that  the  preei^iit  method  of  adminis- 
teriog  the  Law  in  Ireland,  more  espeoially  under 
the  CHineB  Act,  has  worked  inuuifold  injutitice, 
and,  in  the  case  of  the  prisoners  tritid  for  the 
Maamtrasma  murder^  has  led  to  the  e^tecution  of 
an  innocent  man  and  to  the  conviction  of  four 
other  persona  equally  innocent,  and  this  Houae 
humbly  aasurea  Ber  Majesty  that  it  would  enstire 
much  i^reater  confidence  in  the  administration  of 
the  Luw  in  Ireland  if  a  full  and  public  inquiry 
were  granted  into  the  execution  of  Myles  Joyce 
and  the  continued  incarceration  of  Patrick 
Joyce,  Thomoa  Joyce,  Martin  Joyce,  and  John 
Casey,**— (J/r.  Marrin^ton.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  tho88  words 
be  there  inserted,** 
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Motionoaade,  and  Question /*Tliat the  I  rally  receive   instructions   in  regard  to 


Deb  ate  be  no  w  adj  o  u  r  n  ed  / '  —  ( ^fr .  ^4  r  th  ur 
0* Connor t) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow^ 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
belor©  One  o  clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  2Uh   October,   1884, 


MTKUTES,]— New  WHrx  IssuBn— /br  Scrir- 
borough,  V,  Right  hoQ.  Johu  Goorgo  Dodson. 
Chi  Item  Hundroda, 

Priitic  BiLLs^ittf*d/w/i'wM  in  C<>mmitt«i^^Ot'' 
dtrtd —  Fir  At  Reading  —  Cemeteries  ♦  [12] ; 
Church  of  Scotland  Diaestabliahment  •  [15]. 

Ortkred  —  Firai  Rmding  —  Representation  of 
the  People  [11;  Jjand  Law  (Ireland) 
Act  (1881  )•  (2];  Sporting  Lands  Raiting 
(Scotland)  •  [3] ;  Burial  Fees  •  [4] ;  Labourers 
(Ireland)*  [61;  University  Education  (Ire- 
land) •  [6]  ;  Waterworks  Clauses  Act  (1847) 
Amendment  *  [7] ;  Sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liqaors  on  Sunday  *  [8] ;  Poor  Law  Guar- 
diaxM  (Ireland)  •  [9];  Leaaeholder»  (Facilities 
of  Purchase  of  Fee  Simple)  •  [10]  ;  National 
School  Teachers  ( Ireland)  •  [U];  Returning 
Officers*  Expenses  *  [^**J  '  '^^^^  Adulteration  • 
[14]  :  Rodistribntion  of  Seats  *  [16] ;  Salmon 
Weekly  Close  Tim©  (Ireland)  •  [17];  Shop 
Hours  Regulation  •  [IS] ;  Elections  in  Coun- 
ties (Hours  of  Poll)  •[191. 


'.  Poll)  *  [19], 

QUESTIONS. 


THE  WEBT  AFRICAN  CONFERENCE. 

Mb,  ONSLOW  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs^  If 
he  would  state  what  is  the  object  of  the 
Conference  to  be  beld  in  Berlin  on  the 
state  of  affairs  on  the  Congo  ;  and,  whe- 
tber  tbe  Englieb  Government  are  enter- 
ing the  Conference  under  any  conditions  ; 
and,  if  so,  if  he  would  state  what  these 
conditions  are  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURinE, 
in  replj^  said,  that  he  stated  yesterday 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
entering^  the  Conference  without  pre* 
judire  to  the  rights  acquired  under  re- 
cent Treaties  negotiated  by  Mr.  Consul 
Hewett. 

Mx.  ONSLOW  :  Am  I  to  understand 
that  there  are  to  be  no  conditiona  at  all 
for  entering:  the  Conference  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
Her   Majesty* s  Ambaasador  will  natu- 


the  various  question 8»  The  Government 
have  given  their  general  acceptance  to 
the  Conference;  but  they  have  con- 
sidered it  necessary  to  make  specifio 
reservations  in  regard  to  the  position  of 
this  country  on  the  Niger. 

AFRICA  (SOUTH)— ZUL0LAND. 

Mr.  guy  DAWN  ay  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther he  can  give  any  information  to  th© 
House  as  to  the  present  condition  of 
Zutuland,  especially  with  regard  to  the 
Reserved  Territory,  and  to  the  truth,  or 
otherwise,  of  the  report  that  Dinazulu 
and  a  Mi\  W.  Grant  issued,  on  the  16th 
August,  a  Proclamation  granting  to 
filibustering  Boers  a  large  portion  of 
Zulu  Territory  for  use  aa  an  ^*  Inde- 
pendent Republic,'*  and  in  reward  for 
their  services  in  assisting  the  Usutus  to 
defeat  the  appointed  Chief  Usibepu,  and 
to  kill  the  men,  women,  and  children  of 
his  tribe  ? 

Mk,  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  I  am 
happy  to  be  able  to  say  that  the  condi- 
tion of  affairs  in  and  near  the  Reserve 
appears  to  be  much  improved.  It  is 
reported  to  us  that  the  Usutus  iu  the 
Inkhandlha  country  have  formally  sub- 
mitted themselves  iu  a  manner  which 
the  British  Resident  thinks  satisfactory, 
and  the  General  commanding  has  tele- 
graphed that  he  sees  no  objection  to  a 
reduction  in  the  strength  of  the  troops 
in  Zu Inland,  Of  course,  a  watchful  and 
ready  attitude  must  still  for  some  time 
be  maintained  there.  The  Proclamation 
referred  to  will  be  found  in  the  Papers 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  which 
will  be  distributed  in  a  few  days.  It 
tallies  with  the  terms  of  the  Question, 
except  that  there  is  no  mention  of  any 
services  for  which  the  grant  of  territory 
is  to  be  the  reward. 

Mn.  W.  E.  F0R8TER  wished  to  know 
if  the  Papers  would  be  in  the  hands  of 
Members  to-morow  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  he 
hoped  that  some  would  be  in  the  hands 
of  hon.  Members  to-morrow  ;  but  these 
would  be  the  Papers  which  he  promised 
last  Session,  and  would  not  bring  affairs 
up  to  the  present  date.  The  Papers  to 
which  he  referred  on  Thursday  would  b© 
another  week. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  asked  if  he  un- 
deratood  correctly  that  the  Papers  to  be  in 
the  hands  of  Members  to-morrow  would 


151      The  Royal  C&mm%$i%on  an     (00HM0N8]  Merehmd  Bhipping. 


152 


be  only  those  promised  at  the  end  of  last 
Session  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  that, 
of  course,  at  the  end  of  last  Session  he 
could  not  promise  Papers  beyond  that. 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER :  Inasmuch  as 
the  state  of  South  Africa  is  referred  to  in 
Her  Majesty's  Ghracious  Speech,  it  would 
be  of  immense  conyenience  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers if  the  Papers  up  to  date  could  be  in 
their  hands  before  the  debate  on  the  Ad- 
dress is  concluded.  It  will  be  of  great 
inconvenience  if  they  cannot. 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  As  far  as 
the  Colonial  Office  is  concerned,  they 
have  no  control  over  the  Papers  after 
they  are  laid  on  the  Table ;  but  I  am 
pressing  the  printers  and  officers  of  the 
House  to  have  them  distributed  as  soon 
as  possible. 

Mr.  guy  DAWNAY  inquired  whe- 
ther the  arrangement  mentioned  in  the 
Under  Secretary's  reply  had  been  ap- 
proved by  Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  nothing  to  do 
with  the  Proclamation. 

Mr.  GORST  :  Perhaps  I  may  be  al- 
lowed to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, who,  I  believe,  is  responsible  for 
the  printing  of  Papers — [Mr.  Court- 
FST :  No,  no.]  Then  I  ask  the  Prime 
Minister,  who  is  responsible  for  the 
printing  of  Papers  laid  on  the  Table, 
whether  Papers,  not  very  voluminous, 
laid  on  the  Table  on  Thursday,  cannot 
be  distributed  before  the  end  of  the  fol- 
lowing week  ? 

[No  reply  was  given.] 

EGYPT  (EVENTS  IN  THE  SOUDAN}— 
RELIEF  OF  GENERAL  GORDON. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  It  he  can  state  the 
precise  date  at  which  it  was  definitely 
decided  bv  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  despatch  an  expedition  for  the  relief 
of  General  Gordon  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
The  Foreign  Office  Papers  which  have 
been  laid  on  the  Table  contain  the  prin- 
cipal instructions  which  have  been  given 
from  time  to  time  to  the  General  Officer 
commanding  in  Egypt,  and  will  supply 
the  full  answer  to  the  Question.  The 
Papers  will  be  in  the  hands  of  Members 
in  a  very  few  days ;  but,  in  anticipation, 
I  may  state  that  the  Vote  of  Credit  was 
passed  on  August  5,  that  instruotions  f or 
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making  certain  preparationB  for' an  Ex- 
pedition were  sent  on  August  8,  and 
that  the  first  orders  for  the  despatch 
of  any  troops  beyond  the  frontier  of 
Egypt  at  Wada  Haifa  were  sent  by 
telegpraph  on  the  23rd. 

Mr.  OHAPLIN  asked  whether  it  was 
to  be  understood  that  it  was  not  until 
the  23rd  of  August  that  the  decision  was 
arrived  at  to  despatch  troops  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
I  think  the  hon.  Member  would  do  better 
to  wait  until  he  sees  the  instructions 
contained  in  the  Papers,  because  there 
might  be  a  difference  of  opinion  as  to 
what  constitutes  a  decision  to  send  an 
Expedition.  No  orders  were  issued  for 
the  movement  of  troops  until  the  23rd  of 
August;  but,  in  my  opinion,  it  takes 
date  from  the  time  when  the  decision 
was  arrived  at. 

NAVY— MEMORIALS— THE  QUEEN'S 
REGULATIONS. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLPP  asked 
the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  in  the 
absence  of  more  responsible  Ministers, 
Whether  the  Board  will  receive  a  me- 
morial from  the  leading  stokers  of  the 
Boyal  Navy  applying  for  an  increase  of 
pay? 

Sir  THOMAS  BR  ASSET :  Under  the 
Queen's  Regulations,  Memorials  from 
persons  belonging  to  the  Fleet  cannot 
be  received  by  the  Board  of  Admiralty. 
The  proper  course  is  for  representa- 
tions to  be  made  to  the  captain  of  the 
ship. 

THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  MER- 
CHANT  SHIPl>ING— THE  COMMIS- 
SIONERS. 

Mr.  COCHRAN-PATRICK  asked  tho 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe« 
ther  he  can  now  announce  to  the  House 
the  names  of  the  Royal  Commissionerfl 
on  Merchant  Shipping,  and  the  terms  of 
the  reference;  and,  whether  Members 
will  be  afforded  any  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  subjects  to  be  embraced  in 
the  inquiry  ? 

Mh.  mac  IVER  asked.  Whether  any 
practical  steps  have  been  taken  with 
regard  to  the  appointment  of  a  Royal 
Commission  in  reference  to  Merchant 
Shipping;  and,  if  it  is  intended  thai 
questions  affecting  the  constitution  and 
functions  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ehaU 
come  within  the  scope  of  the  inquiry  ? 
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Mr.  OHAMBEBLAJN :  In  answer  to 
ill©  Q«e«tion  of  the  hou.  ^tember,  I 
have  to  say  that  the  arran^jferaeDts  for 
the  Koyal  Commission  to  inquire  into 
thia  subject  are  now  complete.  The 
Bam68  of  the  Commissioners  have  been 
Bubmitted  to  Her  Majeat^^  and  approved 
of,  and  we  hope  that  the  names  of  the 
Commission  era  and  the  terras  of  tbe  Re- 
ference will  be  gazetted  in  the  course  of 
the  next  day  or  two.  In  regard  to  the 
second  part  of  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Ayrshire,  of  conrse  I 
have  no  power  in  any  way  to  limit  the 
discretion  or  liberty  of  Members  of  Par- 
liament J  but  I  would  suggest  that,  inag 
much  as  the  whole  subject  is  now  to  be 
inquired  into,  it  would  be  better  to  post- 
pone any  discussion  until  the  Com  mis - 
aioners  have  made  their  Report.  As  to 
the  second  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birkenhead,  I  may  remind  him  that 
I  atated  last  Session  that  the  Reference 
would  include  the  functions  and  admi- 
mstration  of  the  Marine  Department  of 
the  Board  of  Trade. 

AltMY-^THE  EGYPTIAN  KXPEDITION-- 
SADDLES  OF  THE  CAMEL  CORPS. 

YrscoTHirT  LE  WISH  AM  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
is  correct,  as  reported,  that  the  saddles 
provided  for  the  Camel  Corps  being*  made 
of  green  wood  were  un6t  for  service ; 
and,  if  so,  who  is  responsibhi? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINaTON : 
I  have  no  information  as  to  these  saddles, 
which  were  made  in  E^ypt  under  the 
direction  of  the  General  Officer  com- 
manding. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND) -ARREST 
OF  MR.  CHANCE. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  Why  the  inquiry, 
prODdised  in  this  House  last  August,  into 
the  arrest  of  Mr.  F.  A.  Chance,  solicitor, 
Dublin*  has  never  been  granted  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  I  am  not  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government  at  this  moment, 
and  it  ia  only  with  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  I  answer  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Monaghan.  I  had 
brought  to  my  notice  only  to-day,  it  so 
happens,  the  letter  written  by  the  Chief 
Commissioner  of  the  Dublin  Police  at 
the  end  of  last  month.  On  reading  that 
letter  carefully,  I  find  that  Mr.  Harrel 
wa9  under  a  mistake  with  regard  to  the 


promise  which  I  made  in  Committee  of 
tlie  House  of  Commons  last  Session. 
The  origin  of  that  mistake,  no  douht,  is 
that  the  volume  of  JIamard  was  not  pub- 
li.shed ;  and  the  reports  in  the  nowa- 
papera  of  what  I  said  are,  eo  far  as  I 
have  been  able  to  see,  extremely  brief, 
and  would  not  convey  the  full  meaning 
of  what  I  said.  But  I  have  written  to 
Mr.  Harrel,  explaining  how  the  matter 
stands,  and  heg^ging  that  the  inquiry 
mav  be  at  once  proceeded  with. 

Mh.  HEALY  :  Mi^ht  I  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  whether 
the  offtcials  in  Dublin  Castle  are  de- 
pendent upon  volumes  of  Ilamard  for 
the  instructions  which  should  be  given 
them  by  Members  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment V 

[No  reply.] 

WESTERN  I8L.\NDS  OF  THE  PACIFIC^ 
NEW  GUINEA— THE  BlUTLSH  FHO- 
TECTORATE. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HI0K8  BEACH 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Cobmies,; Whether  he  can  inform 
the  House  of  the  precise  extent  and 
situation  of  the  coast  line,  and  of  the 
territory,  comprised  in  the  British  Pro- 
ton torate  of  New  Guinea ;  whether  the 
British  authorities  will  have  j lu'isdiction 
over  the  subjects  of  Foreign  Powers,  as 
well  as  over  the  Natives,  within  tbe 
Protectorate;  and,  whether  ail  settle- 
ment within  the  Protectorate  is,  for  the 
present,  prohibited  ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
there  is  any  precedent  for  such  prohibi- 
tion  within  the  British  Territory,  and 
fot'  how  long  it  is  to  continue  ? 

Me.  R.  N.  fowler  (Lord  Mayor) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  he  will  inform 
the  House  what  arrangements  the  Go- 
vernment have  made  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  establishment  of  a  British 
Protectorate  in  New  Guinea ;  what 
amount  of  territory  in  the  interior  will 
be  brought  within  British  jurisdiction  ; 
and,  whether  the  Government  have  come 
to  an  understanding  with  Germany  as 
to  the  occmpation  by  the  latter  Power  of 
the  northern  part  of  the  Island  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  The  in- 
structions to  the  Commodore  on  the 
Australian  Station  are  to  proclaim  the 
Queen* 8  Protectorate  over  the  whole  of 
the  Southern  Coast  of  New  Guinea,  fi-om 
the    14l8t   meridian    east  longitude  to 
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East  Cape,  in  Qoschen's  Straits,  and 
over  the  adjacent  Islands.  Papers  were 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  yester- 
day which  contained  an  Admiralty  chart 
showing'the  area  in  question.  It  is  not 
possible,  at  present,  to  define  the  inland 
Hmits  of  the  British  Protectorate,  as  the 
country  is  unexplored  and  unknown ; 
but  its  extent  will  be  determined  on  the 
spot  according  to  what  local  circum- 
stances may  demand.  In  reply  to  the 
second  Question  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, I  have  to  say  that  British  au- 
thority will  have  jurisdiction  over  the 
subjects  of  Foreign  Powers  as  well  as 
over  Natives.  As  to  the  third  Question, 
settlement  within  the  Protectorate  is  at 
present  forbidden ;  but  it  is  intended 
that  as  soon  as  Her  Majesty's  Commis- 
sioner assumes  charge,  he  shall,  after 
consulting  the  Colonial  Government, 
make  such  provision  for  the  occupation 
of  land  as  may  sufficiently  protect  the 
interests  of  the  Natives,  and  prevent 
collisions  with  them.  I  may  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  at  the  Co- 
lonial Convention,  held  at  Sydney  last 
year,  there  was  a  Eesolution  unani- 
mously passed  by  the  Delegates,  that  after 
the  establishment  of  British  jurisdiction 
in  New  Guinea,  no  acquisition  of  land 
should  be  permitted  except  through  the 
Crown,  and  then  only  for  missionary 
or  trading  purposes.  As  to  the  question 
of  precedents,  I  am  not  sure  that  ex- 
perience would  not  assist  us  more  than 
precedent ;  but  there  are,  no  doubt, 
oases  in  which  the  occupation  of  land  in 
countries  under  British  Sovereignty  and 

i'urisdiction  has  been  restricted;  but  I 
lave  not  had  time,  owing  to  shortness  of 
Notice,  to  hunt  them  up.  It  is,  how- 
ever, quite  obvious  that  there  would  be 
collisions  and  outrages  if  land  were 
taken  over  from  the  Natives  of  New 
Guinea  without  the  control  of  a  British 
officer.  As  to  the  Question  whether  the 
Government  have  come  to  an  under- 
standing with  Germany  with  respect  to 
the  occupation  of  the  Northern  part  of 
the  Island  by  that  Power,  I  have  to 
answer  it  in  the  negative. 

INDIA— THE  INDIAN  VERNACULAR 

PRESS  ACT. 
Mk.  ONSLOW  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Indian  Vernacular  Press  Act 
was  passed  at  the  earnest  instigation  of 
Sir  Ghsorge  Campbell,  now  Member  for 
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Kirkcaldy,  and  many  other  officials  in 
India  of  the  highest  position  ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  produce  the  telegrams  re- 
ferred to  in  the  following  extract  from 
one  of  his  speeches  recently  delivered  in 
Scotland,  as  having  been  sent  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  Government : — 

"  Suddenly  in  the  dark,  in  the  privacy  of  the 
Legislative  Chamher,  I  believe,  in  answer  to 
messages  sent  by  telegraph  without  the  know- 
ledge of  Parliament,  without  the  knowledge  of 
the  Country,  a  Law  was  passed  which  totally 
extinguished  the  freedom  of  the  Native  Indian 
Press?" 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  think  that 
with  regard  to  tiie  first  part  of  this  Ques- 
tion the  hon.  "Member  is  under  some 
misapprehension.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  had  left  India 
several  years  before  the  passing  of  the 
Vemaciilar  Press  Act.  I  am  quite  aware 
that  considerable  discussion  took  place 
in  India  as  to  that  Act— or,  at  all  events, 
some  measures  connected  with  it — and  I 
have  heard  that  my  hon.  Friend  desired 
some  measure  of  that  description,  just  as 
I  have  heard  that  one  of  the  stoutest 
Tories  of  the  country — the  Duke  of 
Buckingham— resolutely  opposed  it.  I 
never  said  anything  with  regard-  to  the 
discussion  in  India  upon  that  Act ;  what 
I  spoke  of  was  the  manner  in  which  the 
Act  was  passed,  without  the  knowledge 
of  Parliament  or  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try. The  paragraph  quoted  has  exclusive 
reference  to  that,  and  not  to  any  discussion 
in  India;  and  I  hold  to  the  principle 
that  it  is  Parliament,  not  the  local  autho- 
rities, which  is  the  guardian  of  the  liber- 
ties of  the  people.  The  telegrams  to 
which  I  referred  are  contained  in  Blue 
Book  2,040  of  1878.  The  telegram  ask- 
ing for  leave  to  pass  the  Bill  was  sent 
on  the  13th  of  March,  1878.  The  tele- 
gram  from  the  Secretary  of  State  sanc- 
tioning the  Bill  was  sent  on  the  14th  of 
March,  and  I  believe  the  Bill  was  passed 
on  the  same  day. 

Mr.  ONSLOW :  The  impression  left 
on  the  mind  of  everyone  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech  was  that  the 
initiative  came  from  Lord  Beaconsfield's 
Government,  and  that  is  the  impression 
I  wish  to  correct. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  said  nothing 
whatever  of  the  initiative. 

Mr.  R.  N.  FOWLER  (Lord  Mayor): 
Are  not  the  debates  of  the  Indian  Coun- 
cil reported  in  the  Indian  papers  as  the 
debates  in  Parliament  here  ? 
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Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  not  able  to 
Bay ;  but  that  has  not  the  smallest  bear- 
iag  on  the  question. 

REPREKENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE  — 
REDISTRIBUTION  SCHEME  —  DIS- 
CLOSURE OF  PUBLIC  DOCUMENTS. 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whotlier  he  will 
consent  to  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committeei  with  power  to  summon  and 
examine  witnesses,  to  inquire  into  the 
mode  in  which  one  of  the  schemes  for 
Redistribution,  which  were  printed  for 
the  private  consideration  of  certain 
members  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
was  obtained  and  publiahed  in  The 
Standard  ? 

Ala.  FIBTH  asked  whether  the 
pi'inter^  were  still  bein{^  employed  by 
Her  Maj*33ty*s  Go7ernmont»  or  whether 
they  had  been  dismissed  or  suspended  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  matter  of 
this  Question  has  been  referred,  in  the 
first  instance,  to  tbe  Solicitor  to  the 
Treasury.  From  my  making  that  state- 
ment, it  will  be  perceived  by  both  the 
hon.  Members  that  until  we  know  ex- 
actly what  can  or  cannot  be  done  in  that 
Department  it  will  be  better  not  to  enter 
Upon  it.  But  when  the  proper  time 
comes — it  cannot  be  distant — the  fullest 
information  will  be  given  to  the  no  use. 

8m  H,  DRUMMOND  WOLFF:  I 
would  like  to  ask  whether  the  Solicitor 
to  the  Treasury  will  have  power  to  ex- 
amine Members  of  the  Government  on 
the  subject? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  not  aware 
that  the  Solicitor  to  the  Treasury  has 
expressed  that  desire.  If  he  should  ex- 
press it,  no  doubt  it  will  be  conceded. 

T^  STATE  OF  TRADE— A  ROYAL 

COMMISSION, 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther he  will  advise  Her  Majesty  to  ap- 
point a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into 
tke  state  of  trade  in  the  United  King- 
dom ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  No;  I  cannot. 

FRANCE   AND    CHINA— HOSTILITIES- - 
INTERNATIONAL  LAW. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  instruc- 
tions have  been  sent  to  the  authorities 
of  Uong  Kong  and  Singapore  to   pre* 


vent  the  coaling  of  French  and  Chinese 
vessels  at  those  ports  during  hostilities 
between  those  Powers  ;  and,  wheth«T  he 
will  consider  whether  a  more  rigid  en- 
forcement of  neutral  rights  may  not  be 
the  means  of  putting  a  stop  to  warlike 
operations  which  are  so  prejudicial  to 
trade  and  commerce  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  time  is  too 
early  for  me  to  give  a  positive  answer 
to  this  Question  of  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet.  I  have  communicated 
with  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  upon  it,  and  I 
am  able  to  say  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  in  consultation  with  the 
Law  Officers  on  some  points  raised  in 
this  Question,  and  also  with  the  French 
Government ;  but  those  communications 
have  not  reached  such  a  stage  as  to  en- 
enable  me  to  make  a  statement. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY:  Have  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  received  any  au- 
thontic  information  that  the  English 
law  has  been  put  in  force  to  compel  the 
Chinese  labourers  to  place  coals  on  board 
French  vessels  engaged  in  hostilities ; 
and,  if  so,  will  that  be  put  a  stop  to  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  afraid  I 
must  ask  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman to  be  kind  enough  to  put  his 
Question  on  the  Paper. 

PARLIAMENTARY  FRANCHISE- 
WOMAN  SUB^FRAGE. 
Mr.  TOMLINSON   asked  the  First 

Lord  of  the  Treasury,  with  reference  to 
the  following  paragraph  in  the  speech 
made  by  him  on  the  platform  of  the 
Preston  Railway  Station,  on  the  26th  of 
September  last,  viz,  :  — 

'*  Well,  I  hftve  shown  that  the  Franchise  Bill 
was  a  very  aimple  meaauro,  hut  everything  waa 
done  by  the  loriea,  whenever  they  could,  to 
make  it  corapUcatod.  WTiy»  what  did  they  do  ? 
They  tried  to  bring  in  a  woman's  franchise. 
What  Wiu  the  object  of  that  ?  Do  you  suppoae 
thtjy  were  very  fond  of  the  woman's  frnnchisQ  ? 
If  they  were  io  fond  of  a  Woman's  Franchise 
Bill,  why  did  they  not  bring  one  in  when  they 
wore  in  ofticG  for  aix  year*  ?  No,  gentlemen, 
their  object  waa  to  weijB^ht  the  Franchise  BiU^ 
and  make,  as  I  have  mid,  the  ship  carry  auch  a 
cargo  aa  ti  iwamp  it ;  *' 

If  he  would  state  to  what  Amendment 
to  the  Franchise  Bill  of  last  Session  he 
referred;  and,  whether  he  is  aware  that 
many  members  of  the  Tory  Party,  in- 
cluding some  of  the  Leaders,  have  sup* 
ported  female  fruiobise  for  some  yeara 
past? 
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Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  answered  a 
portion  of  this  Question  yesterday,  and 
I  am  now  asked  to  state  what  Amend- 
ments in  the  Franchise  Bill  of  last  Ses- 
sion I  referred  to.  Perhaps  I  ought  to 
say,  with  regard  to  this  passage,  although 
I  believe  it  is  correctly  reported,  that  on 
the  occasion  which  has  drawn  the  atten- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member,  the  station  at 
Preston — an  absolute  exception  to  all 
the  other  stations  visited  in  my  journey 
Northward — was  in  a  state  of  perfect 
chaos.  Hence  my  reference  to  this  mat- 
ter was  very  curt,  and  was  not  attended 
with  the  explanations  which,  under  other 
circumstances,  I  should  have  been  dis< 
posed  to  give.  That,  I  hope,  will  in 
some  degree  satisfy  the  hon.  Oentleman ; 
and  I  am  quite  certain  that,  if  he  had 
been  a  witness  of  the  state  of  things, 
he  would  perfectly  well  have  understood 
the  statement  I  now  make.  I,  of  course, 
referred  to  the  debate  on  women's  suf- 
frage, and  to  no  other  Amendment. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  give  an 
answer  to  the  Question,  which  was, 
What  Amendments  he  referred  to  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Yes,  Sir  ;  I  have 
answered  it.  I  ought  also  to  say  that  I 
am  under  the  impression  that  some 
Members  of  the  Tory  Party,  like  a  great 
many  Members  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
are  determined  and  convinced  supporters 
of  woman's  suffrage,  quite  apart  from 
political  exigencies. 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
In  consequence  of  what  has  fallen  from 
the  Prime  Minister,  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  on  Monday  I  shall  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  as  being 
responsible  for  the  railway  traffic.  Whe- 
ther he  will  communicate  with  the  Rail- 
way authorities  as  to  the  advisability  of 
preventing  in  the  future  political  de- 
monstrations at  Railway  stations  ? 

CHIME    AND    OUTRAGE    (IRELAND)  — 

THE    MAAMTRASNA    MURDERS  — 

CONVICTION     OF     MYLES    JOYCE 

AND  OTHERS. 

Mr.  CALLAN  asked  the  First  Lord 

of   the    Treasury,    Whether,    in    view 

of  the  facts   recently  disclosed  in  the 

letter  of  His  Grace  the  Archbishop  of 

Tuam  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

and  which  it  appears  is  to  form  the  subject 

matter  of  an  Amendment  on  the  Address, 

the  Government  will  lay  upon  the  Table 

of  the  House  Copies  of  the  dying  decla- 


rations of  two  of  the  men  executed  for 
the  Maamtrasna  murders,  admitting  their 
own  guilt,  but  solemnly  declaring  the 
innocence  of  Myles  Joyce,  executed  at  the 
same  time,  made  before  Mr.^  Brady, 
R.M.'  in  the  presence  of  the  Governor  of 
Gal  way  Prison,  on  the  day  but  one  and 
the  day  before  the  executions,  which  are 
referred  to  in  the  Memorandum  of  the 
Under  Secretary  as  having  **  formed  the 
subject  of  the  most  anxious  consideration 
on  the  part  of  His  Excellency  ?  "  He 
would  further  say  that  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion of  which  he  had  given  Notice  had 
been  suppressed;  but  he  proposed,  never- 
theless, to  put  it. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  supplementary 
Question  which  the  hon.  Member  now 
proposes  to  put  was,  by  my  direction, 
expunged,  and  I  cannot  allow  it  to  be 
put. 

Mr.  CALLAN  :  Then  I  will  put  the 
Question  to  the  Prime  Minister  as  it 
now  stands  on  the  Paper,  with  certain 
words  carefully  suppressed. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  wUl  only  refer 
to  the  Question  as  I  have  seen  it.  As  I 
understand,  it  is  a  perfectly  well-estab- 
lished practice  in  the  Home  Office  with 
regard  to  England  and  Scotland,  and  in 
the  Irish  Government  with  regard  to 
Ireland  —and  it  is  a  practice  which  they 
conceive  best  in  the  interests  of  public 
justice— to  withhold  statements  and  con- 
fessions made  by  persons  under  sentence 
of  death.  That  being  the  established 
practice,  it  would  not  be  deemed  advis- 
able to  depart  from  it. 

Mr.  CALLAN  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  presence  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, was  that  principle  followed  in 
the  case  of  the  dying  declaration  of 
Peace  ? 

Mr.  HARRINGTON :  Arising  out  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  reply,  may 
I  ask,  whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  de- 
positions of  this  description  were  given 
by  the  Irish  Government  in  the  case  of 
Francis  Hynes ;  and,  whether  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  did  not  state  to  the 
House  that  that  was  done  for  the  purpose 
of  vindicating  the  jury  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  From  the  Office 
which  I  hold  I  am  not  conversant  with 
the  actual  Departmental  practice  in  these 
matters.  All  I  can  say  is  that  X  will 
carefully  inform  myself  on  any  inquiry 
which  any  hon.  Gentleman  may  be  dis- 
posed to  put  to  me. 
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PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  'OF  THE 
HOUSE. 

Mr.  BR0ADHUR8T :  I  should  like 
to  be  permitted  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  he  can  give  anj 
assistance  or  advice  to  private  Members 
who  on  the  previous  day  gave  Notice  of 
the  introduction  of  Bills?  W©  are  in 
considerable  doubt  as  to  whether  we 
should  fix  a  Wednesday  on  this  nide  of 
Christmas  or  not.  If  the  Prime  Minister 
can  give  us  any  assistance  or  advice  in 
the  circumstances,  it  will  be  very  grate- 
fully accepted. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  What  I  venture 
to  recommend  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  a  postponement  of  the  Ques- 
tion— I  hope  a  short  postponement — 
until  the  Government  can  in  some  degree 
see  their  way  in  regard  to  the  stages  of 
the  Hepresentation  of  the  People  Bill. 
I  may  say  that  I  believe  it  is  pretty  well 
understood  by  the  House  that  we  pro- 
pose, for  the  convenience  of  the  House — 
in  pursuance  of  what  we  take  to  be  the 
convenience  of  the  House  and  the  inten- 
tions expressed  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne — we  propose  to  ask  the  House  to 
consider  that  Bill  from  day  to  day,  I 
hope  to  obtain  leave  to  introduce  that 
BiU  to-night,  I  do  not  know  absolutely 
whether  the  debate  on  the  Address  is 
likely  to  terminate  to-niglit,  or  termi- 
nate, as  some  thinks  on  Monday ;  but  I 
think  it  right  to  take  this  opportunity  of 
stating  that,  although  I  may  put  down 
the  second  reading  of  tJie  Bill  for  Mon- 
day*  in  order  to  be  prepared  for  tho  case 
of  having  Monday  as  a  vacant  day,  yet 
I  should  not  think  of  moving  the  eetond 
reading  of  the  Bill  on  Monday  unless  it 
came  un  at  a  very  early  hour,  because 
there  is  the  Report  of  the  Address,  whiih 
may  be  more  than  a  merely  formal  pro- 
ceeding. 

Mb,  RAIKES:  I  wish  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  whether  he 
intends,  in  introducing  the  Representa- 
tion of  the  People  Bill  to-night,  to  make  to 
the  House  any  general  explanatory  state- 
ment ;  andf  having  regard  to  tbo  possi- 
bility of  discussion  arising,  whether  he 
will  name  any  hour  after  which  he 
wotild  not  propose  to  introduce  the  Bill  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  No,  Sir;  I  wUl 
not  say  that  I  will  introduce  the  Bill 
absolutely  without  a  word;  but  cer- 
tainly I  do  not  think  that  more  than  two 
minutes  would  be  occupied  in  anything 
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I  have  to  say.  I  wish  to  inforai  th^ 
House  that,  from  communications  I  have 
received  from  the  authorities  of  the 
House,  I  believe  the  state  of  Public 
Business  will  allow,  and  that  it  woiild 
be  advisable,  to  commence  Public  Busi- 
ness at  a  quarter  past  4  o'clock. 

Me.  GORST  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Prime 
Minister,  whether  he  will  undertake, 
after  the  Papers  referred  to  in  the  Speech 
are  in  the  possession  of  Members  of  the 
House,  an  opportunity  will  be  given  to 
the  House  for  discussing  the  affairs  of 
South  Africa  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  think,  Sir,  it  is 
most  proper  that  there  should  be  some 
flueh  opportunity;  but  I  do  not  know 
exactly  when  the  Papers  will  be  in  the 
bands  of  the  Members  of  the  House.  I 
do  not  understand  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  to  say  immediately^  but  within 
a  reasonable  time ;  and  I  hope  to  be 
able  to  make  an  arrangement  to  that 
effect. 

EGYPT  {EVENTS  IN  THE  SOUBAK)— 

GENERAL  GORDON. 
Mr.  ASHllEAD-BAETLETT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AffairB,  Whether  be  would  lay  on  the 
Table  of  the  Hou^ie  all  the  telegrams 
and  despatches  which  have  been  re- 
ceived from  General  Gordon  since  the 
1st  of  May,  and  especially  those  received 
in  August  this  year,  in  which  General 
Gordon  slates  that  he  holds  the  Govern- 
ment responsible  for  all  the  evils  which 
have  befallen  Egvpt? 

Lord  EBMuND  FITZMAURICE, 
in  reply,  said,  he  bad  on  the  previous 
day  informed  the  House  that  full  infor- 
mation had  been  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  Ho  use  in  regard  to  General  Gordon  j 
and  if  the  hon.  Member  would  only  have 
patience  until  he  saw  the  Blue  Book, 
which  would  be  presented  to-morrow  or 
Monday,  he  thought  he  would  be  satis- 
fied with  the  information  it  contained 
regarding  General  Gordon, 

POST  OFFICE-SIXPENNY  TELEGRAMS- 
Mr.  RUSTON  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  he  could  inform  the 
House  when  he  would  introduce  the  six- 
penny telegrams  ? 

Mr,  FAWCETT:  In  reply  to  my  hon. 
Friend's  Question,  I  have  to  say  that 
there  is  no  intention  to  alter  the  decision 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chau- 
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oellor  of  the  Exchequer  announced  when 
introducing  his  Budget,  that  the  re- 
duced rate  for  inland  telegrams  would 
be  brought  into  operation  on  the  Ist  of 
August  next. 

PUBLIC  MEETINGS— THE  RIOT  AT 
ASTON  HALL,  BIRMINGHAM. 
Sir  FEEDERICK  MILNER  :  I  wish 
to  put  a  Question  to  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  of  which  I  have  given 
him  private  Notice.  I  should  like  to 
state  that  I  ask  the  Question  in  no  con- 
tentious spirit,  but  simply  on  account  of 
the  serious  mischief  that  may  ensue  from 
the  attitude  apparently  taken  by  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  What 
I  wish  to  ask  is,  Whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  correctly  reported  to  have 
need  these  words  when  alluding  to  the 
disgraceful  conduct  of  the  rioters  at  Bir- 
mingham at  the  time  of  the  visit  of  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition — 

"  This  is  the  man — 

aUuding  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)— 

*'who  is  BO  indignant  bocause  the  working 
men  of  Birmingham  took  him  at  his  word  and 
pulled  off  the  coping  of  the  wall  in  order  to  at- 
tend a  meeting  to  which  they  had  been  invited, 
and  which  the  Tory  managers  were  endeavour- 
iiigf  l>y  A  transparent  fraud,  to  palm  off  as  a 
representation  of  the  people  of  Birmingham ;  " 

whether  he  does  not  think  it  a  gross  in- 
sult to  the  working  men  of  Birmingham 
to  accuse  them  of  such  disgraceful  con- 
duct ;  whether  he  does  not  think  that 
his  words  practically  condone  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  rioters ;  and,  whether  he 
considers  such  conduct  worthy  of  a 
Cabinet  Minister  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  am  obliged  to  the  hon.  Baronet  for  his 
courtesy  in  giving  me  Notice  of  this 
Question,  although  I  only  received  that 
Notice  a  few  minutes  ago  on  coming 
into  the  House.  At  the  same  time,  I 
will  make  no  difficulty  wbatever  in  an- 
swering the  Question.  I  would  remind 
the  hoo.  Barooet,  however,  that  in  the 
Notice  which  he  has  given  to  me,  the 
last  two  Questions,  which  appear  to  be 
altogether  matter  of  opinion  and  discus- 
sion, are  strurk  out.  I  have  to  say  that 
the  extract  which  he  quotes  appears  to 
me  to  be  substantially  accurate,  idthough 
it  is  incomplete ;  and  I  regret  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  did  not  quote  the  earlier 
words  of  the  paragraph  from  which  he 

Mr.  Faweeti 


has  made  the  extract,  and  in  which  I 
referred  to  the  language  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill),  who,  at  a  meeting 
in  Edinburgh,  in  1883,  declared  that 
he  would  never  give  his  assent  to  the 
franchise  until  uie  labourers  showed 
their  earnestness  by  pulling  down  rail- 
ings and  by  engaging  the  police  and  the 
militarv. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to  ask  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  whether  it  is  in  Order  for  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown  to  put  words  into 
the  mouth  of  a  Member  of  Parliament, 
which  that  Member  of  Parliament  never 
uttered  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  If  the  noble  Lord 
repudiates  the  words,  I  have  no  doubt 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  insist 
upon  them. 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  will  pledge 
myself  to  the  House  to  the  substantial 
accuracy  of  the  words  I  have  quoted. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  deny  their  accuracy.  I  never  u«ed  them. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF :  Sir, 
I  rise  to  Order.  [6Wm  of  "  Order !  "] 
You  said,  Sir,  that  if  the  noble  Lord 
repudiated  those  words,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  doubtless  withdraw 
them.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has, 
contrary  to  your  ruling,  insisted  on  the 
accuracy  of  the  words  repudiated  by  the 
noble  Lord.  I  ask  you  whether  such 
conduct  is  in  Order  ? 

An  hon.  Member  :  On  the  part  of  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  too. 

Mr.  speaker  :  That  is  not  a  ques- 
tion of  Order.  What  I  said  was  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would,  I  felt 
sure,  not  continue  to  attribute  words  to 
the  noble  Lord  which  the  noble  Lord  re- 
pudiated. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF:  But 
he  did,  Sir. 

Mr.  chamberlain  :  I  understood 
the  noble  Lord  to  repudiate  the  verbal 
accuracy  of  the  words  I  have  quoted, 
and  as  I  am  speaking  from  memory,  I 
do  not  wish  to  bind  myself  to  the  verbal 
accuracy  of  the  words ;  but  I  pledge  my- 
self to  prove  to  the  House,  if  it  be  ne- 
cessary, by  the  actual  citation  of  the 
words  reported  in  all  the  papers  to  have 
been  used  by  the  noble  Lord  at  Edin- 
burgh, the  substantial  accuracy  of  the 
statement  I  have  just  made.  Now,  Sir, 
I  go  on  to  the  further  Question  ad- 
dressed to  me  by  the  hon.  Baronet.    He 
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afika  me  whether  I  do  not  think  it  in  a 
gro88  iDBult  to  the  working  men  of  Bir- 
mmf^ham  to  impute  to  them  that  tftpy 
have  heen  guilty  of  a»ich  disgraceful 
conduct  I  must  say  that  wbile  the  pro- 
ceedings at  BlrmiDgham  appear  to  me 
to  be,  to  some  extent,  a  matter  of  dis- 
CUBfrion,  I  shall  be  prepared »  if  the  op- 
portunity is  aETorded  to  me,  to  state  to 
the  House  what  I  have  heard  with  re- 
ference to  them  from  my  eonstitupnts, 
some  of  whom  were  eye-witne.Hses  of 
those  proceedings.  In  the  meantime,  I 
have  to  say  that  I  have  not  accused 
the  working  men  of  Birmingham  of  dis- 
graceful conducts  I  do  not  think  they 
have  been  guiify  of  it.  If  my  informa- 
tion is  acouraf**^  the  only  persons  who 
have  been  guilty  of  disgraceful  conduct 
are  the  roughs  who  were  hired  as 
**chuckerS'0Ut  "  by  the  Tory  Party. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  wish  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  whether,  before  the  debate  tm 
the  Address  conrlud^e.  he  will  take  tlie 
opportunity,  which  he  deliberately  re- 
fused last  night,  when  he  was  charged 
with  direct  complicity  in  these  riots — 
whether  he  will  take  the  opportunity  of 
more  fully  going  into  the  matter^  and  of 
giving  those  who  differ  from  him  an  op- 
portunity of  replying;  to  his  statement  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Nothing 
will  give  me  greater  pleasure  than 
to  answer  any  accusations  which  may 
be  brought  in  this  House  either 
against  myself  or  against  my  consti- 
tuents. Last  night  I  did  not  reply  to 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Portsmourh  (Sir  H,  Drummond  Wolff), 
who  appeared  to  me,  on  that  occasion, 
to  be  acting  as  jackal  to  the  noble  Lord. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
In  ihe  interests  of  Parliamentary  de- 
cency, I  rise  to  Order. 

An  hon.  Member  :  Move  the  adjourn- 
ment 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  : 
I  wish  to  ask  you,  Sir,  whether  it  is  in 
Order— [CVi>«  of  ^*0h!'*]— a  point  in 
regard  to  which  hon.  Members  opposite 
appear  to  be  in  ignorance — whether  it 
is  in  Order  for  a  Member  of  this  House 
to  apply  to  another  Member  the  term 
"jackal?" 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  hope  the  noble 
Lord  will  not  take  th«  word  in  a  too 
literal  sense.  X  regarded  it  as  figura* 
tively  used,  and  not,  therefore,  trans- 
greasiDg  any  Rule  of  the  Houee,  and  I 


do  not  think  the  nohle  Lord  himself  can 
be  serious  in  th«  matter. 

SiK  ST^VFFORD  NORTHCOTK :  I 
cannnt  htdp  thinking,  Sir,  that  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  technically 
in  0rd*^r  or  not,  seeing  bow  the  expres- 
sion which  he  used  has  been  received, 
thnt  he  will  venture  to  withdraw  a 
word  which  is  ralculiited  to  give  pain, 
and  the  use  of  which,  I  venture  to  say, 
is  not  in  the  interests  ol  decent  lan- 
guage in  thi«  Hiiu^e, 

Mr,  CHAMBERLAIN;  In  answer  to 
the  appeal  just  made  to  me,  I  hnpe  the 
House  will  allow  me  to  explain  that,  of 
course,  I  had  not  the  slightest  intention 
of  desmbing  the  hon.  Member  for 
Portsmouth  as  a  jackal  otlierwise  than 
Htjuratively.  [CVim  of  '*  Withdraw!  ^^] 
My  intention  was  precisely  the  same  as 
when  the  rijht  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem* 
bt^r  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote)  a  short  time  ago  used  figurative 
bm^/UHge  with  rej^ard  to  the  noble  Lord 
the  Me»nber  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Kan- 
dolpb  Churchill),  whom,  if  I  remem- 
ber rightly,  he  described  on  that  occa- 
sion as  a  **  bonnet."  But  if  the  feelings 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth 
have  been  hurt,  1  most  willingly  with- 
draw the  expression. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF:  I 
beg  to  tell  the  riglit  hon.  Oentleman 
that  nothing  he  can  say  will  affect  me  in 
any  manner  whatever. 

Mr.  call  AN:  May  I  ask,  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  the  interests  of  peace  and 
order,  whether  the  word  "bonnet"  or 
**  jackal  "  is  the  moat  discourteous  ? 

Mr.  Sfeaxer  did  not  reply* 

Lord  GEOHGE  HAMILTON.  The 
Prime  Minister  yesterday  warned  us,  in 
grave  and  solemn  tones,  that  he  was 
authorized  by  all  his  Colleagues  to  re- 
pudiate outrage  and  violence  of  every 
kind,  I  wish  now  to  a^k  him — or,  if 
more  convenient,  I  will  put  the  Ques- 
tion again  on  Monday — if,  after  the 
condonation  of  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  of  the  outrage  at  Bir* 
mingbam,  he  still  adheres  to  that  atate^ 
ment? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  do  not  wish  to 
appear  discourteou.**,  but  I  would  say 
that  I  can  answer  that  Question  either 
now,  or,  after  more  consideration,  on 
Monday.  Unquestionably,  I  am  not 
going  to  abandon  to-night  a  statement 
I  made  last  night. 
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PUBLIC  MEETINGS  (IRELAND)  — THE 
RIOT  AT  PORTADOWN. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER :  I  beg> 
ask  Mr,  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
Whether  he  has  received  any  particulars 
of  the  riots  which^  accordiDg  to  the 
newspaper  reports,  have  taken  place  at 
Portadown;  whether  during  these  riots 
an  attack  was  mad©  upon  Mr,  Thomas 
Dickson,  a  Member  of  tliis  House;  and, 
whether  he  is  in  a  position  to  state  what 
18  the  condition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tyrone,  who,  the  newspapers  state,  has 
been  severely  injured? 

TifE  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker),  in  reply,  said, 
ho  had  received  a  telegram  as  to  the  re- 
sult of  inquiries  on  the  subject,  and  could 
state  from  the  information  thus  received 
that  a  serious  riot  had  taken  place  on 
the  occasion  of  a  Liberal  meeting  held 
at  the  Town  Hall,  Portadown,  that 
several  persons  had  been  assailed,  and 
he  regretted  to  add  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tyrone  had  been  injured.  Se- 
veral persons  who  were  engaged  in 
these  riotous  proceedings  had  been 
identified,  and  would  be  prosecuted* 

ORDMR  OF  TEE  DAY. 


ADDRESS    IN    ANSWER    TO    HEK    MA- 
JESTY'S MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 
[adjoubned  debate.]     [second  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Qiies- 
tion  L23rd  October,]  *'  That,  &c-"— [See 
page.  69,] 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  insert  in  the  ninth  paragraph,  after  the  word 
*'us/'  the  words  •*  and  humbly  to  assure  HerMa- 
jetitv  that  it  ie  the  opinion  of  a  vaflt  naml>er  of  the 
Irisn  people  that  the  present  method  of  adminis- 
tering the  Law  in  Ireland,  more  c»pecially  under 
the  Crimes  Act,  han  worked  manifold  iDJutiticc, 
and,  in  the  case  of  the  prisoners  tried  for  the 
M&amtraama  murder,  has  led  to  the  execution  of 
an  innocent  msin  and  to  the  conviction  of  four 
other  persona  equally  innocent^  and  this  House 
humhly  assures  Her  Majesty  that  it  would  ensure 
much  greater  confidence  in  the  administration  of 
the  Law  in  Ireland  if  &  full  and  public  inquiry 
were  granted  into  the  execution  of  Myles  Joyce 
and  the  continued  incarceration  oi  Patrick 
Joyce,  Thomas  Joyce,  ^lartin  Joyce,  and  John 
Casey."— (ifn  HarringtoH,) 

Question  again  proposed/'  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted/' 

l>ebate  rttumed. 


AMENDMENT  (MR.  HARRINGTON)^ 
THE  MAAMTRASNA  MURDERS- 
CONVICTION  OF  MYLE9  JOYCE 
AND  OTHERS. 
Me.  ARTHIIK  O'CONNOR  said,  h© 
wished  to  remind  hon.  Members  of  the 
House  of  the  precise  nature  of  the  case 
which  had  been  urged  against  the  Go- 
vernment, by  those  who  had  carefully 
and  fully  investigated  the  matter  in 
question,  concerning  what  was  known 
as  the  Maamtrasna  murders.  The 
locality  in  which  these  murders  took 
place  was  a  wild  district  in  the  west  of 
Lough  Mask-  The  district  was  poor, 
very  wild,  the  holdings  being  sraall,  in- 
terspersed, badly  fenued,  and  in  certain 
cases  difficult  to  identify.  Circumstances 
which  had  come  to  light  proved  beyond 
all  doubt  that,  unfortunately,  in  the 
community  who  resided  there,  there  was, 
it  appeared,  a  local  secret  society  estab- 
lished, and  to  it  many  of  the  people  there 
belonged.  John  Joyce,  the  murdered 
man,  who  lived  at  Maamtrasna,  was  the 
treasurer  of  thia  society,  and  he  had 
many  quarrela  with  another  member  of 
the  society  named  Caaey.  The  latter  bad 
been  repeatedly  threatened  by  Joy^e, 
but  he  did  not  inform  the  police,  because 
Joyce  threatened  to  make  known  to  the 
authorities  the  existence  and  names  of 
the  members  of  the  society.  Several 
meetings  of  the  society  were  held. 
Quarrels  had  occurred  as  to  sheep  and 
other  matters,  and  in  August,  1882,  an 
attack,  instigated  by  revenge,  took 
place.  At  the  meetings  attended  by  the 
Joyces  and  Thomas  Casey,  who  subse- 
quently be<^ame  Government  informer, 
it  was  proved  that  those  who  took  part 
in  it  were  provided  with  disguises  in  the 
shape  of  white  coats  or  coverings.  The 
faces  of  the  other  six  men  were  blackened 
with  boot-blacking.  John  P,  Joyce  wa,<i 
disguised  by  having  a  soft  hat;  and 
Thomas  Casey  was  similarly  disguised. 
Then  some  of  these  men  adopted  for  the 
nonce  assumed  namea.  Three  of  them 
were  named  by  John  Casey  as  the  per- 
sons who  actually  participated  in  the 
murder.  These  men  started  from  a 
bouae  which  was  within  three-quarters 
of  a  mile  of  Maamtrasna,  went  direct  to 
the  house  of  John  Joyce,  and  the  mur- 
der was  committed.  It  was  supposed 
that  the  two  sons  had  also  been  mas- 
sacred, but  the  younger  son  survived, 
and  was  still  livings  He  and  his  brother, 
who  euooumbed  within  24  houra  of  the 
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murder*  gave  depositiana  to  the  police, 
which  were  now  in  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  truth  woa  that  Joyce 
had  feude  with  some  of  his  neighbours, 
among  whom  were  Anthony  Joyce,  John 
Joyce  of  Derry,  and  his  son  and  others* 
Anthony  Joyce,  as  could  easily  be 
proved,  had,  on  more  than  one  occasion, 
tried  to  wreak  his  vengeance  upon  Juhn 
Joyce  ;  hut  Anthony  knew  absolutely  no- 
thiog  about  the  murder.  He  was  not 
Bear  it,  and  only  heard  of  it  on  the  fol- 
lowing morning.  He,  however,  went 
to  the  scene  of  the  tragedy,  made  a 
minute  inspection,  and  then  in  con- 
junction with  John  Joyce  of  Derry  and 
the  son  of  the  latter  he  concocted  a  false 
charge.  This  charge  was  supported 
throughout  by  the  most  palpable  per- 
jury. Hia  atory  was  that  he  was 
awakened  on  the  night  in  question  by 
the  harking  of  a  dog;  bo  had  looked 
out  and  saw  six  men  passing  his  house ; 
that  he  then  went  to  bis  brother's  house 
and  aroused  bim,  and  accompanied  him 
in  search  of  the  six  mysterious  figures 
whom  they  saw  enter  the  house  of 
Michael  Casey,  where  they  were  joined 
by  four  others,  Now»  these  men — 
Anthony,  his  brother,  and  his  nephew — 
would  have  them  believe  that  they 
tracked  the  10  men  for  three  miles, 
witnessed  the  entry  of  the  house,  heard 
the  cries  of  the  victims,  and  were  able 
to  return  without  being  observed.  Now, 
the  men  who  committed  the  crime  were 
perfectly  well  known,  and  some  of  them 
had  confessed  that  they  started  only 
three-quarters  of  a  mile  from  the  scene 
of  the  tragedy.  The  story  of  Anthony 
Joyce  was  palpably  false  in  every  respect, 
fts  was  clearly  shown  by  the  dying  de- 
positions of  the  son  of  the  victim.  The 
boy  could  not  swear  to  the  culprits  owing 
to  their  disguise,  yet  the  latter  were 
id  en  tilled  by  Anthony  Joyce  and  his 
party  on  a  dark  night.  Anthony's 
niece,  Mary  Joyce,  was  several  weeks 
afterwards  brought  forward  to  bolster 
up  this  false  statement.  One  of  the  in- 
formers, Phil  bin,  produced  by  the  Gor 
vemment  to  furnish  the  necessary  cor- 
roboration, had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  murder ;  but  the  Government's 
agents  arrested  him  and  so  practised 
upon  him  that  be  ultimately  consented 
to  enter  into  a  treaty  with  George 
Bolton,  the  Crown  Solicitor,  in  regard 
to  giving  evidence.  Philbin  knew  per- 
fectly well  what  he  was  required  to  say* 


and  was  afterwards  put  into  a  yard  with 
Thomas  Casey,  one  of  the  accused,  in 
order  that  his  statement  might  be  safely 
corroborated.  Philbin,  however,  him- 
self turned  informer,  and  made  two  de- 
positions, one  on  the  9th  of  November, 
which  was  so  unsatisfactory  that  on  the 
loth  of  November  he  made  another, 
each  witnessed  by  Mr.  Bolton  ;  and  at 
last  Casey  expressed  hia  wiUingDess  to 
give  some  information.  But  before  he 
did  so,  Mr.  Brady,  one  of  the  Resident 
Magistrates,  read  over  to  Casey  the  de- 
position of  Philbin,  in  order  that  he 
might  know  what  he  was  required  to 
affirm.  Upon  the  testimony  which  they 
must  have  known  to  be  perjured,  the 
officers  of  the  Crown  pressed  the  case 
against  the  prisoners.  That  was  a 
serious  charge  to  make  against  the  Ad- 
ministration;  but  he  affirmed  that  the 
Courts  of  Queen  Victoria  in  Ireland 
were  no  better  than  some  of  the  Courts 
of  Elizabeth ,  which  Hallam  had  stigma- 
tized as  caverns  of  murder.  Myles 
Joyce  had  been  as  deliberately  done  to 
death  as  had  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish, 
and  it  was  absurd  to  profess  horror  at 
one  crime  and  to  hide  another  aa 
heinous.  Last  Session  he  had  brought 
before  the  House  a  Motion  to  inquire 
into  the  proceedings  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  certain  charges  made 
against  high  officials  in  Ireland.  That 
Motion  was  refused ;  but  subsequent 
events,  the  case  of  Cornwall  against 
OjBrien  alone,  proved  that  that  Mo- 
tion was  thoroughly  waiTanted.  It  was 
known  who  had  been  concerned  in  these 
murders— J,  Casey,  J.  Casey,  lunr.,  P. 
Ley  den,  Thomas  Casey,  Patriok  Casey, 
Michael  Casey,  and  Patrick  Joyce.  Of 
these,  two  men  were  executed  and  one 
man  sentenced  to  penal  servitude  ;  but 
the  determination  of  the  Government  to 
have  victims  sacrificed  Michael  Joyce, 
and  sent  four  other  men,  equally  inno- 
cent, into  penal  servitude.  It  was  im- 
Sossible  to  bring  back  the  soul  of  Myles 
oyce ;  but  if  any  respect  for  the  law 
was  to  exist  in  Ireland,  it  was  absolutely 
indispensable  that  some  indication  should 
be  given  in  this  country  that  there  ex- 
isted some  real  desire  to  do  equal  and 
impartial  justice  in  that  country,  and 
that  they  should  no  longer  allow  legal- 
ized murder  to  stalk  with  impunity 
throughout  the  Island. 

The    SOLICITOE    GENEEAL   for 
lEELAND   (Mr.   Walked)    said,    the 
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demand  of  the  hon.  Member  was  that 
the  (Government  should  review  eight  con- 
yiotions,  five  of  which  had  been  obtained 
on  the  confession  of  the  accused  men, 
and  this  demand  was  made  not  to  satisfy 
feeling  in  Ireland,  but  in  order  that 
public  justice  and  the  administration  of 
the  law  might  be  discredited.  It  was 
asked  to  review  convictions  made  in  the 
presence  of  a  Judge  by  a  jury  who  were 
admittedly  impartial,  partly  upon  the  un- 
sworn statement  of  an  informer,  whose 
case  was  that  he  was  a  perjurer  at  the 
trial  as  well  as  the  murderer  of  innocent 
men,  and  partly  on  the  protestations  of 
innocence  made  by  convicted  men.  The 
charge  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
meath  (Mr.  Harrington)  was  that  Lord 
Spencer,  Mr.  Justice  Johnson,  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Murphy,  Mr.  Serjeant  O'Brien,  and 
others,  had  **  feloniously,  wickedly,  mur- 
derously " — he  used  the  words  of  the 
hon.  Member — entered  into  a  conspiracy 
to  suppress  evidence  in  order  to  obtain 
the  conviction  of  innocent  men,  and  to 
screen  guilty  ones.  It  was  worth  re- 
membering that  this  demand  for  a  re- 
investigation of  the  case  was  made  two 
years  and  three  months  after  the  trial. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Westmeath  visited 
the  scene  of  this  outrage,  as  he  said  in 
one  of  his  letters,  ''to  strengthen  the 
position  of  those  who  were  demanding 
lustice."  There  was  one  statement  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  last  night  which 
impressed  him  very  much,  and  that  was 
that  when  he  and  the  reverend  gentle- 
man who  accompanied  him  were  visit- 
ing one  John  Joyce  and  asked  him  a 
certain  question,  the  man  said,  in  answer 
to  the  priest — "Don't  press  me,  father." 
That  expression  was  an  emphatic  illus- 
tration of  the  process  resorted  to  by  those 
who  were  seeking  to  get  up  a  case  against 
the  Government.  Another  matter  dwelt 
upon  by  the  hon.  Member  was  the  briefs 
of  the  Crown.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Westmeath,  using  a  euphemistic  expres- 
sion, said — "They  had  fallen  into  his 
hands."  For  his  own  part,  he  attached 
no  value  to  what  was  said  in  a  brief 
which  was  abstracted  from  the  Grown — 
Btolen,  very  possibly,  and  which  any  man 
capable  of  stealing  it  would  not  scruple 
to  alter  and  use.  Would  anybody 
standing  up  in  the  name  of  justice  and 
in  the  interests  of  justice  descend  to  the 
use  of  arguments  from  such  a  source  ? 
There  were  two  periods  when  this  case 
under  the  consideration  of  Lord 
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Spencer— one,  when  he  felt  coerced  to 
say  the  law  should  take  its  oourse ;  and 
the  second  in  August  last,  when  Lord 
Spencer  reviewed  all  the  statements 
made  by  the  approvers,  and  all  the 
facts  of  the  case,  and  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  trial  had  been  a  fair  one. 
It  would  be  difficult  for  anyone  who 
listened  yesterday  to  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Westmeath  to  have 
appreciated  the  evidence  for  the  Crown. 
What  was  that  evidence  ?  On  the  night 
of  the  17th  of  August,  1882,  a  horrible 
massacre  of  five  persons  took  place  at 
the  house  of  John  Joyce,  Maamtrasna 
— the  old  grandmother  of  80,  the  hus- 
band, the  wife,  the  gprown-up  daughter,  the 
son,  were  murdered,  and  an  attempt  was 
made  upon  the  life  of  a  child  of  nine.  Old 
and  young  were  included  in  that  butchery 
in  order  that  no  trace  of  the  murderers 
might  be  left.  Was  it  to  be  supposed 
that  those  who  prosecuted  on  the  part 
of  the  Crown  had  any  special  ill-will 
to  Myles  Joyce,  who  was  now  said  to  be 
innocent  on  the  unsworn  evidence  of  a 
man  who  admitted  that  he  was  in  the 
murder,  and  whose  story,  if  he  came  into 
the  box,  any  jury  would  be  told  to  dis- 
cred  it.  On  the  momin  g  following  the  night 
of  the  murder  three  men  came  K)rward  of 
unblemished  character,  without  any  mo- 
tive— no  reward  had  been  oifered,  not  one 
sixpence,  at  thetime  these  men  made  their 
statement  against  those  10  persons.  The 
three  men  came  forward  at  once  and  gave 
information,  and  the  10  men  were  arrested 
and  put  upon  their  trial.  It  was  true 
that  John  Casey  also  was  arrested,  and 
detained  for  a  short  time ;  but  the  Crown 
found  that  there  was  no  case  against 
him.  It  was  said  that  the  witnesses 
falsely  accused  the  10  men.  But  four 
of  them  admitted  their  guilt.  It  was 
said  that  that  was  a  chance.  Was  it 
only  a  chance  that  the  (our  men  who 
admitted  their  guilt  were  among  the  10, 
especially  as  one  of  the  four,  Thomas 
Casey,  came  from  a  place  which  was  a 
considerable  distance  away  ?  The  pri- 
soners were  arraigned  on  the  1st  of  No- 
vember, counsel  and  solicitor  were  as- 
signed them,  and  the  trials  were  ad- 
journed until  the  13th  of  November  to 
enable  the  prisoners'  counsel  to  visit  the 
locality,  and  make  up  their  case;  and 
all  that  was  done  at  the  expense  of  the 
Crown.  Mr.  Malley,  one  of  the  most 
experienced  counsel  in  Ireland  in  defence 
of  prisoners,  was  assigned  them,  and  he 
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was  paid  20  gumeaa  to  enable  him  to  go 
down  and  examine  the  locality.  It  was 
said  yesterday  by  the  hou.  Member  fur 
Westtneath  that  certain  depositions 
were  not  in  the  possession  of  the  pri- 
soners' coanseL 

Ma,  HAHRINGTON  asked  whether 
he  was  to  understand  that  the  deposi- 
tions of  Mifihael  Joyce  and  Patrick 
Joyce  were  inol tided? 

The  80L10IT0R  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr,  Walker)  said,  that 
every  deposition  was  in  the  possession 
of  the  prisoners'  counsel.  [Mr,  Har< 
RTNoTON:  That  is  not  so.l  The  hon. 
Member  should  remember  the  difference 
between  depositions  and  declarations. 
What  he  was  stating  now  was  literally 
correct,  that  not  only  these,  but  every 
deposition  made  at  the  inquest,  includ- 
ing- that  which  the  hon.  Member  said 
was  suppressed,  was  in  the  possession 
of  the  prisoners'  counseh  The  trial 
came  on,  and  the  three  witnesses  were 
subjected  to  a  searching  croaa-examina- 
tion,  and  there  was  no  impeachment  of 
their  character.  There  were  three  trials 
by  separate  juries  ;  no  juror  who  served 
on  one  trial  served  on  another  ;  and  in 
each  a  verdtot  of  guilty  was  returned. 
And  now  he  would  give  a  short  account 
of  the  evidence  given  at  the  triaL  On 
that  night  in  August  it  was  beyond 
doubt  that  John  Joyce^s  house  was 
attacked  by  a  party  of  murderers.  In 
that  wild  countey  there  was  an  old  road 
which  passed  by  the  house  of  the  two 
meui  John  and  Anthony  Joyce.  One  of 
the  gang,  Thomas  Casey,  came  frnm 
some  miles  away,  the  others  from  the 
immediate  neighbourhood.  That  old 
road  would  be  the  way  the  men  would 
naturally  take.  [Mr.  Hakrinoton  : 
NO|  no.]  He  did  not  interrupt  the 
hon.  Member  for  Westmeath  when  he 
wa^  making  his  sfatement* 

Ma.  HARRINGTON  :  I  stated  facts- 
Ma.    SPEAKER:     I   hope   the   hon. 
Member  will  allow  the  hon.  and  learned 
Geutlem^an  to  proceed. 

The  80LICIT0K  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mi\  Walker),  resuming, 
eaidf  he  had  himself  taken  the  trouble 
to  walk  over  ey^ry  portion  of  the  ground 
without  asking  any  questions,  but  hav* 
iag  with  him  one  of  the  persons  who 
|V6  evidence  on  the  trial,  and  he  took 
re  to  see  that  every  spot  identified  was 
one  about  which  there  was  am  pie  grounds 
for   identihoation ;  and  if  there  was  a 


doubt  they  could  not  have  failed  to  dis- 
cover it.     It   was  said  ye^t*»rday  by  the 
hon.   Member   for  Westmeath   that  the 
night  was  dark.     The  constable  swore  it 
was  a  bright,  starry  night.     It  was  the 
fifth  day  of  the  new  moon.  There  was  evi- 
dence to  show  that  the  night  was  not  too 
dark  tn  seethe  murderers.  Anthony  J  oyce, 
whose  house  was  a  short  distance  away, 
was  awakened  by  the  barking  of  a  dog. 
He  saw  figures  on  the  old  road,  and  re- 
cognized six  men  whom  he  had  known 
ali  his  life.  Some  of  the  men  lived  almost 
within  a  stone's  throw.     The  six  men  in 
question  were  Anthony  Philbin,  Thomas 
Casey,  Martin  Joyce,  Myles  Joyce,  Pat 
Joyce,    and   Thomas    Joyce.     Anthony 
Joyce  thought   that    they  were   up    to 
no    good,    and    accordingly    he    went 
by   a  short    cut    to    the    house  of    his 
brother  John,  whioh  he  reached  before 
the  murderers  could  pass  it.  John  Joyce's 
daughter    Mary,    a    grown  -  up  young 
woman,  saw  her  uncle  Anthony  eutering 
her  father's  house  and  heard  the  conver- 
sation which  passed.     It  was  said  that 
Mary  Joyce  did  not  give  evidence  until 
some  months  after  the  trial.     In  point  of 
fact,  she  made  a  statement  on  the  same 
day  as    her    father   and  uncle.      John 
Joyce  went  up   over  his  house  to  see 
where  the   men  were   going.     He  saw 
that  they  went   in   the  direction  of  the 
bouse  of  Michael  CaBey»  a  little  further 
on.     It  had  been  admitted  that  Michael 
Casey  was  a  participator  in  the  murder. 
Ten  men  were  seen  leaving  his  house. 
Those  men  passed  within  a  few  feet  of 
Anthony  Joyce,  his  eon*  and  his  brother, 
who  followed  them  along  the  mountain - 
path  until  they  took  the  holds  in  the  dtrec- 
tion  of  the  house  of  the  murdered  man. 
There  at  last  the  witnesses  arrived,  and, 
from  behind   a    bush,  witnessed  the  10 
men  enter  the  yard.    They  saw  a  rush  at 
the  door,  and  heard  screams,  after  which 
they  fled  in  terror  to  their  homes.  When 
Patrick  Joyce  was  arrested  on  the  follow* 
ing  day  on  the  information  of  the  three 
Joyces,    one    of    the   fir«t   questions    ho 
asked  was  whether  Anthony  Philbin  had 
been  arrested.  That  was  a  most  singular 
corroboration.     It  was  asked  why  were 
tliese  men   not   taken   red-handed.     It 
should  be  remembered  that  there  were 
three  against  1 0,  and  that  the  barracks  was 
some  miles  away  from  the  place  where 
the  murders  were  committed.     [Several 
Irish  Mekb  BBS :  No;  one  mile.]    It  waa 
etatadyesterday  that  the  barracks  was  fivo 
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miles  away.  The  House  should  remem- 
ber that  all  Joyce  had  said  had  been 
before  three  j uries.  It  had  been  made  the 
subject  of  examination  and  cross-exami- 
nation, and  had  been  dealt  with  in  the 
Judge's  charge.  As  to  the  motive  which 
prompted  the  murder,  it  had  been  sug- 
gested that  the  old  woman  had  given  infor- 
mation with  respect  to  the  murder  of  the 
two  Huddys  which  took  place  some  time 
before,  and  whose  bodies  had  been  thrown 
into  Lough  Mask.  But  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Westmeath,  in  the  letters  he  had 
written,  had  given  an  ample  motive.  The 
hon.  Member  bad  said  that  Patrick  Joyce 
was  the  head  of  a  Bibbon  Society  of  the 
district,  that  John  Joyce  had  been  the  trea- 
surer of  that  society,  and  that  the  Joyces 
had  given  information.  Everyone  knew 
that  if  a  member  of  a  Ribbon  Society 
gave  information  he  might  be  murdered 
for  so  doing.  It  was  obvious,  however, 
that  some  strong  motive  must  have  in- 
duced the  men  to  murder  the  old  woman. 
When  the  evidence  of  the  three  Joyces 
was  impeached,  the  House  should  con- 
sider wnat  was  said  by  the  Judffe  in 
summing  up.  The  Judge  declared  that 
the  witnesses  gave  their  testimony  in  a 
mostsatisfactoryaudtrustworthy  manner. 
He  wished  to  point  out  that  on  the  23rd 
of  August,  1882,  in  The  Freeman* s  Journal, 
the  very  newspaper  in  which  the  letters 
of  tho  hon  Memoer  for  Westmeath  ap- 
peared, there  was  given  a  description 
of  the  witnesses  at  the  inquest  and  of 
the  alleged  murderers,  and  it  was  stated 
that  the  people  of  the  locality  described 
the  10  men  who  had  been  arrested  as  the 
biggest  devils  in  the  district,  who  had 
long  been  the  terror  of  the  neighbour- 
hood, and  they  shook  hands  with  the 
witnesses  and  blessed  them,  and  ex- 
psessed  their  rejoicing  that  this  murder- 
ous gang  had  at  last  been  run  to  earth. 
Public  opinion  was  expressed  at  the  con- 
clusion of  the  three  trials  ;  he  referred  to 
the  2nd  of  November,  1 882.  At  the  con- 
clusion of  these  trieds  on  the  2nd  of 
November,    1882,   the  same   organ    of 

Sublic  opinion  said  that  the  jury  had 
one  their  duty,  that  they  had  been 
fairly  selected,  that  it  had  been  shown 
that  Irishmen  would  not  shrink  from 
their  duty  when  a  case  was  proven,  that 
the  verdicts  would  be  supported  by  the 
feeling  of  the  country,  that  there  was 
no  iustification  for  the  charge  of  jury- 
packing  to  obtain  a  conviction,  that  the 
restoration  of  the  Catholics  of  Ireland 
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to  the  jury-box  had  been  vindicated, 
that  they  had  retrieved  the  oharaoter  of 
Irish  juries,  whose  verdicts  would  cease 
to  be  received  with  dissatisfaction  and 
murmurs  of  distrust,  that  there  was  a 
unanimous  feeling  that  justice  had  been 
done  in  the  right  and  Constitutional 
way,  and  that  it  was  a  satisfaction  to 
the  journal  to  have  been  an  humble 
agent  in  achieving  this  great  end.  Suoh 
was  contemporaneous  public  opinion  as 
expressed  in  that  newspapeor  when  the 
verdicts  were  given.  In  United  Ireland, 
which  was  a  journal  of  still  more  ex- 
treme opinions,  exactly  the  same  com- 
mendations were  expressed ;  it  was  said 
that  the  duty  of  the  jury  had  been 
honestly  and  fairly  done,  and  that  in 
future  the  verdicts  of  juries  would  per- 
haps be  rather  more  scrupulously  re- 
spected. [Mr.  O'Brien  :  At  what  stage 
were  these  remarks  made  ?]  They  fol- 
lowed the  sentence  of  Myles  Joyce,  they 
were  made  on  the  25th  of  November, 
1882,  and  they  were  followed  by  the 
declaration — 

'*  We  believe  the  public  are  ntitfied  that  the 
disgusting  butchery  has  been  avenged  upon 
convincing  evidence  bj  juries  fairly  chosen. 

With  respect  to  what  had  been  said 
about  the  plea  of  guilty,  he  would  ask 
whether  it  had  ever  been  known  in  the 
experience  of  a  criminal  lawyer  that  a 
man  charged  with  murder  had  said  he 
was  guilty  when  he  was  not  ?  Indeed,  it 
seemed  to  pass  the  limits  of  human 
imagination  that  it  should  be  so.  It 
was  part  of  the  case  of  hon.  Members 
that  not  only  Myles  Joyce  was  innocent* 
but  that  the  four  men  who  pleaded 
guilty  were  also  innocent.  The  first  trial 
lasted  three  days,  the  second  three  days, 
the  third  two  days,  and  two  witnesses 
wliose  expenses  had  been  paid  by  the 
Crown  were  present  for  the  purpose  of 
proving  an  alihi.  Mr.  Malley,  counsel 
for  the  defence,  appealed  to  the  counsel 
to  the  Crown  to  know  whether,  if  the 
four  pleaded  guilty,  the  capital  sentence 
would  be  remitted;  he  was  informed 
that  no  such  hope  could  be  held  out. 
Mr.  Malley  would  not  take  upon  him- 
self to  recommend  the  withdrawal  of 
the  plea  of  not  guilty  by  the  five  pri- 
soners until  they  had  seen  their  priest, 
and  when  they  had  seen  him  he  advised 
them  to  plead  guilty. 

CoLONKL  NOLAN  :  Is  it  Mr.  Malley's 
statement  that  no  hope  was  held  out  to 
them  by  the  officers  of  the  Crown  f 
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The  SOLIOITOE  GENEEAL  fok 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  that  he 
was  stating  it  on  the  iDformation  of 
the  counsel  who  was  prosecuting.  The 
counsel  was  told  who  was  their  priest; 
and  he  (the  Eev.  Mr.  M*Hugh)  came  up, 
and  having  seen  them  he  advised  them 
to  plead  guilty.  It  was  said  that  they 
had  refused  to  do  so  when  the  Grown 
Solicitor  asked  them ;  but  because  they 
did  so  on  the  advice  of  the  priest,  we 
were  asked  to  believe  in  their  innocence. 
Was  it  to  be  said  that  the  rev.  gentle- 
man, believing  in  their  innocence,  ad- 
vised them  to  plead  guilty,  and  yet 
never  uttered  a  word  in  explanation  to 
those  who  held  in  their  hanas  the  issues 
of  life  and  death  ?  He  could  not  believe 
it.  On  the  withdrawal  of  the  plea  of 
not  guilty,  Mr.  Malleymadean  appeal  to 
the  Attorney  General  to  be  satisfied  with 
the  condemnation  of  the  three  most 
prominent  of  the  culprits;  and  the 
Attorney  General  said  that  he  could  do 
nothing.  In  their  subsequent  memorial 
they  said  they  did  not  enter  the  house 
and  had  no  active  participation  in  the 
crime  ;  and  upon  that  view  of  the  matter 
the  sentence  was  commuted.  It  was 
said  there  was  evidence  that  could  have 
been  given  that  the  men  who  committed 
the  murder  had  their  faces  blackened 
and  were  unrecognizable ;  but  when 
Michael  Joyce  made  the  statement  on 
the  18th  of  August,  he  was  dying; 
he  had  two  revolver  bullets  in  him 
which  could  not  be  extracted ;  he  was 
unconscious  and  raving.  True,  he  said-^ 
'*  Two  or  three  men  came  in  ;  they  had 
their  faces  blackened."  But  to  anyone 
representing  the  Crown  that  could  not 
appear  to  be  of  the  smallest  moment. 
There  was  ample  time  for  them  to  have 
blackened  their  faces  after  they  left 
Michael  Casey's  house.  But  even  if 
their  faces  were  not  blackened,  there 
was  nothing  more  likely  than  that,  in 
the  limited  space  of  the  cottage,  to  the 
boys  awakened  by  the  dying  screams  of 
their  father  and  their  mother,  in  the 
flickering  gleams  of  bog  oak  torches,  the 
faces  of  the  murderers  might  well  appear 
to  have  been  blackened.  Michael  Joyce 
further  said  that  he  was  asleep  at  the 
time,  and  he  heard  a  dog  bark;  that 
the  men  said  something  to  his  father, 
and  that  he  had  been  at  mass  the  day 
before  at  Friney.  [Mr.  Hbaly  :  It 
was  a  Catholic  holiday.]  No;  it  was 
not  a  Catholic  holiday.    It  was  the  1 7th 


of  August,  and  it  had  been  ascertained 
that  there  was  no  mass  there  the 
day  before.  Then  the  boy  went  on  to 
say  that  he  had  been  sworn  on  a  book 
not  to  say  anything.  It  was  obvious 
that  it  was  impossible  to  attach  much 
value  to  the  evidence  of  this  boy  in 
these  circumstances,  and  when  he  was 
passing  away  from  life.  So  much  for 
Michael  Joyce.  Then  there  was  the 
evidence  of  Patrick  Joyce,  who  re- 
covered. He  was  a  boy  about  nine,  and 
he  made  a  declaration  on  the  18th  of 
August,  in  which  he  said  that  these  men 
'*had  soot  on  their  faces;  they  had  a 
kippeen  each ;  they  lighted  them  in  the 
house ;  I  got  three,  strokes ;  they  had 
no  coats  on  and  wore  bonneens."  Any- 
body who  knew  the  dress  the  Irish 
peasants  wore  in  the  West,  he  ventured 
to  say,  instead  of  saying  that  they  were 
perfectly  white,  would  believe  that  they 
were  more  nearly  black.  Thus  his  evi- 
dence was  wholly  inconsistent  with  that 
of  Anthony  Joyce.  The  point  insisted  on 
was  that  the  prisoners'  counsel  did  not 
know  that  a  statement  had  been  made 
that  the  faces  of  the  men  were  black. 
The  whole  of  the  parties  concerned  in 
the  trials  were  charged  with  having  got 
up  a  murderous  concoction  to  encompass 
the  death  of  the  prisoners.  All  he  could 
say  was  that  the  depositions  at  the  in- 
quest which  proved  these  statements  of 
the  boys  as  to  the  black  faces  were  in  the 
hands  of  the  advisers  of  the  prisoners,  and 
they  could  have  asked  any  question  that 
they  wished  on  cross-examination.  It 
was  not  the  duty  of  the  counsel  for  the 
Crown  to  bring  the  matter  forward. 
It  was  suggested  that  these  depositions 
were  kept  back ;  but  the  fact  was  that 
they  were  published  in  the  public  Press 
and  in  The  Freeman^ $  Journal  long  before 
the  trials,  and  the  information  was  thus 
scattered  far  and  wide.  The  Judge 
knew  of  them,  as  he  had  the  brief  of  the 
Crown  counsel  before  him.  Then  there 
was  the  question  of  the  composition  of 
the  jury.  Now,  there  was  no  challenge 
of  the  jury,  which  was  about  equally 
composed  of  Protestants  and  Catholics. 
With  regard  to  the  brief  which  was 
stolen,  it  was  said  that  there  was  the 
letter  '<  C  "  marked  in  it  to  indicate  the 
word  Catholic.  Well,  the  newspapers 
had  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
number  of  Catholics  and  Protestants 
serving  on  the  jury  were  equal.  The 
letter  **0,"  however,  did  not  signify  the 
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word  Oatholio,  but "  challenged."  What 
the  word ' '  etardy' '  meant  he  did  not  know, 
but  believed  that  whoever  stole  the 
brief  was  quite  capable  of  writing  it. 
With  regard  to  the  boy,  Patrick  Joyce, 
the  Crown  had  put  him  forward  but  did 
not  examine  him,  and  I  am  informed 
the  counsel  for  the  prisoners  extracted 
that  the  boy  did  not  understand  the 
nature  of  an  oath.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Westmeath  had  stated  that 
the  convicted  men  had  written  letters 
declaring  their  innocence.  He  would 
like  to  know  whether  it  was  very 
likely  that  any  person  would  declare 
anything  else  in  a  letter  which  passed 
under  the  eyes  of  the  officials  of  the 
gaol  ?  The  Grown  had,  he  contended, 
only  vindicated  the  law  in  the  course 
which  they  had  taken.  With  regard  to 
the  statements  of  Oasey  and  Philbin,  it 
might  be  that  they  gave  false  evidence, 
and  it  might  be  that  their  statement 
was  false  that  Myles  Joyce  entered  the 
house.  Well,  if  he  was  there  with  the 
gang,  he  was  as  guilty  in  the  eyes  of 
the  law  as  anv  of  them.  [Mr.  Kekny  : 
He  was  not  there.]  Myles  Joyce  was 
not  in  the  house,  but  was  there ;  that  was 
the  explanation  which  had  been  put 
npon  the  case  by  three  juries.  When 
an  inquiry  was  made  for  compensation 
to  the  families  of  the  murdered  persons, 
the  two  approvers  came  forward  and 
repeated  tne  same  story,  although  the 
proceedings  were  not  conducted  by  the 
Crown.  He  would  tell  the  House  some- 
thing more  about  Thomas  Casey.  His 
statement  on  the  28th  of  July  last  was 
that  Myles  Joyce  was  present  at  the 
scene  of  the  murder,  but  did  not  go  into 
the  house.  And  on  the  10th  of  August 
he  said  he  had  sworn  falsely  against 
Myles  Joyce  and  five  other  innocent 
men,  and  that  he  suppressed  the  names 
of  the  real  murderers  because  he  had 
been  paid  money  to  do  so  by  the  son  of 
one  of  the  murderers.  It  was  upon  the 
unsworn  statement  of  such  a  man  that 
the  House  was  asked  to  subvert  every- 
thing which  had  been  done  by  three 
i'uries  and  an  upright  Judge,  and  that 
^ohn  Casey,  senior,  and  his  son  were 
asked  to  be  prosecuted.  Thomas  Casey, 
no  doubt,  wanted  to  rehabilitate  himself 
in  the  eyes  of  the  lawless  people  in  his 
district.  It  was  said  Thomas  Casey  was 
induced  to  make  his  original  statements 
by  the  Grown  Solicitor,  that  Philbin  and 
he  were  put  into  the  prison  yard  to- 
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gether,  and  that  he  made  that  statement 
under  protest.  The  first  communication 
which  passed  between  Mr.  Bolton  and 
Casey  was  a  message  sent  by  Casey  to 
Mr.  Bolton  on  November  11th,  say* 
ing — ^*  I  have  a  little  important  state- 
ment to  make  to  yer  honor."  The 
suggestion  now  put  forward  by  Casey 
was  that  Bolton  wrote  down  the  state- 
ment which  he  desired  him  to  make. 
That  turned  out  to  be  utterly  false.  The 
statement  was  made  in  the  presence  of 
Mr.  Bolton,  Mr.  Brady,  the  Besident 
Magistrate,  and  the  prison  Gover- 
nor, and  it  was  written  by  Mr.  Bradv 
with  his  own  hand,  and  was  stiU 
in  existence  to  show  that  Mr.  Bol- 
ton had  not  written  any  of  it.  This 
Amendment  was  supported  by  an  appeal 
to  the  unsworn  testimony  of  an  admitted 
murderer  and  perjurer.  It  was  a  de- 
liberate attempt  to  discredit  the  adminis- 
tration of  all  law  in  Ireland,  and  to 
make  uncertain  the  verdicts  of  juries  in 
Ireland. 

Mb.  CALLAN  rose  to  Order.  He 
desired  to  know  whether  it  was  in  Order 
for  an  official  of  the  Crown  to  ohaige  a 
Member  of  that  House  with  a  delibe- 
rate attempt  to  pervert  the  course  of 
justice  ? 

Mr.  8PEAKEB :  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  alludes  to  any  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  when  he  says  there 
has  been  a  deliberate  attempt  to  pervert 
justice,  he  is  not  in  Order  in  doing  so. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkbb)  said,  if  his 
words  implied  such  a  meaning,  he  would 
withdraw.  What  he  desired  to  convey  was 
that  the  effect  of  this  Motion  would  be 
to  discredit  the  administration  of  law, 
and  to  make  jury  trials,  which  were  the 
safeguard  of  law  and  order,  uncertain. 
It  would  have  the  effect  of  making  the 
evidence  of  informers  impossible  in  a 
Court  of  Law,  which  would  be  a  very 
convenient  thing  for  those  engaged  in 
dark  conspiracies.  But  it  was  well  that 
the  conspirators  should  know  that  there 
were  amongst  them  those  whom  they 
could  not  trust,  no  matter  how  solemn  the 
oath  they  took  might  be.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  negative  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  GK)RST  said,  the  question  which 
had  been  raised  by  the  Amendment  was 
one  of  great  gravity  and  importanoe» 
and  he  thought  it  deserved  to  be  treated 
in  a  very  much  calmer  and  more  judicial 
spirit  than  had  been  shown  by  the  hon. 
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and  learned  Oentleman  the  Solicitor  (Ge- 
neral for  Ireland.  He  did  not  apologize 
for  taking  part  in  the  discussion,  be- 
cause they  all  were  interested  in  justice 
being  administered  in  such  a  manner 
that  the  people  would  have  confidence 
in  its  administration.  In  the  present 
case,  there  were  two  perfectly  distinct 
questions.  One  was,  whether  there  had 
been  any  miscarriage  of  justice  ?  And  the 
other  was,  if  there  had  been  any,  whe- 
ther that  miscarriage  of  justice  was  due 
to  any  misconduct  on  the  part  of  the 
officials  who  represented  the  Crown  in 
Ireland  ?  If  it  were  important  that  the 
administration  of  justice  in  Great  Bri- 
tain should  be  free  from  suspicion,  it 
was  ten-fold  more  important  that  it 
should  be  free  from  suspicion  in  Ireland, 
because  Parliament  had  thought  fit  to 
clothe  the  Executive  Government  in  Ire- 
land with  extraordinary  powers,  and 
the  only  check  of  those  powers  was  the 
careful  and  scrupulous  administration 
of  justice.  Some  years  ago,  he  drew 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  way  in 
which  crime  in  Ireland  appeared  to 
escape  punishment,  and  to  the  way  in 
which  juries  refused  to  return  verdicts 
of  guilty,  even  on  the  most  conclusive 
evidence ;  but  he  should  have  been  ex- 
tremely sorry  if  he  had  supposed  it 
oould  have  been  imagined  for  a  moment 
that  he  advocated  the  establishment  of 
tribunals  which  would  exercise  anything 
else  than  the  most  perfect  and  complete 
justice.  When  a  case  of  this  kind  was 
Drought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  it  was  not,  in  his 
opinion,  seemly  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Chentleman  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire^ 
land,  as  representing  the  Gt)vernment, 
should  get  up  and  make  a  strong  par- 
tisan speech,  ignoring  the  real  difficulties 
of  the  case,  and,  in  fact,  to  tell  the 
House  that  there  was  nothing  whatever 
in  it — that  it  was  a  mere  attempt  on  the 
part  of  certain  Members  to  cast  discredit 
upon  the  administration  of  the  law ; 
and,  indeed,  that  any  person  who  re- 
garded this  as  a  grave  matter,  deserving 
earnest  attention  on  the  part  of  the 
Gt>vernment,  must  be  either  a  fool,  or 
in  league  with  disloyal  persons.  He 
(Mr.  Gorst)  could  not  help  thinking  that 
if  the  prosecution  of  criminals  in  Ireland 
was  conducted  in  the  same  spirit  as 
the  case  of  the  Government  had  been 
defended  that  night  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  he 


was  not  at  all  astonished  that  the  P^ 
of  Ireland  should  have  little  connden 
in  the  administration  of  justice.  I 
rMr.  Gorst)  had  had  some  experience 
Crown  prosecutions.  Ho  was,  while  t 
late  Government  held  Office,  repeated 
in  Crown  prosecutions  with  the  late  f 
John  Holker,  who  was  distinguished  i 
his  fairness  and  impartiality  in  condu< 
ing  prosecutions,  as  also  for  his  abili 
and  knowledge  of  law.  He  had  not  t 
slightest  doubt  but  that  the  hon.  ai 
learned  Gentleman  the  present  Attorn 
General  (Sir  Henry  James)  would  ta 
most  scrupulous  care  that  every  sin^ 
fact  of  importance  in  a  case,  whether 
went  for  or  against  the  guilt  of  the  p 
soner,  should  be  fully  and  fairly  su 
mitted  to  the  jury.  He  (Mr.  Gorst)  d 
not  know  whether  that  was  done  in  th€ 
Maamtrasna  trials ;  but,  certainly, 
was  not  done  if  the  speech  of  the  proe 
outine  counsel  was  anything  like  i 
speech  they  had  heard  that  night.  1 
certainly  never  before  heard  a  mc 
reckless  assertion  than  the  one  that  h 
just  been  made  by  the  hon.  and  learn 
Gentleman.  The  hon.  and  learned  Ge 
tleman  had  been  careful  to  impress  up 
the  House  that  the  identification  of  t 
accused  men  was  easy,  inasmuch  as  t 
night  was  bright  and  starlight.  1 
(Mr.  Gorst),  however,  had  always  und< 
stood  that  a  night  coui;l  not  be  starlig 
unless  it  was  somewhat  dark.  The  he 
Member  for  Westmeath  (Mr.  Harris 
ton)  had  asserted  that  the  evidence 
Anthony  and  his  brother  John  and  ] 
nephew  was  uncorroborated,  except 
his  niece  Mary,  and  that  Mary  had  i 
given  her  testimony  until  some  time  aft 
her  uncle  had  been  examined.  The  he 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ii 
land  had  met  that  assertion  by  a  dec! 
ration  that  Mary's  deposition  had  be 
taken  on  the  same  day  as  that  of  1: 
uncle.  In  these  circumstances,  he  h 
asked  for  the  loan  of  the  stolen  Croi 
brief.  He  did  not  know  how  that  do€ 
ment  had  been  come  by,  but  there 
was,  as  cl^rly  a  genuine  one  as  the  i 
distribution  scheme  published  by  1 
Standard  the  other  day  ;  and  on  lookii 
at  that  brief,  he  found  that  whereas  t 
deposition  of  Anthony  was  taken 
August  20,  that  of  Mary  was  not  tak 
until  August  28. 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  f 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb):  Thatia  wh 
I  stated. 

I80omd  Ifighi.\ 
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Mb.  HEALY  :  No,  no ;  you  said  the 
same  day. 

Mb.  G0E8T:  The  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  certainly  made  that  state- 
ment. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  :  I  said  the 
statements  were  made  on  the  same  day. 
Their  depositions  were  made  on  difiPerent 
days. 

Mb.  GORST  said,  he  had  a  distinct 
recollection  of  what  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  said  on  this  point ;  and 
beyond  that,  there  was  no  evidence  with 
regard  to  their  statements,  but  there 
was  as  regarded  their  depositions.  The 
hon  and  learned  Gentleman  had  also 
asked  the  House  to  believe  in  the  testi- 
mony of  these  witnesses,  because  their 
demeanour  in  giving  their  evidence  had 
been  so  satisfactory ;  but  their  evidence 
had  been  given  in  the  Irish  language, 
and  it  was  impossible  that  anyone  who 
did  not  understand  that  language  could 
judge  of  their  demeanour.  He  should  be 
sorry  to  ask  the  House  to  pronounce 
judgment  as  to  the  guilt  or  the  inno- 
cence of  these  men,  but  certainly  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  guilty  of 
exaggeration  and  would  not  carry  the 
House  with  him  when  he  declared  that 
there  was  no  doubt  or  difficulty  in  the 
case.  For  his  part,  he  (Mr.  Gorst)  did  not 
think  that  anybody  could  be  quite  com- 
fortable in  his  mind  with  regard  to  the 
question  whether  the  right  men  had  been 
convicted  and  executed.  The  whole  story 
that  had  been  told  by  Anthony  and  John 
Joyce  of  the  way  in  which  they  had 
identified  these  men  was  a  most  impro- 
bable one,  inasmuch  as  they  had  given  no 
explanation  of  their  conduct  in  being  out 
at  so  late  an  hour,  and  of  following  this 
gang  of  murderers  to  the  house  where 
the  murder  was  committed,  and  in  their 
running  away.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land had  said  that  there  was  no  motive 
on  their  part  for  giving  false  evidence  ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  there  was  no 
motive  for  the  accused  persons  commit- 
ting the  murder.  It  might,  however,  be 
suggested  that  a  substantial  motive  ex- 
isted in  the  minds  of  Anthony  and  John, 
to  induce  them  to  give  false  testimony, 
in  the  venr  large  reward  that  was  given 
in  Ireland  to  those  who  gave  evidence 
which  secured  the  conviction  of  any  per- 
son charged  with  murder.  He  was  rather 
surprised  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Soli- 


citor General  for  Ireland  should  rely  so 
much  upon  newspaper  criticism,  because 
he  did  not  know  that  the  remarks  which 
appeared  in  the  newspapers  were  very 
much  calculated  to  assist  the  House  in 
arriving  at  a  conclusion  with  regard  to 
the  matter.  He  must  remark,  however, 
that  the  eulogies  which  had  appeared  in 
the  newspapers,  and  which  had  been 
read,  were  confined  entirely  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  jury.  No  one  was  inclined 
to  find  f  aidt  with  the  conduct  of  the  jury, 
for  the  evidence  laid  before  them  was 
such  as  ought  to  induce  them  to  convict 
in  any  case.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  dwelt  with  great  force  upon 
the  absence  of  motive  evinced  for  the 
fact  that  these  five  men  had  pleaded 
guilty,  and  no  doubt  at  first  sight  that 
did  appear  to  be  a  very  remarkable 
fact  if  they  were  innocent;  but  with 
regard  to  it  an  important  question  was 
this — Had  there  been  any  hope  held  out 
to  these  men  on  the  part  of  the  Crown, 
or  by  anyone  representing  it,  that  if 
they  pleaded  guilty,  their  lives  would  be 
spared  ? — because,  if  so,  that  would  afford 
an  intelligible  explanation  of  their  con- 
duct. It  must  be  recollected  that  three 
men  had  already  been  tried  and  con- 
victed upon  exactly  the  same  evidence  as 
that  wluch  these  five  men  knew  would 
be  given  against  them,  and  therefore 
they  must  have  had  little  hope  of  escap- 
ing conviction,  in  which  case  they  would 
have  been  sentenced  to  death  and  hanged, 
and,  therefore,  they  would  naturally 
have  snatched  at  any  hope  that  might 
be  held  out  to  them  by  the  Crown  officials 
that  if  they  pleaded  guilty  they  would 
save  their  necks  from  the  rope.  There- 
fore,  what  they  did  was  perfectly  intel- 
ligible. But  there  was  a  piece  of  very 
striking  evidence  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  had  entirely  and  absolutely 
slurred  over.  It  appeared  that  they  had 
been  induced  to  plead  guilty  by  the  per- 
suasion of  their  parish  priest — at  least, 
that  was  the  effect  of  the  evidence  of  a 
religious  and  respectable  man ;  but  what 
he  said,  and  what  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  made  no  allusion  what- 
ever to,  was  very  vital.  The  reverend 
gentleman  said  that,  at  the  time,  he 
was  by  no  means  sure  of  the  innocence 
of  these  men  ;  but  that  he  was  inclined 
to  believe  that  they  were  so  from  their 
declarations.  He  further  said  that  he 
had  urged  them  to  plead  guilty,  because 
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if  they  really  were  guilty  their  plea  of 
guilty  would  do  them  no  harm,  and  it 
would  save  their  necks — ^how  he  obtained 
that  information,  except  through  the 
Crown  officials,  he  (Mr.  Gorst)  could 
not  conceive — while  if  they  were  inno- 
cent, he  felt  that  eventually  the  truth 
would  leak  out,  and  that  a  huge  wrong 
could  not  continue  for  ever,  and  that  he 
saw  a  chance  of  the  men  being  at  length 
returned  to  their  homes  and  their  fami- 
lies without  a  stain  on  their  characters. 
The  reverend  gentleman  further  declared 
that,  in  advising  the  men  to  plead  guilty, 
he  had  not  been  influenced  by  a  belief 
in  their  guilt ;  but  that,  on  the  contrary, 
he  had  rather  believed  them  to  be  in- 
nocent. Now,  the  House  would  note 
how  carefully  the  hon.  and  learned  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  ignored  all 
that.  He  came  now  to  what  he  regarded 
as  the  kernel  of  the  matter — the  most 
preposterous  and  absurd  argument  that 
had  been  put  forward  by  tne  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  He  (Mr.  Gorst)  had 
been  so  much  struck  by  the  extremely 
partizan  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  that,  while  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  addressing  the 
House,  he  had  remarked  to  an  hon. 
Friend  near  him  that  he  should  not  be 
surprised  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman did  not  say  black  was  white 
before  he  sat'Jdown,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  literally  done  so. 
The  evidence  on  which  these  men  were 
convicted  was  that  the  murderers  had 
white  faces  and' black  clothes.  But  the 
two  poor'^oys,'  on  the  day  after  the 
murder,  the  first  opportunity  after  they 
had  been  struck  down,  and  without  the 
slightest  chance  of  collusion  between 
them,  had  stated  that  the  men  who  had 
attacked  them  wore  white  coats,  and 
that  they  had  their  faces  blackened,  and 
therefore  they  were  unable  to  recognize 
them.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said  that  the  fact  was  that  the  men  had 
white  faces  and  black  coats,  and  that  in 
their  delirium  the  lads  had  mistaken  the 
white  faces  for  white  coats  and  the  black 
coats  for  black  faces.  Now  he  (Mr. 
Gorst),  on  this  point,  must  say  that  he 
considered  the  conduct  of  the  Crown 
officials  and  the  Crown  Prosecutor,  in 
keeping  back  the  fact  that  the  men's 
facee  were  blackened,  was  absolutely 
indefensible,  and  such  as  he  was  <}uite 
sure  would  never  have  been  committed 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Ge- 


neral for  England,  whom  he  saw  oppo- 
site, nor  by  any  of  his  Predecessors. 
The  action  of  this  case  turned  upon  the 
question  of  identification  on  this  **  bright 
starry  night."  If  there  was  one  fact  in 
the  case  more  clear  than  another,  it  was 
that  these  men  had  blackened  faces — 
in  fact,  it  was  in  the  Crown  brief,  and 
was  there  to  be  seen  now.  The  morning 
after  the  murder,  the  people  who  came 
to  the  house  found  one  boy  of  1 7  years 
dying,  and  a  little  boy  of  10  years  also 
apparently  dying,  but  who  haa  since  re- 
covered. As  he  had  said  both  these  lads 
mentioned,  and  there  could  have  been  no 
collusion  between  them,  that  the  men  who 
had  entered  the  house,  and  who  had  com- 
mitted the  crime,  had  their  faces  black- 
ened, and  that  they  could  not  recognize 
them  ;  but  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  indeed,  would  have 
them  believe  that  the  deposition  of 
Michael  Joyce  was  that  of  a  raving 
maniac;  but  he  found  in  that  Crown 
brief,  and  he  supposed  it  was  a  fact, 
that  the  deposition  of  this  "raving 
maniac  "  was  taken  by  one  Mr.  Brady, 
Hesident  Magistrate,  and  he  supposed 
that  Hesident  Magistrates  knew  their 
duties  better  than  to  take  the  declara- 
tions of  raving  maniacs ;  but  it  was  not 
only  that — the  fact  of  the  blackened 
faces  was  set  forth  in  a  further  deposi- 
tion, and  was  a  prominent  feature  of  the 
case,  and  when  the  guilt  of  the  prisoners 
depended  on  the  evidence  of  Anthony 
Joyce  and  his  accomplices,  and  when  the 
credibility  of  the  witnesses  rested  on 
their  power  of  identification  on  that 
starlight  night,  the  fact  that  the  faces 
were  blackened  was  of  most  vital  im- 
portance, and  one  which  should  not 
have  been  withheld  from  the  cognizance 
of  the  jury.  He  challenged  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Eng- 
land to  say  whether  he  did  not  con- 
sider that  that  fact  ought  to  have 
been  communicated  to  the  jury  by  the 
Crown  counsel ;  and  whether,  if  such 
a  case  occurred  in  England,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  not  have 
taken  the  most  scrupulous  care  that 
this  important  fact  should  be  solemnly 
brought  to  the  knowledge  of  the  jury? 
Well,  again,  he  noticed  on  the  second 
day  of  the  trial  a  most  remarkable  thing. 
In  the  report  of  the  proceedings  which 
he  held  in  his  hand,  it  appeared  that 
John  Collins,  who  was  first  in  the  house 
after  the  murder,   deposed  to  finding 
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Michael  Joyce  still  alive.    That  was  on 
the  morniDg  of  the  18th,  and  upon  the 
witness  makinf]^  that  statement,  one  of 
the  jurors — a  Mr.  Pirn — who  appeared 
to  be  a  most  sagacious  and  intelligent 
man,   inquired  whether  Michael  Joyce 
had  made  any  statement  to  him  when 
he  entered.     The  Judge,  however  (Mr. 
Justice    Barry),     interposing,     said — 
''That    question    need     not     be    an- 
swered.    We  have  had  already  a  state- 
ment   of    the    doctors     that     Michael 
was  raving,   and  unable  to  make  any 
statement."    Now,  if  Mr.  Pim,  instead 
of  thus  being  interfered  with,  and  cut 
short  by  the  Judge,  had  been  informed 
that  Michael  Joyce  had  made  a  state- 
ment to  John  Collins  and  to  a  police 
constable,     and     a    djring    declaration 
before  a  Besident   Magistrate,    in    all 
of   which    he    had    given    the    black- 
ened state  of  the   men's  faces  as  the 
reason  why  he  could  not  identify  them, 
he  (Mr.  Gorst)  did  not  know  but  that 
that  might  have  altered  the  verdict  of 
the   jury.       He  hoped  the  hon.    and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  England 
(Sir  Henry  James)   had  read  the  evi- 
dence as  he  (Mr.  Gorst)  had  done.     He 
had  done  so  very  carefully,  and  he  found 
that  the  ease,  apart  from  the  informers 
who  had  recanted,   rested  on  the  evi- 
dence of  Anthony  Joyce,  and  he  asked 
himself  this  question — If  Anthony  Joyce 
and  his  party  could,  on  a  starlight  night, 
identify  all  these  men,  with  their  faces 
blackened,   at  a  distance  of  40  or  50 
yards— [Mr.  Habbington  :  150  yards'] — 
well,   it   would  serve  his  purpose — he 
asked  himself  how  it  was  that,  if  they 
oould  that  night  identify  anyone  at  that 
distance,  Michael  Joyce,   awakened  in 
the  middle  of  the  night  with  the  light  of 
torches  around  him,  could  have  faUed  to 
identify  the   murderers,   even    if  they 
were    strangers  ?      [Mr.  Hakbinoton  : 
They  were  cousins.  J     He  (Mr.  Gorst) 
hftd  never  been  awakened  in  the  night 
to  see  a  murderous  face ;  but  if  he  were, 
he  thought  he  would  recollect  that  face 
to  the  end  of  his  days.  To  him  it  seemed 
incredible  almost  that  the  Crown  Prose- 
cutor could  have  held  back  so  much; 
and  he  could  not  think  that  even  the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  could  rest  satisfied  with  a  ver- 
dict so  open  to  doubt  as  that.     But  he 
had  just  forgotten  one  further  instance 
of  the  recklessness   of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solioitor  General  for  Ireland. 

Mr.  Oorsi 


It  was  asked — Why  did  not  these  m^;^ 
when  terrified,    go    to    the  barrack:^ 
**0h,"  said  the    Solicitor   General    :^^j 
Ireland,  ''  the  barracks  was  five  ml^^c 
ofif;"   and  he  (Mr.  Gorst)  thought    nc^ 
more  of  it,  believing,  of  course,  that  t&^ 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  no^ 
say  that  if  he  did  not  know  it  was  a  fact; 
But  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  had  just  informed 
him  (Mr.  Gorst)  that  he  had  measured 
the  distance  on  the  Ordnance  map  in  the 
Library,  and  found  it   was  unaer  one 
mile.      All  he  could  say  was,   that  if 
prosecutions  in  Ireland  were  conducted 
as  this  case  would,  have  one  to  suppose 
they  sometimes  were,  and  as  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  would  tend 
to  prove,  then  he  was  not  in  the  least 
surprised  that  there  was  sometimes  dis- 
content amoogst  the  Irish  Members  and 
people,  and  miscarriages  of  justice.  The 
facts  were  that  three  men  were  found 
guilty  and  hanged,  the  third  of  whom 
died  solemnly  protesting  his  innocence 
to  the  last.     Tne  other  two  men  made 
depositions,  which  the  Government  would 
not  produce,  admitting  their  own  guilt, 
but  denying  the  guilt  of  the  unhappy 
man    who  suffered   with  them.      Five 
other  men  were  sentenced  to  penal  ser- 
vitude, of  whom  four  asserted  their  in- 
nocence, and  the  fifth,  according  to  an 
hon.  Member,    had    said  that  he   was 
guilty.     An  informer,  upon  whose  evi- 
dence these  men  were  convicted,  came 
forward  to  say  that  he  had  told  a  tissue 
of  falsehoods.     The  other  informer,  he 
(Mr.  Gorst)  believed,  had  made  a  similar 
statement.      The   whole  case,   in   fact, 
upon  which  the  Crown  hanged  Myles 
Joyce  had  crumbled  away,  with  the  sole 
exception  of  the  statement  of  Anthony 
Joyce   and  his  party,    evidence   which 
was  open  to  the  very  gravest  doubt. 
Could  the  Gt)vernment  be  sure,  in  such 
a  case,  that  there  had  been  no  miscar- 
riage of  justice  ?    And  would  they  not 
at  least  undertake  that  there  should  be 
a  searching  inquiry  made  on  the  spot, 
such  as  was  made  in  Kil martin's  case, 
which  had  been  attended  with  the  best 
results,  and  that  the  witnesses  should 
all  be  examined  ?    They  were  not  deal- 
ing with  unknown  persons.  He  thought 
the  dying  depositions  of  these  executed 
men  might  very  properly  be  produced. 
Now,  there  was  a  second  allegation  made 
on  the  responsibility  of  the  Archbishop 


189  Mafesty'i  Moti  (Ootobbb  ^4,  18d4} 


Ghradous  8pmh. 


190 


of  Tuam — namely,  that  there  was  mis- 
conduct on  the  part  of  the  Crown 
officials,  regarding  which  it  was  said 
there  had  been  an  inquiry.  It  was  true 
that  the  Government  had  made  an  in- 
quiry  of  some  kind  or  other ;  but  who 
had  been  the  investigators  ?  Why,  the 
inculpated  officials  themselves.  He  did 
not  hesitate  to  declare  such  an  inquiry 
as  that  a  complete  farce.  If  ever 
there  were  a  case  in  which  the  Executive 
Qovemment  of  Ireland  should  have 
welcomed  some  independent  inquiry,  it 
would  be  a  case  of  this  sort.  He  (Mr. 
Gorst)  could  understand  them  refusing 
any  inquiry  at  all ;  but,  if  they  conceded 
any  kind  of  a  trial,  he  should  have 
thought  that,  for  their  own  sakes,  they 
would  have  got  hold  of  the  most  inde- 
pendent person  they  could  lay  hands  on 
— an  English  Judge,  for  instance,  such 
as  Lord  Bramwell — and  would  have  in- 
vited him  to  inquire  whether  the  admi- 
nistration of  justice  had  been  in  accord- 
ance with  the  maxims  and  principles 
happily  prevalent  in  the  Kingdom  of 
England.  If  Lord  Bramwell  had  looked 
into  the  matter,  and  had  acquitted  the 
authorities,  the  Government  would  have 
had  a  triumphant  justification  before 
the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom  ;  but 
for  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  write  to  the 
Archbishop  and  say  that  he  sent  him 
a  Memorandum  in  which  he  entirely 
concurred,  and  when  this  Memorandum 
had  obviously  been  drawn  up  by  the  in- 
culpated officials,  such  an  inquiry  was 
a  perfect  farce.  The  inquiry  which  had 
been  held  was  unsatisfactory  and  unre- 
liable, and  therefore  he  (Mr.  G^rst)  did 
earnestly  impress  upon  the  Government 
the  paramount  importance  of  placing 
the  administration  of  justice  in  Ireland 
above  all  suspicion,  and  of  selecting 
someone  of  the  position,  and  with  the 
authority,  which  Lord  Bramwell  pos- 
sessed to  inquire  into  the  case.  If  that 
was  done,  he  thought  everybody  would 
be  willing  to  abide  by  the  result  of  such 
an  appointment. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  was  sure  that  he 
spoke  the  sentiments  of  his  Colleagues 
when  he  said  that  Ireland  owed  a  deep 
debt  of  gratitude  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  for 
the  speech  which  he  had  just  de- 
liyered.  He  (Mr.  Healy)  could  not  ima- 
gine any  hon.  Member  voting  against 
the  Amendment  before  the  House,  for 
the  two  propositions  it  contained  were 


incontestable.  It  could  not  be  denied 
that  it  was  the  opinion  of  large  numbers 
of  the  Irish  people  that  the  Maamtrasna 
prisoners  were  innocent,  and  it  could 
not  be  denied  that  the  confidence  of  the 
Irish  people  in  the  administration  of 
justice  would  be  strengthened  if  the 
inquiry  were  made.  In  asking  for  it, 
the  Irish  Members  founded  themselves 
upon  the  promise  made  solemnly  to 
them  by  the  noble  Marquess  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  (Uie  Marquess 
of  Hartington),  that  if  the  Archbishop 
of  Tuam  would  come  forward  and  make 
a  statement,  an  inquiry  would  be  granted. 
He  (Mr.  Healy)  asked  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, as  a  gentleman  and  as  a  man  of 
honour,  whether  that  promise  had  been 
kept  ?  Could  he  lay  his  hand  upon  his 
heart  and  say  that  an  inquiry  by  Messrs. 
George  Bolton  and  Newton  Brady  into 
the  acts  of  Messrs.  Brady  and  Bolton 
was  a  fulfilment  of  that  promise  ?  Bolton 
and  Brady  were  the  very  gentlemen 
whose  conduct  of  the  case  was  impeached 
by  the  Irish  Members,  and  Earl  Spencer 
interpreted  the  pledge  for  an  inquiry  by 
announcing  that,  after  some  secret  collo- 
quy,Bolton  himself  and  Bradyfound  them- 
selves not  guilty.  If  this  were  a  matter 
of  English  concern,  and  the  promise  had 
been  in  regard  to  some  conduct  of  Lord 
Wolseley  in  the  Soudan,  and  a  full 
inquiry  were  promised,  would  the 
noble  Marquess  be  satisfied  to  know  that 
Lord  Wolseley  had  inquired  into  his 
own  deeds,  and  found  himself  not  guilty? 
The  case  had  all  along  been  '*  in- 
structed "  by  Mr.  Brady,  and  it  was  with 
great  regret  that  he  (Mr.  Healy)  im- 
peached any  statement  of  that  gentle- 
man. He  had  the  honour  of  knowing 
his  father,  the  Inspector  of  Fisheries, 
and  no  better  official  existed,  and  he 
much  regretted  having  to  impeach  the 
conduct  of  his  father's  son.  Upon 
him,  however,  heavily  lay  responsibility. 
What  experience  had  he  when,  as  Resi- 
dent Magistrate,  he  began  to  investigate 
the  circumstances  of  the  murder  ?  The 
crime  was  committed  on  the  17th  August, 
1882,  and  Mr.  Brady  was  gazetted  on 
the  1st  of  that  very  month.  A  magis- 
trate of  17  days'  experience,  not  know- 
ing a  word  of  the  Irish  language, 
was  sent  down  from  his  desk  in  Uie 
Castle  to  a  district  where  every  man 
was  an  Irish-speaking  person,  and 
where  Mr.  Brady  had  no  possible  know- 
ledge of  the  modea  of  thought  or  habits 
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miles  away.  The  House  ehoiilJ  reraem- 
ber  that  all  Joyce  had  said  had  been 
before  three  juries.  It  had  been  made  the 
subject  of  examination  and  cross-exami- 
nation, and  had  been  dealt  with  in  the 
Judge's  charge.  As  to  the  motive  which 
prompted  the  mnrder,  it  had  been  sug- 
gested that  the  old  woman  had  given  infor- 
mation  with  respect  to  the  murder  of  the 
two  Huddys  which  took  place  some  time 
beforehand  whose  bodies  had  been  thrown 
into  Lough  Mask,  But  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Westmeath,  in  the  letters  be  had 
written,  had  given  an  ample  motive.  The 
hon.  Member  had  said  that  Patrick  Joyce 
was  the  head  of  a  Kibhon  Society  of  the 
district,  that  John  Joyce  h  ad  been  the  trea- 
surer of  that  society^  aud  that  the  Joyces 
had  giveu  information,  Kveryone  knew 
that  if  a  member  of  a  Bibhon  Society 
gaye  ioformation  he  might  be  murdered 
for  so  doing.  It  was  obvious,  however, 
that  some  strong  motive  must  have  in- 
duced the  men  to  murder  the  old  woman. 
When  the  evidence  of  the  three  Joyces 
was  impeached,  the  House  should  con- 
sider what  was  said  by  the  Judge  in 
summing  up.  The  Judge  declared  that 
the  witnesses  gave  their  testimony  in  a 
moat  satisfactory  and  trustworthy  manner. 
He  wished  to  point  out  that  on  the  23rd 
of  August,  1882|  in  Th$  Freeman' »  Journnly 
the  very  newspaper  in  which  the  letters 
of  the  hon  Member  for  Westmeath  ap- 
peared, there  was  given  a  descriptioa 
of  the  witnesses  at  the  inquest  and  of 
the  alleged  murderers,  and  it  was  stated 
that  the  people  of  the  locality  described 
the  10  men  who  had  been  arrested  as  the 
biggest  devils  in  the  district,  who  had 
long  been  the  terror  of  the  neighbour- 
hood, and  they  shook  hands  with  the 
witnesses  and  blessed  them,  and  ex- 
psessed  their  rejoicing  that  this  murder- 
ous gang  had  at  last  been  run  to  earth. 
Public  opinion  was  expressed  at  the  con- 
clusion of  the  three  trials  ;  he  referred  to 
the  2nd  of  November,  1 882,  At  the  con- 
clusion of  these  trials  on  the  2nd  of 
November,    1882,    the   same    organ    of 

Sublic  opinion  said  that  the  jury  had 
one  their  duty^  that  they  had  been 
fairly  selected,  that  it  had  been  shown 
that  Irishmen  would  not  shrink  from 
their  duty  when  a  case  was  proven,  that 
the  verdicts  would  be  supported  by  the 
feeling  of  the  country,  that  there  was 
no  justification  for  the  charge  of  jury- 
packing  to  obtain  a  conviction^  that  the 
restoration  of  the  Catholics  of  Ireland 
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to  the  jury-box  had  been  vindicated, 
that  they  had  retrieved  the  character  of 
Irish  juries,  whose  verdicts  would  cease 
to  be  received  with  dissatisfaction  and 
murmurs  of  distrust,  that  there  was  a 
unanimous  feeling  that  justice  had  been 
done  in  the  right  and  Constitutional 
way,  and  that  it  was  a  satisfaction  to 
the  journal  to  have  been  an  humble 
agent  in  achieving  this  great  end.  Such 
was  contemporaneous  public  opinion  aa 
expressed  in  that  newspaper  when  the 
verdicts  were  given.  In  United  Ireland^ 
which  was  a  Journal  of  still  more  ex- 
treme opinions,  exactly  the  same  com- 
mendations were  expressed ;  it  was  said 
that  the  duty  of  the  jury  had  been 
honestly  and  fairly  done,  and  that  in 
future  the  verdicts  of  jnries  would  per^ 
baps  be  rather  more  scrupulously  re- 
spected. [Mr.  O^Brien  :  At  what  stage 
were  these  remarks  made  ?]  They  fol- 
lowed the  sentence  of  Myles  Joyce,  they 
were  made  on  the  2oth  of  November, 
1882,  and  they  were  followed  by  the 
declaration — 

* '  We  believe  the  public  are  aatisfied  that  thA 
disgUAtingf  butchery  hrxa  been  aveng^  upon 
convinctng  eridence  by  jtiriea  fairly  chosen,*' 

With  respect  to  what  had  been  said 
about  the  plea  of  guilty,  he  would  ask 
whether  it  had  ever  been  known  in  the 
experience  of  a  criminal  lawyer  that  a 
man  charged  with  murder  had  said  he 
was  guilty  when  he  was  not  ?  Indeed,  it 
seemed  to  pass  the  limits  of  human 
imagination  that  it  should  be  80»  It 
was  part  of  the  case  of  hon.  Members 
that  not  only  Myles  Joyce  was  innocent, 
but  that  the  four  men  who  pleaded 
guilty  were  also  innocent.  The  first  tiiol 
lasted  three  days,  the  second  three  days, 
the  third  two  days,  and  two  witnesses 
whose  expenses  had  been  paid  by  the 
Crown  were  present  for  the  purpose  of 
proving  an  uUhL  Mr.  Malley,  counsel 
for  the  defence,  appealed  to  the  counsel 
to  the  Grown  to  know  whether,  if  the 
four  pleaded  guilty,  the  capital  sentence 
would  be  remitted ;  he  was  informed 
that  no  such  hope  could  be  held  out. 
Mr  Malley  would  not  take  upon  him- 
self to  recommend  the  withdrawal  of 
the  plea  of  not  guilty  by  the  five  pri- 
soners until  they  had  seen  their  priest^ 
and  when  they  had  seen  him  he  advised 
them  to  plead  guilty. 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  Is  it  Mr,  Malley'g 
statement  that  no  hope  was  held  out  to 
them  by  the  officers  of  the  Crown  f 
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The  SOLIOITOK  GENEEAL  foh 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Walkee)  said,  that  he 
was  stating  it  on  the  iDformation  of 
the  counsel  who  was  prosecutiog.  The 
counsel  was  iohl  who  was  their  priest; 
and  he  (the  I{«v,  Mr.  M'Hugh)  caaie  up^ 
and  having  seen  them  he  advised  them 
to  plead  guilt  J.  It  was  said  that  they 
had  refused  to  do  so  when  the  Crown 
Solicitor  asked  them  ;  but  because  they 
did  so  on  the  advice  of  the  priest,  we 
were  asked  to  believe  in  their  innocence. 
Was  it  to  be  said  that  the  rev,  gentle- 
man»  believing  in  their  innocence,  ad- 
vised them  to  plead  guilty,  and  yet 
never  uttered  a  word  in  explanation  to 
those  who  held  in  their  hands  the  issues 
of  life  and  death  ?  He  could  not  believe 
it.  On  the  withdrawal  of  the  plea  of 
not  guilty,  Mr.  Malleymadean  appeal  to 
the  Attorney  General  to  be  satistied  witli 
the  condemnation  of  the  three  most 
promiueot  of  the  culprits;  and  the 
Attorney  General  said  that  he  could  do 
nothing.  In  their  subsequent  memorial 
they  said  they  did  not  enter  the  house 
and  had  no  active  part  ici  pat  ion  in  the 
crime  ;  and  upon  that  view  of  the  matter 
the  sentence  was  commuted.  It  was 
said  there  was  evidence  that  could  have 
been  given  that  the  men  who  committed 
the  murder  had  their  faces  blackened 
and  were  unreeognizable ;  but  when 
Michael  Joyce  made  the  statenient  on 
the  18th  of  August,  he  was  dying; 
hfl  had  two  revolver  bullets  in  him 
which  could  not  be  extracted ;  he  was 
unconscious  and  raving.  True,  he  said-- 
**  Two  or  three  men  came  in  ;  they  had 
their  faces  blackened."  But  to  anyone 
representing  the  Crown  that  could  not 
appear  to  be  of  the  smallest  moment. 
There  was  ample  time  lor  them  to  have 
blackened  their  faces  after  they  left 
Michael  Casey's  house.  But  even  if 
their  faces  were  not  blackened,  there 
was  nothing  more  likely  than  that,  in 
the  limited  space  of  the  cottage,  to  the 
boys  awakened  by  the  dying  screams  of 
their  father  and  their  mother,  in  the 
flickering  gleams  of  bog  oak  torches,  the 
faces  of  the  murderers  might  well  appear 
to  have  been  blackened.  Michael  Joyce 
further  said  that  he  was  asleep  at  the 
time,  and  he  heard  a  dog  bark;  that 
the  men  said  something  to  his  father, 
and  that  he  had  been  at  mass  the  day 
before  at  Friney.  [Mr.  Hhaly  :  It 
was  a  Catholic  holiday.]  No ;  it  was 
not  a  Catholic  holiday.     It  was  the  1 7th 


of  August,  and  it  had  been  ascertained 
that  there  was  no  moss  there  the 
day  before.  Then  the  boy  went  on  to 
say  that  he  had  been  sworn  on  a  book 
not  to  say  anything.  It  was  obvious 
that  it  was  impossible  to  attach  much 
value  to  the  evidence  of  this  boy  in 
these  circumstances,  and  when  he  was 
passing  away  from  life.  So  much  for 
Michael  Joyce.  Then  there  was  the 
evidence  of  Patrick  Joyce,  who  re- 
covered. He  was  a  boy  about  nine,  and 
he  made  a  declaration  on  the  1 8th  of 
August,  in  which  he  said  that  these  men 
**had  soot  on  their  faces;  they  had  a 
kippeen  each  ;  they  lighted  them  in  the 
house ;  I  got  three  strokes ;  they  had 
no  coats  on  and  wore  bonneens."  Any- 
body  who  knew  the  dress  the  Irish 
peasants  wore  in  the  West,  he  ventured 
to  say,  instead  of  saying  that  they  were 
perfectly  white,  would  believe  that  they 
were  more  nearly  black.  Thus  his  evi- 
dence was  wholly  inconsistent  with  that 
of  Anthony  Joyce.  The  point  insisted  on 
was  that  the  prisoners'  counsel  did  not 
know  that  a  statement  had  been  made 
that  the  faces  of  the  men  were  black. 
The  whole  of  the  parties  concerned  in 
the  trials  were  charged  with  having  got 
up  a  murderous  concoction  to  encompass 
the  death  of  the  prisoners.  All  he  could 
say  was  that  the  depositions  at  the  in- 
quest which  proved  these  statements  of 
the  boys  as  to  the  black  faces  were  in  the 
hands  of  the  advisers  of  the  prisoners,  and 
they  could  have  asked  any  question  that 
they  wished  on  cross-examination.  It 
was  not  the  duty  of  the  counsel  for  the 
Crown  to  bring  the  matter  forward. 
It  was  suggested  that  these  depositions 
were  kept  back ;  but  the  fact  was  that 
they  were  published  in  the  public  Press 
and  in  The  Freeman's  Journal  long  before 
the  trials,  and  the  information  was  thus 
scattered  far  and  wide.  The  Judge 
knew  of  them,  as  he  had  the  brief  of  the 
Crown  counsel  before  him.  Then  there 
was  the  question  of  the  composition  of 
the  jury.  Now,  there  was  no  challenge 
of  the  jury,  which  was  about  equally 
composed  of  Protestants  and  Catholiofl. 
With  regard  to  the  brief  which  was 
stolen,  it  was  said  that  there  was  the 
letter  *'  0  **  marked  in  it  to  indicate  the 
word  Catholic.  Well»  the  newspapers 
had  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
number  of  Catholics  and  Protestants 
serving  on  the  jury  were  equal.  The 
letter  ''0,*'  however,  did  not  signify  th^ 


179 


JddresB  in 


{COMMONS} 


An9W0r  to  Smr 


180 


word  Oatholic,  but  '*  challenged."  What 
the  word  **  sturdy"  meant  he  did  not  knOFW, 
but  believed  that  whoever  stole  the 
brief  was  quite  capable  of  writing  it. 
With  regard  to  the  boy,  Patrick  Joyce, 
the  Crown  had  put  him  forward  but  did 
not  examine  him,  and  I  am  informed 
the  counsel  for  the  prisoners  extracted 
that  the  boy  did  not  understand  the 
nature  of  an  oath.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Westmeath  had  stated  that 
the  convicted  men  had  written  letters 
declaring  their  innocence.  He  would 
like  to  know  whether  it  was  very 
likely  that  any  person  would  declare 
anything  else  in  a  letter  which  passed 
under  the  eyes  of  the  officials  of  the 
gaol  ?  The  Crown  had,  he  contended, 
only  vindicated  the  law  in  the  course 
which  they  had  taken.  With  reg:ai*d  to 
the  statements  of  Casey  and  Philbin,  it 
might  be  that  they  gave  false  evidence, 
and  it  might  be  that  their  statement 
was  false  that  Myles  Joyce  entered  the 
house.  Well,  if  he  was  there  with  the 
gang,  he  was  as  guilty  in  the  eyes  of 
the  law  as  any  of  them.  [Mr.  Kenny  : 
He  was  not  there.]  Myles  Joyce  was 
not  in  the  house,  but  was  there  ;  that  was 
the  explanation  which  had  been  put 
upon  the  case  by  three  juries.  When 
an  inquiry  was  made  for  compensation 
to  the  families  of  the  murdered  persons, 
the  two  approvers  came  forward  and 
repeated  the  same  story,  although  the 
proceedings  were  not  conducted  by  the 
Crown.  He  would  tell  the  House  some- 
thing more  about  Thomas  Casey.  His 
statement  on  the  28th  of  July  last  was 
that  Myles  Joyce  was  present  at  the 
scene  of  the  murder,  but  did  not  go  into 
the  house.  And  on  the  10th  of  August 
he  said  he  had  sworn  falsely  against 
Myles  Joyce  and  five  other  innocent 
men,  and  that  he  suppressed  the  names 
of  the  real  murderers  because  he  had 
been  paid  money  to  do  so  by  the  son  of 
one  of  the  murderers.  It  was  upon  the 
unsworn  statement  of  such  a  man  that 
the  House  was  asked  to  subvert  every- 
thing which  had  been  done  by  three 
i'uries  and  an  upright  Judge,  and  that 
^ohn  Casey,  senior,  and  his  son  were 
asked  to  be  prosecuted.  Thomas  Casey, 
no  doubt,  wanted  to  rehabilitate  himself 
in  the  eyes  of  the  lawless  people  in  his 
district.  It  was  said  Thomas  Casey  was 
induced  to  make  his  original  statements 
by  the  Grown  Solicitor,  that  Philbin  and 
he  were  put  into  the  prison  yard  to- 
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gether,  and  that  he  made  that  statement 
under  protest.  The  first  communication 
which  passed  between  Mr.  Bolton  and 
Casey  was  a  message  sent  by  Casey  to 
Mr.  Bolton  on  November  lltfa,  say- 
ing— '*  I  have  a  little  important  state- 
ment to  make  to  yer  honor."  The 
suggestion  now  put  forward  by  Casey 
was  that  Bolton  wrote  down  the  state- 
ment which  he  desired  him  to  make. 
That  turned  out  to  be  utterly  false.  The 
statement  was  made  in  the  presence  of 
Mr.  Bolton,  Mr.  Brady,  the  Besident 
Magistrate,  and  the  prison  Gover- 
nor, and  it  was  written  by  Mr.  Brady 
with  his  own  hand,  and  was  still 
in  existence  to  show  that  Mr.  Bol- 
ton had  not  written  any  of  it.  This 
Amendment  was  supported  by  an  appeal 
to  the  unsworn  testimony  of  an  admitted 
murderer  and  perjurer.  It  was  a  de- 
liberate attempt  to  discredit  the  adminis- 
tration of  all  law  in  Ireland,  and  to 
make  uncertain  the  verdicts  of  juries  in 
Ireland. 

Me.  CALLAN  rose  to  Order.  He 
desired  to  know  whether  it  was  in  Order 
for  an  official  of  the  Crown  to  charge  a 
Member  of  that  House  with  a  delibe- 
rate attempt  to  pervert  the  course  of 
justice  ? 

Mr.  SPEAEIEE  :  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  alludes  to  any  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  when  he  says  there 
has  been  a  deliberate  attempt  to  pervert 
justice,  he  is  not  in  Order  in  doing  so. 

The  solicitor  GENEEAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Walkbr)  said,  if  his 
words  implied  such  a  meaning,  he  would 
withdraw.  What  he  desired  to  convey  wa« 
that  the  effect  of  this  Motion  would  be 
to  discredit  the  administration  of  law, 
and  to  make  jury  trials,  which  were  the 
safeguard  of  law  and  order,  uncertain. 
It  would  have  the  effect  of  making  the 
evidence  of  informers  impossible  in  a 
Court  of  Law,  which  would  be  a  very 
convenient  thing  for  those  engaged  in 
dark  conspiracies.  But  it  was  well  that 
the  conspirators  should  know  that  there 
were  amongst  them  those  whom  thej 
could  not  trust,  no  matter  how  solemn  the 
oath  they  took  might  be.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  negative  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  GK)EST  said,  the  question  which 
had  been  raised  by  the  Amendment  was 
one  of  great  gravity  and  importance^ 
and  he  thought  it  deserved  to  be  treated 
in  a  very  much  calmer  and  more  judicial 
spirit  than  had  been  shown  by  the  hon. 
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and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  {ge- 
neral for  Ireland.  He  did  not  apologize 
for  taking  part  in  the  discussion,  he- 
cause  they  all  were  interested  in  justice 
being  administered  in  such  a  niaDner 
that  the  people  would  have  confidence 
in  its  administration.  In  the  present 
case,  there  were  two  perfectly  distmct 
questions.  One  waa,  whether  there  had 
been  any  miscarriage  of  ju'^tice  ?  And  the 
other  was,  if  there  had  been  any,  whe- 
ther that  miscarriage  of  justice  was  due 
to  any  misconduct  on  the  part  of  the 
officials  who  represented  the  Crown  in 
Ireland  ?  If  it  were  important  that  the 
administration  of  justice  in  Great  Bri- 
tain should  be  free  from  suspicion,  it 
was  ten -fold  more  important  that  it 
should  be  free  from  suspidnnin  Ireland, 
because  PaTliament  had  thought  fit  to 
clothe  the  Executive  Government  in  Ire- 
land with  extraordinary  powers,  and 
the  only  check  of  those  powers  was  the 
careful  and  scrupulous  administration 
of  justice,  8ome  years  ago,  he  drew 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  way  in 
which  crime  in  Ireland  appeared  to 
escape  punishment,  and  to  the  way  in 
which  juries  refused  to  return  verdicts 
of  guilty,  even  on  the  most  conclusive 
evidence;  but  he  should  have  been  ex- 
tremely sorry  if  he  had  supposed  it 
could  have  been  imagined  for  a  moment 
that  he  advocated  the  establishment  of 
tribunals  which  would  exercise  anything 
else  than  the  most  perfect  and  complete 
justice.  When  a  case  of  this  kind  was 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  it  was  not,  in  his 
opinion^  seemly  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gfentleman  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire^ 
land,  as  representing  the  Government^ 
should  get  up  and  make  a  strong  par- 
tisan speech,  ignoring  the  real  difficultios 
of  the  case,  and,  in  fact,  to  tell  the 
House  that  there  was  nothing  whatever 
in  it — that  it  was  a  mere  attempt  on  the 
part  of  certain  Members  to  cast  discredit 
upon  the  administration  of  the  law ; 
and,  indeed,  that  any  person  who  rc- 
pirded  this  aa  a  grave  matter,  deserving 
earnest  attention  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  must  be  either  a  fool,  or 
in  league  with  disloyal  persons.  He 
(Mr.  Gorst)  coidd  not  help  thinking  that 
if  the  prosecution  of  criminals  in  Ireland 
was  conducted  in  the  same  spirit  as 
the  case  of  the  Government  had  been 
defended  that  night  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  he 


was  not  at  all  astonished  that  the  people 
of  Ireland  should  have  little  confidence 
in  the  administration  of  justice.  He 
(Mr.  Gorst)  had  had  some  experience  in 
Crown  prosecutions.  He  was,  while  the 
late  Government  held  Office,  repeatedly 
in  Grown  prosecutions  with  the  late  8ir 
John  Holker,  who  was  distinguished  for 
his  fairness  and  impartiality  in  conduct- 
ing prosecutions,  as  also  for  his  ability 
and  knowledge  of  law.  He  had  not  the 
slightest  doubt  but  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  present  Attorney 
General  (8ir  Henry  James)  would  take 
most  scrupulous  care  that  every  single 
fact  of  importance  in  a  case,  whether  it 
went  for  or  against  the  guilt  of  the  pri- 
soner, should  be  fully  and  fairly  sub- 
mitted to  the  jury.  He  (Mr.  Gorst)  did 
not  know  whether  that  was  done  in  these 
Maamtrasnn  trials  ;  but,  certainly,  it 
was  not  done  if  the  speech  of  the  prose- 
outing  counsel  was  anything  like  the 
speec-h  tbey  had  heard  that  night.  He 
certainly  never  before  heard  a  more 
reckless  assertion  than  the  one  that  had 
just  been  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  been  careful  to  impress  upon 
the  House  that  the  identiBcatiun  of  the 
accused  men  was  easy,  inasmuch  as  the 
night  was  bright  and  starlight.  He 
(Mr.  Gorst),  however,  had  always  under- 
stood that  a  night  coul^  not  be  starlight 
unless  it  was  somewhat  dark.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Westmeath  (Mr.  Harring- 
ton) had  asserted  that  the  evidence  of 
Anthony  and  his  brother  John  and  his 
npphew  was  uncorroborated,  except  by 
his  niece  Mary,  and  that  Mary  had  not 
given  her  testimony  until  some  time  after 
her  uncle  had  been  examined.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land had  met  that  assertion  by  a  decla- 
ration that  Mary's  deposition  had  been 
taken  on  the  same  day  as  that  of  her 
uncle.  In  these  circumstances,  he  had 
asked  for  the  loan  of  the  stolen  Crown 
brief.  He  did  not  know  how  that  docu- 
ment had  been  come  by,  but  there  it 
was,  as  ol^rly  a  genuine  one  as  the  re- 
distribution scheme  published  by  The 
3fa»(Ur({  the  other  day  ;  and  on  looking 
at  that  briefi  he  foimd  that  whereas  the 
deposition  of  Anthony  was  taken  on 
August  20,  that  of  Mary  was  not  taken 
until  August  28. 

The  solicitor  GEISTEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb):  Thatiswhat 
I  stated. 
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Mr,  HEALY  :  No,  no ;  you  said  the 
same  day* 

Mr.  GOKST:  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  certainly  made  that  state- 
ment 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELANT*  (Mr.  Walker)  :  I  said  the 
statementfl  were  made  on  the  eame  day. 
Their  depositions  were  made  on  different 
days. 

Mb.  OORST  said,  he  had  a  distinct 
recollection  of  what  the  hon.  aod  learned 
Gentleman  had  said  on  this  point ;  and 
beyond  that,  there  was  no  evidence  with 
regard  to  their  BtfttementB,  but  there 
was  aa  regarded  their  depositions.  The 
hon  and  learned  Gentleman  had  also 
asked  the  House  to  believe  in  the  testi- 
mony of  these  witnesses,  hocause  their 
demeanour  in  giving  their  evidence  had 
been  so  satisfactory ;  but  their  eyideuce 
had  been  given  in  the  Irish  language, 
and  it  was  impossible  that  anyone  who 
did  not  understand  that  languaf^e  could 
judge  of  their  demeanour.  He  should  be 
Borry  to  ask  the  House  to  pronounce 
judgment  as  to  the  guilt  or  the  inno- 
cence of  these  men^  but  certainly  the  hon* 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  guilty  of 
exaggeration  and  would  not  carry  the 
House  with  him  when  he  declared  that 
there  was  no  doubt  or  difliculty  in  the 
case.  For  his  part,  he  (Mr.  Gorst)  did  not 
think  that  anybody  could  be  quite  com- 
fortable in  his  mind  with  regard  to  the 
question  whether  the  right  men  had  been 
convicted  and  executed.  The  whole  story 
that  had  been  told  by  Anthony  and  John 
Joyce  of  the  way  in  which  they  bad 
identi&ed  these  men  was  a  most  inipro* 
bable  one,  inasmuch  as  they  had  given  no 
explanation  of  their  conduct  in  being  out 
at  so  late  an  hour,  and  of  following  this 
gang  of  murderers  to  the  house  where 
the  murder  was  committed,  and  in  their 
running  away.  The  hon*  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land had  said  that  there  was  no  motive 
on  their  part  for  giving  false  evidence  ; 
butt  on  the  other  hand,  there  was  no 
motive  for  the  accused  persons  commit- 
ting the  murder.  It  might,  hoivever,  b© 
suggested  that  a  substantial  motive  ex- 
isted in  the  minds  of  Anthony  and  John, 
to  induce  them  to  give  false  testimony, 
in  the  v*?ry  large  reward  that  was  given 
m  Ireland  to  those  who  gave  evidence 
which  secui'ed  the  conviction  of  any  per- 
son charged  with  murder.  He  was  rather 
surprised  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Soli- 


citor General  for  Ireland  should  rely  so 
much  upon  newspaper  criticism,  because 
he  did  not  know  that  the  remarks  which 
appeared  in  the  newspapers  were  very 
much  calculated  to  assist  the  House  in 
arriving  at  a  conclusion  with  regard  to 
the  matter.  He  must  remark,  however, 
that  the  eulogies  which  had  appeared  ia 
the  newspapers,  and  which  had  been 
read,  were  confined  entirely  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  jury.  No  one  was  inclined 
to  find  fault  with  the  conduct  of  the  jury, 
for  the  evidence  laid  before  them  was 
such  as  ought  to  induce  them  to  convict 
in  any  case.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  dwelt  with  great  force  upon 
the  absence  of  motive  evinced  for  the 
fact  that  these  five  men  had  pleaded 
guilty,  and  no  doubt  at  first  sight  that 
did  appear  to  be  a  very  remarkable 
fact  if  they  were  innocent ;  bnt  wnth 
regard  to  it  an  important  question  was 
this — ^Had  there  been  any  hope  held  out 
to  these  men  on  the  part  of  the  Crown, 
or  by  anyone  representing  it,  that  if 
they  pleaded  guilty,  their  lives  would  be 
spared  ? — ^becnuse,  if  so,  that  would  afford 
an  intelligible  explanation  of  their  con- 
duct. It  must  be  recollected  that  three 
men  had  already  been  tried  and  con- 
victed upon  exactly  the  eame  evidence  aa 
that  which  these  five  men  knew  would 
be  given  against  them,  and  therefore 
they  must  have  had  little  hope  of  escap- 
ing conviction,  in  which  case  they  would 
have  been  sentenced  to  death  and  hanged, 
and,  therefore,  they  would  naturally 
have  snatched  at  any  hope  that  might 
be  held  out  to  them  by  the  Orown  officials 
that  if  they  pleaded  guilty  they  would 
save  their  necks  from  the  rope.  There- 
fore, what  they  did  was  perfectly  intel- 
ligible. But  there  was  a  piece  of  very 
striking  evidence  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  had  entirely  and  absolutely 
slurred  over.  It  appeared  that  they  had 
been  induced  to  plead  guilty  by  the  per- 
suasion of  their  parish  priest — at  least, 
that  was  the  effect  of  the  evidence  of  a 
religious  and  respectable  man  ;  but  what 
he  said,  and  what  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  made  no  allusion  what- 
ever to,  was  very  vital.  The  reverend 
gentleman  said  that,  at  the  time,  he 
was  by  no  means  sure  of  the  innocence 
of  these  men  ;  but  that  he  was  inclined 
to  believe  that  they  were  so  from  their 
declarations.  He  further  said  that  he 
had  urged  them  to  plead  guilty,  becauee 
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if  they  really  were  guilty  their  plea  of 
guilty  wotjld  do  them  no  harm,  and  it 
would  save  their  necks — how  ho  obtained 
that  information,  except  through  the 
Crown  officials,  he  (Mr,  Gorst)  could 
not  conceive — while  if  they  were  inno- 
cent»  he  felt  that  eventually  the  truth 
would  leak  out,  and  that  a  hu^e  wrong 
could  not  continue  for  ever,  and  that  he 
saw  a  chance  of  the  men  being  at  length 
returned  to  their  homes  and  their  fami- 
lies  without  a  stain  on  their  characters. 
The  reverend  gentleman  further  declared 
that,  in  advising  the  men  to  plead  guilty* 
he  had  not  been  influenced  by  a  belief 
in  their  guilt ;  but  that,  on  the  contrary, 
he  had  rather  believed  them  to  be  in- 
nocent. Now,  the  House  would  note 
how  carefully  the  hon.  and  learned  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  ignored  all 
that.  He  came  now  to  what  he  regarded 
B8  the  kernel  of  the  matter— the  most 
preposterous  and  absurd  argument  that 
had  been  put  forward  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  Hq  (Mr,  Gorst)  had 
been  so  much  struck  by  the  extremely 
partizan  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  that,  while  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  wa«  addressing  the 
House,  he  had  remarked  to  an  hon. 
Priend  near  him  that  he  should  not  be 
surprised  if  the  hon,  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman did  not  say  black  was  white 
before  he  sat'Jdown,  and  the  hon,  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  literally  done  so. 
The  evidence  on  which  these  men  were 
convicted  wae  that  the  murderers  had 
white  faces  and'black  clothes.  But  tho 
two  poor'^oys/  on  tho  day  after  the 
murder,  the  first  opportunity  after  they 
had  been  struck  down,  and  without  the 
alightejit  chance  of  collusion  between 
them,  had  stated  that  tho  men  who  had 
attacked  them  wore  white  coat.**,  and 
tliat  they  had  their  faces  blackened,  and 
therefore  they  were  unable  to  recognize 
them.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said  that  the  fact  was  that  the  men  had 
white  faces  and  black  coats,  and  that  in 
their  delirium  the  lad^  had  mistaken  the 
white  faces  for  white  coats  and  the  black 
coats  for  black  faces.  Now  he  {Mr. 
Gorst),  on  this  point,  must  say  that  he 
oonsidered  the  conduct  of  the  Crown 
officials  and  the  Crown  Prosecutor,  in 
keeping  hack  the  fact  that  the  meu*8 
face?  were  blackened,  wa^  absolutely 
indefensible,  and  such  as  he  was  quite 
sure  would  never  have  been  couunitted 
by  the  hon,  and  learned  Attorney  Ge- 


neral for  England,  whom  he  saw  oppo- 
site, nor  by  any  of  his  Predecessors. 
The  action  of  this  case  turned  upon  the 
question  of  identification  on  this  '*  bright 
starry  night."  If  there  was  one  fact  in 
the  case  more  clear  than  another,  it  was 
that  these  men  had  blackened  faces — 
in  fact,  it  was  in  the  Crown  brief,  and 
was  there  to  be  seen  now.  The  morning 
after  the  murder,  the  people  who  cam© 
to  the  house  found  one  boy  of  1 7  years 
dying,  and  a  little  boy  of  10  years  also 
apparently  dying,  but  who  had  since  re- 
covered. As  he  had  said  both  these  lads 
mentioned,  and  there  could  have  been  no 
collusion  between  them,  that  the  men  who 
had  entered  the  house,  and  who  had  com- 
mitted the  crime,  had  their  faces  black- 
ened, and  that  they  could  not  recognize 
them  ;  but  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  indeed,  would  have 
them  believe  that  the  deposition  of 
Michael  Joyce  was  that  of  a  raving 
maniac;  but  he  found  in  that  Crown 
brief,  and  he  supposed  it  was  a  fact, 
that  the  deposition  of  this  '*  raving 
maniac  "  was  taken  by  one  Mr.  Brady, 
Eesident  Magistrate,  and  he  supposed 
that  Eesideot  Magistrates  knew  their 
duties  better  than  to  take  the  declara- 
tions of  raving  maniacs ;  but  it  was  not 
only  that — the  fact  of  the  blackened 
faces  was  set  forth  in  a  further  depoai- 
tion,  and  was  a  prominent  feature  of  the 
case,  and  when  the  guilt  of  the  prisoners 
d*'p ended  on  the  evidence  of  Anthony 
Joyce  and  his  accomplices,  and  when  the 
credibility  of  the  witnesses  rested  on 
their  power  of  identification  on  that 
starlight  night,  the  fact  that  the  faces 
were  blackened  was  of  most  vital  im- 
portance, and  one  which  should  not 
have  been  withheld  from  the  cognizance 
of  the  jury.  He  challenged  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Eng- 
land to  say  whether  he  did  not  con- 
sider that  that  fact  ought  to  have 
been  communicated  to  the  jury  by  the 
Crown  counsel ;  and  whether,  if  such 
ft  case  occurred  in  England,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  not  have 
taken  the  most  scrupulous  care  that 
this  important  fact  should  be  solemnly 
brought  to  the  knowledge  of  the  jury  ? 
Well  again,  he  noticed  on  the  second 
day  of  the  trial  a  most  remarkable  thing. 
In  the  report  of  the  proceedings  which 
he  held  in  his  hand,  it  appeared  that 
John  Collins,  who  was  first  in  the  house 
after  the   murder,   deposed  to   Ending 
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Michael  Joyce  still  alive.    That  was  on 
the  momiDg  of  the  18th,  and  upon  the 
witness  makinf]^  that  statement,  one  of 
the  jurors — a  Mr.  Pirn — who  appeared 
to  be  a  most  sagacious  and  intelligent 
man,   inquired  whether  Michael  Joyce 
had  made  any  statement  to  him  when 
he  entered.     The  Judge,  however  (Mr. 
Justice    Barry),     interposing,     said — 
''That    question    need     not     be    an- 
swered.    We  have  had  already  a  state- 
ment   of    the    doctors     that     Michael 
was  raving,   and  unable  to  make  any 
statement."     Now,  if  Mr.  Pirn,  instead 
of  thus  being  interfered  with,  and  cut 
short  by  the  Judge,  had  been  informed 
that  Michael  Joyce  had  made  a  state- 
ment to  John  Collins  and  to  a  police 
constable,     and     a    dying    declaration 
before  a  Besident   Magistrate,    in    all 
of   which    he    had    given    the    black- 
ened state  of  the   men's  faces   as  the 
reason  why  he  could  not  identify  them, 
he  (Mr.  Qorst)  did  not  know  but  that 
that  might  have  altered  the  verdict  of 
the   jury.       He  hoped  the  hon.    and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  England 
(Sir  Henry  James)   had  read  the  evi- 
dence as  he  (Mr.  Gorst)  had  done.     He 
had  done  so  very  carefully,  and  he  found 
that  the  case,  apart  from  the  informers 
who  had  recanted,   rested  on  the  evi- 
dence of  Anthony  Joyce,  and  he  asked 
himself  this  question — ^If  Anthony  Joyce 
and  his  party  could,  on  a  starlight  night, 
identify  all  these  men,  with  their  faces 
blackened,   at  a  distance  of  40  or  50 
yards — [Mr.  Habrxngton  :  150  yards] — 
well,   it   would  serve  his  purpose — he 
asked  himself  how  it  was  that,  if  they 
oould  that  night  identify  anyone  at  that 
distance,  Michael  Joyce,   awakened  in 
the  middle  of  the  night  with  the  light  of 
torches  around  him,  could  have  faUed  to 
identify  the   murderers,   even    if  they 
were    strangers?      [Mr.  Harbinoton: 
They  were  cousins.^'     He  (Mr.  Gorst) 
hfid  never  been  awakened  in  the  night 
to  see  a  murderous  face  ;  but  if  he  were, 
he  thought  he  would  recollect  that  face 
to  the  end  of  his  days.  To  him  it  seemed 
incredible  almost  that  the  Crown  Prose- 
cutor could  have  held  back  so  much; 
and  he  could  not  think  that  even  the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  could  rest  satisfied  with  a  ver- 
dict BO  open  to  doubt  as  that.     But  he 
had  just  forgotten  one  further  instance 
of  the  recklessness    of   the  hon.   and 
learned  Solioitor  General  for  Ireland. 

i/r.  Oorsi 


It  was  asked — Why  did  not  these  men, 
when  terrified,    go    to    the  barracks? 
**0h,"  said  the    Solicitor  General   for 
Ireland,  ''  the  barracks  was  five  miles 
off;"   and  he  (Mr.  Gorst)  thought  no 
more  of  it.  believing,  of  course,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  not 
say  that  if  he  did  not  know  it  was  a  fact. 
But  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  had  just  informed 
him  (Mr.  Gorst)  that  he  had  measured 
the  distance  on  the  Ordnance  map  in  the 
Library,  and  found  it  was  under  one 
mile.      All  he  could  say  was,   that  if 
prosecutions  in  Ireland  were  conducted 
as  this  case  would,  have  one  to  suppose 
they  sometimes  were,  and  as  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  would  tend 
to  prove,  then  he  was  not  in  the  least 
surprised  that  there  was  sometimes  dis- 
content amongst  the  Irish  Members  and 
people,  and  miscarriages  of  justice.  The 
facts  were  that  three  men  were  found 
guilty  and  hanged,  the  third  of  whom 
died  solemnly  protesting  his  innocence 
to  the  last.     The  other  two  men  made 
depositions,  which  the  Government  would 
not  produce,  admitting  their  own  guilt, 
but  denying  the  guilt  of  the  unhappy 
man    who  suffered   with  them.      Five 
other  men  were  sentenced  to  penal  ser- 
vitude, of  whom  four  asserted  their  in- 
nocence, and  the  fifth,  according  to  an 
hon.  Member,    had    said  that  he  was 
guilty.     An  informer,  upon  whose  evi- 
dence these  men  were  convicted,  came 
forward  to  say  that  he  had  told  a  tissue 
of  falsehoods.     The  other  informer,  he 
(Mr.  Gorst)  believed,  had  made  a  similar 
statement.      The   whole  case,   in   fact, 
upon  which  the  Crown  hanged  Myles 
Joyce  had  crumbled  away,  with  the  sole 
exception  of  the  statement  of  Anthony 
Joyce   and  his  party,    evidence  which 
was  open  to  the  very  gravest  doubt. 
Could  the  Government  be  sure,  in  such 
a  case,  that  there  had  been  no  miscar- 
riage of  justice  ?    And  would  they  not 
at  least  undertake  that  there  should  be 
a  searching  inquiry  made  on  the  spot, 
such  as  was  made  in  Kil martin's  case, 
which  had  been  attended  with  the  best 
results,  and  that  the  witnesses  should 
all  be  examined  ?    They  were  not  deal- 
ing with  unknown  persons.  He  thought 
the  dying  depositions  of  these  executed 
men  might  very  properly  be  produced. 
Now,  there  was  a  second  allegation  made 
on  the  responsibility  of  the  Archbishop 
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ofTuam — ^namelj,  that  there  was  mis- 
conduct on  the  part  of  the  Crown 
ofEcials,  regardiDg  whtch  it  was  said 
there  had  been  aa  inquiry.  It  was  true 
that  the  Gorernment  had  made  an  in- 
quiry  of  some  kind  or  other ;  hut  who 
had  been  the  investigatora  ?  Why,  the 
inculpated  officials  themselves.  He  did 
not  hesitate  to  declare  such  an  inquiry 
as  that  a  complete  farce.  If  ever 
there  were  a  case  in  which  the  Executive 
Government  of  Ireland  should  have 
welcomed  some  independent  inquiry,  it 
would  be  a  caso  of  this  sort.  He  (Mr. 
Goret)  could  understand  them  refusing 
any  inquiry  at  all ;  but,  if  they  conceded 
any  kind  of  a  trial,  he  should  have 
thought  that^  for  their  own  sakes,  they 
would  have  got  hold  of  the  most  inde- 
pendent person  they  could  lay  hands  on 
— an  English  -Tudge,  for  instance,  such 
as  Lord  Bra ra well — and  would  have  in- 
vited  him  to  inquire  whether  the  admi- 
nistration of  justice  had  been  in  accord- 
ance with  the  maxims  and  principles 
happily  prevalent  in  the  Kingdom  of 
England.  If  Ijord  Bramwell  had  looked 
into  the  matter,,  and  had  acquitted  the 
authorities,  the  Government  would  have 
had  a  triumphant  justification  before 
the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom  j  but 
fur  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  write  to  the 
Archbishop  and  say  that  he  sent  him 
a  Memorandum  in  which  he  entirely 
oonourred,  and  when  this  Memorandum 
had  obviously  been  drawn  up  by  the  in- 
culpated ofhcialSf  such  an  inquiry  was 
a  perfect  farce.  The  inquiry  which  had 
been  held  was  unsatisfactory  and  unre- 
liable, and  therefore  he  (Mr.  Gorst)  did 
earnestly  impress  upon  the  Government 
the  paramount  importance  of  placing 
the  administration  of  justice  in  Ireland 
above  all  suspicion,  and  of  selecting 
Bomeone  of  the  position,  and  with  the 
authority,  which  Lord  Bramwell  pos- 
sessed to  inquire  into  the  case.  If  that 
was  done,  he  thought  everybody  would 
be  willing  to  abide  by  the  result  of  such 
an  appointment. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  was  sure  that  he 
spoke  the  sentiments  of  his  Culleagues 
when  be  said  that  Ireland  owed  a  deep 
debt  of  gratitude  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr,  Gorst)  for 
the  speech  which  he  had  just  de- 
livered. He  (Mr.  Healy)  c-ould  not  ima- 
gine any  hon.  Member  voting  against 
the  Amendment  before  the  ^use,  for 
the  two  propositions  it  contained  were 


incontestable.  It  could  not  be  denied 
that  it  was  the  opinion  of  large  numbera 
of  the  Irish  people  that  the  Maamtrasna 
prisoners  were  innocent,  and  it  could 
not  be  dented  that  the  con  tide  nee  of  the 
Irish  people  in  the  administration  of 
justice  would  be  strengthened  if  the 
inquiry  were  made.  In  asking  for  it, 
the  Irish  Members  founded  them  eel  vea 
upon  the  promise  made  solemnly  to 
them  by  the  noble  Marquess  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington),  that  if  the  Archbishop 
of  Tuam  would  come  forward  and  make 
a  statement,  an  inquiry  would  be  granted. 
He  (Mr.  Healy)  asked  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, as  a  gentleman  and  as  a  man  of 
honour,  whether  that  promise  had  been 
kt^pt  ?  Could  he  lay  his  hand  upon  his 
heart  and  say  that  an  inquiry  by  Messrs. 
Gflorge  Bolton  and  Newton  Brady  into 
the  acts  of  Messrs.  Brady  and  Bolton 
was  a  fulfilment  of  that  promise  ?  Bolton 
and  Brady  were  the  very  gentlemen 
whose  conduct  of  the  case  was  impeached 
by  the  Irish  Members,  and  Earl  iSponcer 
interpreted  the  pledge  for  an  inquiry  by 
announcing  that.,  after  some  seci^et  collo- 
quy,Bolton  himselfand  Brady  found  them- 
selves not  guilty.  If  this  were  a  matter 
of  English  concern,  and  the  promise  had 
been  in  regai*d  to  some  conduct  of  Lord 
VVolseley  in  the  Soudan,  and  a  full 
inquiry  were  jn^omised,  would  the 
noble  Marquess  be  satistied  to  know  that 
Lord  Wolselt^y  had  iuquired  into  hia 
own  deeds,  and  found  himself  not  guilty? 
The  case  had  all  along  been  *' in- 
structed "  by  Mr.  Brady,  and  it  was  with 
great  regret  that  he  (Mx\  Healy)  im- 
peached any  statement  of  that  gentle* 
man.  He  had  the  honour  of  knowing 
his  father,  the  Inspector  of  Fisheries, 
and  no  better  official  existed,  and  he 
much  regretted  having  to  impeach  the 
conduct  of  his  father's  son.  Upon 
bim,  however,  heavily  lay  responsibility. 
What  experience  had  he  when,  as  Resi- 
dent Magistrate,  he  began  to  investigate 
the  circumstances  of  the  murder?  The 
crime  was  committed  on  the  17th  August, 
1882,  and  Mr.  Brady  was  gazetted  on 
the  1st  of  that  very  month.  A  magis- 
trate of  17  days'  experience,  not  know- 
ing a  word  of  the  Irish  language, 
was  sent  down  from  his  desk  in  the 
Castle  to  a  district  where  every  man 
wa3  an  Irish-speaking  person,  and 
where  Mr.  Brady  had  no  possible  know- 
ledge of  the  modes  of  thought  or  habits 
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of  life  of  the  people.  It  was  curious 
that  IriBh  Stih- Inspectors  and  other  Con- 
stabulary olBiials  were  required  to  koow 
French  and  German ;  but  though  their 
duties  must  bring  them  in  constant  con- 
tact with  (xaelic-speaking  persons,  it  was 
not  held  necessary  that  they  should  know 
one  word  of  their  own  tongue — the  Irish 
language.  One  of  the  chief  points  in 
the  case  rested  upon  the  dying  declara- 
tioDs  of  Patrick  Joyce  and  Casey,  who 
were  hanged  with  My  lea  Joyce.  These 
were  given  in  Irish  in  Gal  way  Gaol  be- 
fore the  execution.  They  were  volun- 
teered  on  different  days  by  two  men 
locked  into  separate  cells,  who,  being 
kept  apart,  could  have  had  no  knowledge 
of  each  other's  intentions.  They  were 
taken  in  Irish  and  written  down  by  Brady, 
through  an  interpreter.  The  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant stated  that  though  they  tried  to 
exculpate  Myles  Joyce»  they  were  still 
consistent  with  bis  presence  at  the 
murder,  although  striking  no  blow.  If 
irbat  these  men  wished  to  express  were 
not  made  clear,  what  a  load  of  respon- 
sibility lay  upon  the  head  of  Mr,  Brady. 
But  if  there  were  anything  ia  the  deposi- 
tions which  left  any  doubt  upon  the  case, 
why  cotild  not  the  Lord  Lieutenant  tele- 
graph to  Mr,  Brady  and  ask  him,  so  that 
the  doubt  might  be  cleared  up.  Lord 
Spencer,  in  his  reply  to  the  Archbishop 
of  Tuam,  said  that  he  gave  the  deposi- 
tions the  most  anxious  consideration ; 
but  he  also  said  that  thoy  were  compa- 
tible with  the  fact  of  Myles  Joyce  having 
a  guilty  knowledge  of  the  intended  mur- 
ders. Bemembering  that  Lord  Spencer 
did  not  adopt  the  course  he  had  referred 
to,  that  he  did  not  ask  Mr,  Brady  to 
dear  up  any  cloudiness  in  the  dying  de- 
positions l»y  putting  the  direct  question 
to  the  re  id  murderers,  **Wa8  Myles 
Joyce  with  you  or  not  on  the  occasion  of 
the  massacre?^'  he  looked  upon  the  Vice- 
roy's reply  to  the  Archbishop  as  one  of 
the  meanest,  most  paltry,  and  most 
contemptible  things  that  a  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant had  ever  been  guilty  of.  He  could 
not  conceive  a  Nobleman  occupying  the 
position  of  Governor  of  the  Irish  people, 
who  certainly  had  no  want  of  keenness, 
putting  forward  such  a  statement,  and 
hoping  that  it  might  obtain  credence. 
It  was  said  that  these  depositions  did 
not  say  that  Myles  Joyce  had  no  part 
in  the  murder  ,But  why  was  not  an 
endeavour  made  to  extract  from  the 
condemned  men  exactly  what  they  meant 
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to  aay  ?  Why  did  not  Mr.  Brady  put 
the  question,  **  Was  Myles  Joyce  there 
at  all,  or  was  he  not  ?  "  For  any  defect 
in  the  depositions,  Mr.  Brady,  who  took 
them,  was,  in  the  first  instance,  respon- 
sible ;  and  Lord  Spencer,  in  the  next 
place,  seeing  that  he  kept  the  Gal  way 
telegraph  office  open  all  night  before  the 
execution,  could  not  beheld  guiltless  for 
not  asking  his  Beaident  Magistrate  to 
extract  from  the  murderers  the  exact 
meaning  they  wished  to  convey.  If  the 
Government  were  so  very  clear  about 
the  case,  and  that  no  injustice  had 
been  committed  respecting  it,  what  was 
their  objection  to  granting  an  inquiry? 
Why  not  heap  coals  of  lire  upoa  the 
heads  of  the  Irish  Members,  and  bury 
them  in  the  iniquity  of  having  trumped 
up  these  charges?  Why  not  take  the 
revenge  that  they  (the  Government) 
must  be  so  anxious  to  have  upon  them, 
by  proving  by  means  of  this  inquiry  that 
ho  and  his  hon.  Friends  were  in  league 
with  murderers  and  assassins  ?  They 
gave  the  Government  this  alternative. 
Either  they  had  a  good  case,  or  they  had 
a  bad  one.  If  they  had  a  good  case, 
why  not  grant  an  inquiry  ?  Since  thej 
would  not  grant  an  inquiry^  what  was 
the  inference  ?  And  what  had  the  Irish 
Members  been  accused  of  ?  They  had 
been  accused  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  of  bringing  forward  this  cose 
to  discredit  the  ends  of  justice.  They 
were  accused  of  discrediting  the  ends  of 
justice,  by  demanding  an  inquiry  which, 
if  it  failed,  could  only  recoil  upon  their 
own  heads.  And  they  demandod  an  in- 
quiry, with  the  full  knowledge  that  on 
the  only  occasion  on  which  an  inquiry  of 
this  description  had  been  granted — that 
conducted  two  months  ago  into  the  con- 
viction of  Bryan  Kiimartin  —  that  in- 
quiry did  discredit  the  administration  of 
justice,  and  did  not  discredit  the  men 
who  brought  forward  the  allegationt 
that  Kiimartin  was  innocent.  But  great 
good  the  inquiry  would  have  done  Bryan 
Kiimartin,  if  the  shot  that  was  fired  by 
the  other  man  had  taken  effect.  He 
w^ould  have  been  hanged ;  and,  never- 
theless, if  a  dying  declaration,  such  as] 
was  made  by  Ganly  in  that  case,  had 
been  brought  to  thnir  knowledge,  the 
Irish  Members  would  have  been  bound 
in  that  House  to  have  urged  for  an  in* 
quiry.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  began 
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bis  statement  that  night  by  tauntiDg 
them  with  the  fact  that  they  brought 
forward  this  demand  for  an  inquiry  two 
years  and  two  months  after  the  triaL 
It  was  absurd,  and  ha  thought  a  little 
unjustifiable,  to  say  that,  when,  aa  a 
matter  of  fact,  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Geotleman  had  been  longer  an  official  in 
the  Houaei  he  must  have  known  that  the 
moment  after  Parliament  met  in  1883, 
they  challenged  in  that  House  the  con- 
Titticn  and  execution  of  this  man,  Myles 
Joyce.  The  question  was — What  ex- 
planation was  there  now  for  refusing  to 
lay  upon  the  Table  the  depobitious  of 
these  two  executed  men,  Patrick  Joyce 
and  Casey?  The  Prime  Minister,  giving, 
of  course,  the  reply  that  wa^  provided 
and  prepared  for  him  by  the  Iri-^h  Go- 
Ternment,  said,  to-day^  that  it  was  not 
usual  to  give  statements  made  by  per- 
sons under  sentence  of  death.  He  was 
surprised  that  the  Prime  Minister,  with 
his  varied  and  vast  knowledge,  should 
have  pledged  himself  to  such  a  fliraRv 
statement  as  that.  Was  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  not  aware  that  in  the 
Butterknowle  murder,  in  tlie  county  of 
Durham,  not  three  months  ago,  the 
Secretary  of  f^tate  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment released,  unconditionally,  one  of  the 
men  convicted  (Slddle),  and  that  the  man 
who  was  hanged  for  the  crime  (Lowson) 
declared  that  this  man  who  was  convicted 
with  him  was  not  guilty,  and  that  this 
djring  man's  declaration  was  publiished  to 
the  whole  world  ?  They  had  also  the  case 
of  the  assasFiD,  Peace,  whose  dying  de- 
claration exculpating  the  convicted  man, 
Habron,  for  the  murder  of  the  police- 
man, Cox^  at  Manchester,  was  published 
to  the  whole  world.  Then  they  had  the 
case  of  Francey  Hynes,  whore  all  the 
Papers,  in  1 8fe2,  were  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House,  The  Prime  Minister  said 
it  was  not  usual,  and  was  contrary  to 
Departmental  practice,  to  publish  con- 
denmed  men's  depositions.  He  (Mr. 
Healy)  said,  that  if  it  was  not  usual 
to  give  statements  made  by  persons 
under  sentence  of  death,  it  ought  to 
be  usual.  What  did  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers care  about  the  Government  De- 
partments? What  they  wanted  was 
to  have  wrongfully-convicted  men  liber- 
ated, and  sent  back  to  their  wives  and 
children;  and  it  was  no  answer  to  tell 
them   that  it  was  not   the  practice  to 

Sublish  declarations  of  that  kind.   These 
epositions  existed;   they  declared  the 
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innocence  of  Myles  Joyce  and  of  the 
other  four  still  imprisoned  men,  and 
he  (Mr,  Healy)  said  that,  if  they  had  to 
wring  them  out  of  the  Government,  they 
would  have  these  depositions.  He^  in 
common  with  the  other  Irish  Mem- 
bers in  that  House,  was  independent  of 
both  the  Whig  and  Tory  Party.  The 
Whig  and  the  Tory  Party  had  their 
exigencies,  and  they  (the  Irish  Members) 
had  before  now  wrung  concessions  out 
of  the  exigencies  of  British  Govern^ 
ments.  Therefore,  when  the  Government 
came  into  a  crisis  later  on,  suoh  speeches 
as  that  made  by  the  hon,  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  that  night  would  not 
be  calculated  to  help  them  over  the  stile. 
He  told  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  tbey  would  yet  have  these  depo- 
sitions, although  they  were  refused  two 
years  ago  by  Lord  Spencer ;  and  even 
if  every  man  of  them  was  to  be  con- 
signed for  months  to  the  plank  bed, 
they  would  make  the  whole  country 
ring  with  the  charge  of  murder  against 
Duidin  Cattle.  The  noble  Marquess  op- 
pfisite  had  promised  an  inquiry  into  thin 
matter,  and  he  (Mr,  Healy)  now  declared 
that  the  Irish  Members  should  take  no- 
tice of  that  brearh  of  faith  in  some 
marked  manner.  He  further  denied  that 
the  three  independent  witnesses  were  of 
the  unimpeachable  character  represented, 
They  were  the  scampi*  of  the  neighbour- 
hood, and  one  of  them,  he  believed,  was 
himself  in  the  murder  conspiracy,  and 
thn^  was  able  to  hit  on  eome  of  the 
right  men.  Others  were  then  dragged 
in  to  gratify  private  revenge,  and  he 
would  point  out  that,  although  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  was  technically 
correct  in  saying  that  no  reward  had 
been  offered,  the  Joyces  pocketed  £1,500 
blood-money.  They  were  also  told  that 
these  men  were  identitied  passing 
along  the  road.  It  was  well  known 
that  the  only  thing  in  the  shape  of  a 
road  in  the  district  wa^  a  stream  that 
was  dry  at  the  time  this  murder  waa 
committed,  and  which  a  party  on  such  an 
errand  would  have  avoided  as  the  only 
highway  Ukelv  to  be  frequented  up  the 
mountain.  He  had  expected  a  much 
mare  clear  statement  on  that  point;  but, 
beyond  the  fact  that  he  had  visited  the 
place,  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
was  careful  not  to  draw  upon  his  per- 
sonal experience  on  that  matter.  It 
was,  however,  a  well-known  fact,  which 
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he  (Mr.  Healy)  oould  substantiate,  hav- 
ing been  at  the  scene  of  the  murder, 
which  he  had  visited  out  of  curiosity, 
as  he  happened  to  be  in  the  neighbour- 
hood, and  he  maintained  that  it  would 
be  quite  impossible  for  a  person  stand- 
ing at  the  angle  of  the  house,  where 
these  men  stated  they  identified  the  pri- 
soners, to  see  the  road  at  all,  or  any  per- 
son on  it.  Then  they  had  the  extra- 
ordinary fact  that  the  identifying  parties 
placed  themselves  some  yards  further 
on  towards  John  Joyce's  house  when  the 
murderers  rendezvoused  at  Casey's.  How 
did  they  know  that  they  were  going  to 
John  Joyce's  house,  and  why  should  they 
have  placed  themselves  above  instead 
of  below  Casey's  house,  nearer  instead 
of  farther  from  the  scene  of  the  murder, 
as  if  they  knew  the  subsequent  destina- 
tion of  the  party  plotting  inside  ?  In 
addition  to  that,  they  had  the  personally 
conducted  tour  of  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland,  which  that  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman appeared  to  have  undertaken  to 
the  district.  But  he  did  not  give  them 
any  explanation  of  one  extraordinary  fact, 
that  the  three  independent  witnesses 
said  they  identified  these  men  from  be- 
hind the  house,  and  the  approver  Fhilbin 
said  he  placed  himself  in  the  exact  spot 
where  the  three  independent  witnesses 
must  have  been  lying  in  wait.  All 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
did  was  to  favour  the  House  with  a 
flimsy  statement,  omitting  all  reference 
to  the  points  that  were  made  in  favour 
of  the  prisoners  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Westmeath  (Mr.  Harrington),  and 
giving  a  rehash  of  the  case  for  the 
prosecution  at  the  trial  of  these  unhappy 
men.  The  Government,  relying  on  the 
Caucus,  were  sure  of  the  votes  of  their 
supporters,  and  were,  therefore,  quite 
satisfied,  no  matter  what  was  said  ;  and 
English  Members  not  unnaturally  said 
they  could  not  understand  this  fearful 
mixture  of  Joyces  and  Caseys.  The 
Irish  Members  would  be  satisfied  with  a 
Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
case,  and  even  if  the  majority  on  the 
Committee  were  their  most  determined 
opponents,  they  were  content  to  stand  or 
fall  by  the  verdict  of  that  Committee. 
But  they  would  not  be  satisfied  with 
Lord  Spencer's  summary  mode  of  dis- 
posing of  the  case,  by  asking  Bolton 
and  Brady,  "Are  you  guilty  or  not 
guilty  ?  "  and  then  complacently  recording 
their  acquital  of  themselves.     This  was 
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not  an  agrarian  murder,  so  far  as  they 
knew,  and  why  was  the  venue  changed? 
No  man  was  justified  in  advising  the 
Crown  to  change  the  venue  to  the  City  of 
Dublin.  It  was  simply  criminal  for  the 
Crown  to  drag  those  unfortunate  men, 
who  did  not  understand  a  single  word 
of  the  proceedings,  200  miles  away  from 
their  own  district,  away  from  any  help 
from  their  witnesses,  and  put  them  on 
their  trial  before  a  special  jury  in  Dub- 
lin. It  was  one  thing  to  pay  for  the 
defence,  and  another  thing  to  consult 
the  convenience  of  the  accused.  The 
accused  applied  for  a  postponement,  in 
order  that  they  might  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  rebutting  the  evidence  of  the 
informers,  but  that  postponement  was 
refused ;  and  although  the  brief  for  the 
Crown  was  printed — and  it  was  the 
practice  in  Ireland  to  give  to  the  accused 
copies  of  printed  documents — ^yet  in  this 
case  the  Crown  withheld  the  brief.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  TMr.  Trevelyan) 
had  resigned,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  was  not  yet  in  ex- 
istence ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  take  the  trouble  on  the  previous 
night  to  attend  and  hear  the  arguments 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Westmeath.  Al- 
though the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  chiefly 
impugned,  yet  the  late  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  could  not,  by  simply  jump- 
ing into  the  post  of  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster,  completely  wash 
himself  free  of  concern  or  responsibility 
in  this  matter.  Myles  Joyce  and  his 
ghost  would  haunt  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman for  many  a  long  day.  There 
ought  to  be  some  person  in  that  House 
capable  of  dealing  with  the  arguments 
of  hon.  Members  in  a  proper  manner; 
and  he  totally  objected  to  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlemen  like  the  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland,  who  replied  to  state- 
ments by  omitting  to  notice  every  strong 
point.  They  had  it  from  him  that  the 
two  wounded  boys,  in  their  dying  de- 
clarations, were  totally  mistaken  as  to 
the  colour  of  the  clothes  and  the  faces 
of  the  men  who  attempted  to  batter 
out  their  brains.  A  Solicitor  General's 
£1,500  a-year  enabled  him  to  see  at 
once  that  the  boys  were  mistaken,  and 
that  the  clothes  of  the  men,  although 
originally  white,  became  in  process  of 
time  considerably  darker,  and  that  their 
faces  were,  in  reality,  not  black,  but 
white,  which  was  much  the  same  colour ! 
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When  a  statement  was  made  by  a  dying 
boy,  that  he  was  murdered  by  a  man 
with  a  black  face  and  a  white  coat,  it 
would  take  the  nerve  of  an  Irish  Soli- 
citor General  to  assert  that  the  man  had 
a  white  face  and  a  black  coat.  But 
supposing  the  hypothesis  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  be  correct, 
why  not  let  the  jury  know  all  about  it  ? 
Myles  Joyce,  the  alleged  murderer,  was  a 
first  cousin  of  these  boys,  and  the  others 
were  near  neighbours,  familiar  to  them 
all  their  lives.  Was  it  likely  they  would 
not  have  known  them  had  the  assassins 
been  recognizable,  as  the  '*  unimpeach- 
able witnesses"  swore?  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  had  made  some 
strong  remarks  on  the  fact  that  his 
(Mr.  Healy's)  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Westmeath  had  obtained  pos- 
session of  one  of  the  Crown  briefs, 
and  he  appeared  to  think  that  it 
was  very  dishonourable.  But  it  was 
much  more  dishonourable  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  have  withheld  the  facts 
from  the  jury.  It  was  the  business  of 
the  Irish  Members  to  get  hold  of  all 
such  documents  in  the  interests  of  good 
government.  It  was  not  half  so  dis- 
honourable as  when  the  Government 
were  so  unscrupulous  as  to  steal  their 
letters,  as  they  had  done  for  many 
years,  and  to  open  them  as  they  passed 
through  the  Post  Office.  They  could 
not  take  a  peep  at  a  Crown  brief ;  but  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  who  was  that  night  in  an 
an  amphibious  and  ambiguous  position, 
might  spend  a  whole  night  in  reading 
his  letters,  seized  in  the  Post  Office.  Of 
course,  he  did  not  suppose  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  it  himself.  He  had 
some  deputy,  or  deputy's  deputy,  to  do 
it  for  him,  and  unless  the  letters  con- 
tained something  of  peculiar  interest 
they  would  not  be  brought  under  his  own 
personal  notice.  What  objection  was 
there  to  seeing  the  brief,  if  there  was 
nothing  to  be  ashamed  in  it  ?  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  stated  that  the 
brief  was  stolen,  and  he  left  it  to  be  in- 
ferred that  his  hon.  Friend  had  gone  up 
to  Mr.  George  Bolton  some  evening,  and 
picked  his  pocket.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  might  well  regret  the  loss  of 
the  Grown  brief,  because,  in  his  (Mr. 
Healy's)  opinion,  a  more  disgraceful 
docament  had  never  been  brought  to 
Ught.    First,  they  were  told  all  the  de-  j 


positions  were  given  to  the  accused. 
Then  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
said  it  was  all  the  depositions  at  the 
inquest;  and  then,  being  pressed  further, 
he  said  the  deposition  of  one  of  the  boys 
was  not  given,  because  he  was  raving ; 
but  he  omitted  to  state  anything  what- 
ever about  the  deposition  of  the  boy  who 
was  not  raving.  How  careful  they  were 
not  to  embarrass  the  defence  by  not  con- 
fusing them  with  a  raving  deposition ! 
But  this  pleasant  explanation  did  not 
hold  good  in  the  second  boy*s  case,  who 
was  admittedly  clothed  in  his  right  mind, 
and  was  now  alive  and  well.  Would 
the  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
give  an  explanation  of  that,  or  would 
he  adopt  his  old  plan  of  omitting  to 
notice  any  strong  point?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would,  no  doubt,  give 
them  his  Swan  song  that  night.  If 
60,  would  he  do  them  the  parting 
favour,  so  as  to  show  them  there  was 
no  ill-feeling,  to  take  a  note  of  that 
little  point  and  explain  why  the  deposi- 
tion of  Patrick  Joyce  was  not  given? 
The  deposition  contained  the  statement 
that  the  faces  of  the  murderers  were 
black,  and  that  was  a  very  important 
point.  How  would  a  boy  nine  years  of 
age  not  know  his  own  first  cousin,  who 
had  lived  within  half-a-mile  of  him? 
Mr.  George  Bolton,  with  the  astuteness 
which  distinguished  that  wily  man,  who 
had  stood  the  Government  in  such  stead 
through  many  years  in  jury-packing 
and  blood-spilling  in  Ireland,  appended 
to  the  Crown  brief  in  italics — *'  Patrick 
Joyce  has  recovered,  but  his  evidence  is 
worthless."  Whether  his  evidence  was 
worthless  or  not  was  a  question  for  the 
jury.  They  did  not  complain  of  the 
jury.  What  they  complained  of  was, 
that  the  jury  had  not  got  the  evidence 
before  them,  and  why  were  they  not 
allowed  to  decide  it?  The  Judge  and 
the  jury  were  blinded,  befooled,  and 
bepuzzled  by  the  Crown  officials  in  this 
matter.  They  impeached  neither  Judge 
nor  jury — they  impeached  Mr.  George 
Bolton,  and  Mr.  Newton  Brady,  and 
Lord  Spencer,  and  every  other  person 
connected  with  getting  up  the  case ;  and 
they  wished  to  know  from  the  Govern- 
ment why  the  evidence  of  this  boy,  which 
was  stated  to  be  worthless,  was  not  given 
to  the  jury?  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  had  come  back  from  a  few  days' 
excursion  to  Maamtrasna,  with  the  intel- 
ligence that  Patrick  Joyce  did  not  under- 
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Btand  bis  catechism.  He  might  not 
hare  understood  his  catechism;  but,  at 
least,  he  might  have  known  the  differ- 
ence between  black  and  white.  Patrick 
Joyce,  it  was  said,  did  not  know  who 
God  was,  nor  what  would  happen  if  he 
Bwore  a  lie.  But  he  was  for  three  months 
under  the  thumb  of  the  Crown  officials 
in  Ireland ;  and  if  they  wanted  him  to 
know  his  catechism,  it  would  not  have 
taken  very  long  to  have  instructed  him. 
They  knew  it  took  less  than  three  months 
to  metamorphose  Patrick  Delaney,  the 
Phoenix  Park  assassin,  from  a  mur- 
derer, perjurer,  and  highwayman,  into 
a  respectable  man,  fit  to  swear  away 
the  lives  of  innocent  men.  Then, 
in  addition  to  the  dying  declarations 
of  the  two  men,  they  had  the  confes- 
sions of  the  informers  Casey  and  Philbin. 
He  (Mr.  Healy)  joined  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  in  saying  that  the 
statements  of  those  men  might  be  set 
down  as  worthless,  unless  they  were  cor- 
roborated. They  were  simply  an  element 
in  the  case.  But  what  was  the  state- 
ment of  the  informer  Casey  ?  He  (Mr. 
Healy)  had  himself  questioned  this  man 
for  about  an  hour,  certainly  in  the  most 
hostile  manner.  He  took  him  over  the 
entire  case,  and  he  had  been  perfectly 
unable  to  shake  his  testimony.  How 
was  his  statement  confirmed  ?  He  was 
a  Boman  Catholic,  and,  bad  as  he  un- 
doubtedly was,  they  must  suppose  him 
to  be  possessed  of  some  relics  of  a  con- 
science. Casey  had  gone  to  confession 
since  the  murder — although  none  of  the 
other  men  had — and  in  me  presence  of 
an  entire  congregation  the  wretched 
man,  believing  as  he  did  to  the  full  in 
the  consequences  of  what  he  was  stating, 
made  a  declaration  on  this  solemn  occa- 
sion that  his  former  statements  were  lies, 
and  that  he  had  been  instrumental  in 
hanging  an  innocent  man.  In  examin- 
ing this  testimony,  what  did  they  find  ? 
That  Casey  had  no  knowledge  of  what 
the  depositions  were  which  were  made 
to  the  Crown,  and  that  he  had  no  know- 
ledge of  the  fact  that  the  two  boys  had 
declared  that  the  murderers  had  black- 
ened faces.  Yet,  in  this  very  first  inter- 
view, he  said  that  the  men  had  their 
faces  blackened  and  wore  white  flannel 
vests.  The  Government  attempted  to 
make  out  a  case  by  alleging,  on  their 
own  mere  dictum,  that  everything  the 
Irish  Members  said  was  false,  and  every- 
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thing  they  said  themselves  was  true; 
and  they  refused  to  grant  any  inquiry  by 
which  it  might  be  determined  which 
side  was  right.  The  dying  depositions 
of  the  two  men  were  another  corrobora- 
tion of  the  informer,  and  he  asked  why 
were  not  these  depositions  produced? 
The  Irish  Members  said  these  corrobo- 
rated Causey's  confession,  and  they  chal- 
lenged the  Government  to  deny  it.  His 
confession  was  also  corroborated  by  the 
testimony  of  the  men  in  gaol.  They 
were  confined  in  penal  servitude,  and 
did  not  know  what  was  going  on  out- 
side ;  and,  moreover,  they  did  not  speak 
English.  Yet  these  four  men,  in  dif- 
ferent gaols,  continued  to  make  protes- 
tations of  innocence ;  and  one,  who  was 
guilty,  declared  the  innocence  of  the 
others,  and  admitted  his  own  guilt.  If 
the  Government  did  not  gp*ant  an  in- 
quiry, the  public  would  draw  the  infer- 
ence that,  having  hanged  a  man  in  the 
wrong,  they  were  determined  to  brazen 
it  out,  even  as  far  as  the  sacrifice  of 
those  other  four  men.  Again,  Philbin, 
the  second  informer,  corroborated  Casey's 
statement;  and  if  those  various  pieces 
of  testimony  had  gone  to  corroborate 
the  statements  of  Casey,  not  when  he 
was  giving  evidence  of  the  innocence  of 
there  men,  but  when  he  was  giving  evi- 
dence before  the  jury,  the  Crown  would 
have  declared  that  they  were  entitled  to 
every  consideration.  But,  oh,  the  Go- 
vernment said — **We  have  the  great 
fact,  after  all,  that  five  of  the  men 
pleaded  guilty."  But  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  had  com- 
pletely disposed  of  that  argument.  Why 
should  those  men  not  have  pleaded 
guilty  ?  The  three  men  who  were  pre- 
viously tried  were  found  guilty  by  the 
jury — one  of  them  after  eight  minutes' 
deliberation,  another  after  12,  and  an- 
other after  six  minutes'  deliberation; 
and  the  jurors  who  were  to  be  availed  of 
heard  the  statement  of  the  Judge  that 
they  had  been  convicted  on  the  plainest 
testimony.  There  was,  therefore,  the 
best  reason  why  those  men,  when  they 
were  promised  their  lives,  should  have 
pleaded  guilty,  because  in  doing  that 
lay  their  only  chance.  The  quotations 
which  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
made  from  The  Freeman^s  Journal  and 
United  Ireland  were  the  best  justification 
for  the  men  pleading  guilty;  because 
they  proved  that  the  opinion  in  the 
minds  of  all  reasonable  men  was  that 
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the  story  of  the  witnesses  was  abaolately 
true.  Wbile  there  was  life  there  was 
hope,  and  the  facta  that  had  oome  to 
light  sinee  the  trial  justified  the  men  in 
deeidingr  to  plead  guiJtj.  It  was  untrue 
to  say  that  they  pleaded  guilty  at  once 
on  the  request  of  their  counsel,  for,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  Mr,  Mai  ley  could  not 
get  them  to  plead  guilty,  and  it  was 
only  done  when  the  priest  laid  before 
them  the  fact  that  there  was  a  universal 
concurrence  of  opinion  of  their  guilt. 
Again,  it  was  asserted  that  Casey  and 
Philbin  only  came  forward  now  because 
they  were  safe,  and  would  attain  popu- 
larity in  the  district.  That,  however, 
was  an  entire  mistake ;  because,  instead 
of  their  being  safeguarded  by  their 
declaratione,  they  were  in  greater  danger 
of  being  murdered  in  consequence  of 
their  confession  than  they  were  before. 
Casey,  the  informer,  had  made  a  state- 
ment which  implicated  the  **  gombeen  '' 
man,  the  leader  of  the  Bibbon  faction,  a 
man  of  the  district,  and  had  deuonuced 
him  as  the  real  murderer  in  that  case. 
There  was,  then,  far  more  risk  to  the 
life  of  Casey  and  of  Philbin  than  there 
was  previously  at  any  time  in  their 
careers.  It  was  almost  disgusting  that 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  should 
make  statements  in  that  House  which 
the  moment  Irish  Members  heard  them 
they  knew  to  be  grossly  untrue.  Of 
course,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
did  not  know  it  himself.  Learned  gen- 
tlemen were  brought  over,  at  great  in- 
convenience, from  Green  Street  to  till 
him  with  the  information.  Earl  Spencer^ 
in  his  Memorandum,  attempted  to  make 
out  that  Casey  was  not  pressed  by  the 
Crown  Solicitor,  and  that  it  was  not 
until  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
had  been  consulted  that  his  evidence 
was  accepted*  Well,  he  (Mr.  Healy) 
would  brand  that  statement  of  whoever 
had  instructed  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman opposite  as  a  deliberate  and  pal* 
pable  falsehood.  It  was  a  falsehood  be- 
yond all  doubt.  What  proved  it,  was  the 
fact  that  the  late  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  who  had  been  a  respected  Mem- 
ber of  that  House,  but  who  was  now  Mr. 
Justice  Johnson,  made  no  allusion  to  it 
in  his  opening  statement.  In  opening 
the  prosecution  he  made  no  allusion  to 
it ;  and  was  it  to  be  supposed  that  if  the 
le  rned  Gentleman  had  information  of 
it  two  days  in  advance*  he  would  not 
have  made  a  tremendous  point  of  it  ?  It 
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was  achmlly  at  the  very  moment  h© 
was  making  his  opening  statement  that 
Thomas  Casey  was  induced  by  George 
Bolton  to  come  forward  and  implicate 
these  innocent  mem  How  did  Earl 
Bpencer  d*^al  wi  h  the  rase  in  thii 
audacious  Memorandum,  than  which  a 
greater  tissue  of  fraudulent  and  auda* 
cious  statements  had  never  been  put 
forward  by  any  official  ?  Why  did  Mr, 
Justice  Johnson,  if  the  Lord  Lieutenant's 
statement  were  true,  from  first  to  last 
make  no  allusion  to  the  fact  that  Casey 
was  to  be  one  of  the  witnesses  ?  They 
couldt  in  this  case,  trace  the  sHmy  ser- 
pent trail  of  perjury  and  falsehood  from 
first  to  last.  There  was  the  Crown  brief 
of  one  of  the  Crown  prosecutors,  who 
might  be  at  no  great  distance  from  where 
they  were.  They  could  easily,  by  the 
evidence  of  experts,  decide  whose  was 
the  writing  on  the  Crown  brief — 
^*  Suspect  got  him  murdered,"  against 
*'  big  "  Casey's  name.  This  man,  who 
was  suspected  by  the  Crown  to  have  got 
him  murdered,  was  stated  to  be  the 
head  assassin  of  the  district ;  and^  in 
fact,  the  same  statement  was  made  by 
Casey  the  informer.  How  could  the 
English  Government  expect  to  maintain 
peace  and  order  when  they  had  4,000, Ot)0 
ijf  people  in  Ireland  firmly  convinced 
that  the  statement  of  Casey — murderer 
and  perjurer  that  he  had  been — wa«  per- 
feotly  true,  and  that  Myles  Joyce  was 
innocent  ?  Was  that  so  light  a  matter  ? 
Their  system  of  justice  had  broken  down 
when  they  refused  an  inquiry  into  a  case 
of  that  kind.  In  the  case  of  the  man 
Kilmartin,  whose  innocence  bad  been 
established,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  got 
up  at  that  Table,  and  sneered  at  the 
most  sacred  feelings  which  were  instilled 
into  the  bosom  of  every  Catholic  in  child- 
hood, and  endeavoured  to  urge  that  the 
dying  declaration  of  the  man  to  his 
clergyman  was  but  a  new  proof  of  the 
guilt  of  the  other.  Well,  that  inquiry 
was  wrung  out  of  him,  thanks  to  the  aid 
afforded  by  several  hon.  Members,  and  it 
was  found  that  the  jury  had  been  packed 
and  that  the  man  had  been  wrong- 
fully convicted.  Circumstances  bad  also 
come  to  light  which  showed  his  inno- 
cence. And  BO,  some  of  the  Maamtrasna 
prisoners  were  alive  to-day,  and  would 
have  the  bene^t  of  an  inquiry,  he 
trusted,  sooner  or  later,  for  the  evidence 
against  the  Government  was  too  great. 


203 


Address  in 


(COMMONS) 


Anstper  to  Ben 


204 


It  had  sunk  down  into  the  minds  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.  The  Government 
dared  not  grant  the  inquiry,  and  let  the 
truth  be  known.  If  the  Qovernment 
must  keep  up  the  Coercion  Code  in  Ire- 
land, they  must  use  that  tremendous 
engine  with  care.  He  must  say  that  he 
never  knew  a  case  which  carried  convic- 
tion more  than  the  Maamtrasna  case. 
If  they  could  not  get  the  inquiry,  and 
obtain  the  liberty  of  these  innocent  men, 
the  Irish  Members  would  go  back  to 
Ireland,  and  from  the  Giant's  Causeway 
to  Cape  Clear  they  would  ring  into  the 
ears  of  Earl  Spencer  and  his  associates  a 
charge  of  foul  and  infamous  murder. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  that  there 
were  two  branches  of  this  case,  the  first 
having  reference  to  Myles  Joyce,  and 
the  other  to  those  men  who  were  now 
lying  under  penal  servitude.  The  latter 
branch  of  the  question  was  the  one  to 
which  he  now  wished  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House.  It  would,  perhaps, 
be  said  that  no  more  impartial  inquiry 
could  be  made  than  that  of  the  trial  at 
which  they  had  been  convicted ;  but  it 
should  bo  remembered  that  practically 
there  was  no  Judge  and  no  real  jury. 
The  general  belief  was  that  these  men 
had  pleaded  guilty  under  the  advice  of 
the  parish  priest  and  of  their  counsel, 
Mr.  Malley,  who  had  certainly  done 
his  best  for  them.  They  were  then  sen- 
tenced to  be  hanged,  and  for  some  time 
the  capital  sentence  was  not  respited. 
It  was  believed  throughout  the  whole  of 
the  West  of  Ireland  that  Mr.  Malley 
had  advised  the  prisoners  to  plead  guilty 
under  an  understanding  with  the  Crown 
authorities  that  these  men  would  not  be 
hanged.  Time  still  went  on  and  their 
sentences  were  not  commuted,  and  in 
consequence  of  that  delay  there  was 
a  set  battle  going  on  between  Mr. 
Malley  and  the  Crown  authorities  upon 
the  subject,  and  eventually  it  was  ac- 
knowledged that  an  intimation  had 
been  given  that  in  no  case  should  these 
men  be  hanged,  and  the  sentences  were 
commuted  to  penal  servitude.  That  was 
generally  considered  to  be  the  real  ob- 
ject of  the  men  in  pleading  guilty.  Thus 
there  had  been  practically  no  investiga- 
tion at  all  into  the  case  of  these  men  on 
the  trial.  He  believed  that  to  be  the 
origin  of  the  strong  feeling  which  ex- 
isted in  the  West  of  Ireland  in  respect 
to  this  matter.  A  primd  facts  case  had 
been  made  out,  and  it  was  extremely 
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well  worthy  of  further  investigation. 
Again,  he  thought,  that  if  ever  there 
was  a  case  in  which  pity  should  be  shown 
towards  accused  persons,  it  was  where 
they  did  not  understand  the  language  of 
the  Court  in  which  they  were  tried,  or 
even  of  their  advisers,  which  was  the 
case  with  these  men.  Another  point 
whi<  h  he  would  impress  on  the  Prime 
Minister,  who  had  paid  so  much  atten- 
tion to  Ireland,  was  that  the  Archbishop 
of  Tuam,  who  had  taken  up  the  case, 
was  a  man  who  was  entirely  on  the  side 
of  moderation,  and  was  not  likely  to  take 
up  any  case  which  he  did  not  believe 
could  be  proved  before  the  public.  The 
confessions  which  the  Archbishop  re- 
ceived had  been  made  in  the  most  public 
manner,  and  although  he  had  never 
made  a  similar  request  before,  he  felt 
himself  bound  testate  his  own  primd  faeio 
opinion  that  in  the  interest  of  justice  an 
impartial  further  investigation  was  im- 
peratively demanded.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  Government  ought  to  refuse  an 
investigation  which  was  asked  for  by  a 
large  number  of  Irish  Members.  They 
had  made  no  charges  against  the  jury  in 
this  case,  because  they  believed  that 
upon  the  evidence  before  them  the  juries 
brought  in  a  right  verdict.  What  they 
complained  of  was  that  all  the  facts 
were  not  revealed.  He  did  not  believe 
that  a  reinvestigation  would  unsettle 
people's  ideas  of  justice,  but  thought  it 
would  act  in  an  entirely  opposite  manner. 
When  the  Irish  Members  asked  for  an 
inquiry  in  Kilmartin's  case,  they  were 
told  repeatedly  that  it  would  not  be 
granted,  and  but  for  the  interposition 
of  the  Prime  Minister  no  investigation 
would  have  been  held.  The  result, 
however,  of  the  inquiry  which  was  in- 
stituted proved  that  the  Irish  Members 
were  right,  and  Ealmartin  was  released. 
He  appealed  to  the  Prime  Minister  to 
adopt  a  similar  course  in  this  instance, 
believing  that,  whatever  the  result 
might  be  as  to  the  guilt  or  innocence  of 
the  men  now  in  prison,  it  would  at  least 
have  the  effect  of  satisfying  the  people 
that  the  Government  were  desirous  of 
acting  justlv. 

Mr.  JOHN  EEDMOND  said,  that  the 
discussion  which  had  arisen  on  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  was  se- 
cond to  none  in  importance  to  the  wel- 
fare not  only  of  Ireland,  but  of  this 
jpountry.  Questions  of  Colonial  aggran- 
dizement, foreign  relations,  and  domestic 
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reform  might  come  and  go ;  but  this 
Irish  Question  they  always  had  with 
them,  and  any  discussions  which  tended 
to  throw  a  fierce  light  upon  the  action  of 
the  Executive  officers  in  Ireland,  and 
which  revealed  the  true  opinions  and 
wishes  of  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
that  country,  ought  to  be  welcomed  by 
all  those  who  wished  to  see  a  speedy  end 
of  Irish  disaffection  and  English  injus- 
tice. The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
had  stated  that  the  action  of  the  Irish 
Members  was  taken  to  discredit  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice.  He  believed 
that  to  further  discredit  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  in  Ireland  was  well  nigh 
impossible.  English  law  meant  Irish 
robbery,  murder,  and  confiscation  ;  and 
the  so-called  administration  of  justice  by 
England  meant  in  every  department  of 
social  and  political  life  in  Ireland  the 
persecution  of  the  people  at  the  liands 
of  partizan  Judges  and  packed  juries. 
The  rule  of  England  in  Ireland  could 
have  no  satisfactory  foundation  so  long 
as  the  administration  of  justice  failed  to 
command  the  confidence  of  the  majority 
of  the  people.  The  present  Liberal  Go- 
Temment  at  the  commencement  of  their 
reign  in  Ireland,  with  the  shibboleth 
that  **  force  is  no  remedy  "  on  their  lips, 
adopted  a  system  of  savage  coercion, 
on  the  pretext  that  it  was  necessary  to 
suppress  crime  which  everybody  knew 
their  policy  in  the  past  had  created. 
Power  was  placed  in  the  hands  of  such 
men  as  Bolton  and  French,  and  he 
should  like  to  ask  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  whether  that  was  the  way 
to  win  the  confidence  and  respect  of  the 
people?  The  effect  of  such  a  system 
upon  the  people  was  bad  enough  ;  but 
the  effect  upon  the  administrators  of  the 
law  themselyes  was  even  worse.  It  was 
said  by  Englishmen  that  the  bad  old 
times  were  past  and  gone;  but  there 
was  no  use  in  laying  that  flattering 
unction  to  their  souls.  The  continued 
exercise  of  tyrannical  legislation  and  ar- 
bitrary power  tended  inevitably  to  in- 
justice and  corruption,  and  it  was  not  at 
all  to  be  wondered  at  that  the  results  of 
such  a  system  were  a  crop  of  hasty  con- 
victions and  executions  of  the  innocent. 
Ireland  had  passed  through  two  terrible 
periods  of  misery  and  crime,  and  for 
those  two  periods  Irish  Members  held 
the  present  Liberal  Government  respon- 
sible. The  first  was  a  period  of  **  State- 
created  crime,"  to  use  a  phrase  of  Sir 


John  Pope  Hennessy.  Outrages  were 
committed,  and  the  perpetrators  were 
not  discovered.  The  period  which  suc- 
ceeded was  infinitely  more  horrible ;  the 
bloodhounds  of  vengeance  were  let  loose 
among  the  people;  Lord  Spencer  took 
OflSce  to  vindicate  the  majesty  of  the 
law,  and  he  sought  to  punish  a  victim 
for  every  crime  in  Ireland  ;  the  ordinary 
process  was  to  arrest  a  number  of  men 
on  suspicion,  to  visit  them  in  their  cells, 
to  tell  them  that  others  had  confessed, 
and  urge  them  to  do  so,  and  in  this  way 
innocent  men  were  sent  to  the  gallows 
and  to  penal  servitude.  The  old  watch- 
word of  English  law — **  Let  the  guilty 
escape  rather  than  that  the  innocent 
should  be  punished,"  had  been  reversed 
by  Earl  Spencer,  who  had  adopted  as 
his  motto — **  Let  hundreds  of  innocent 
men  suffer  in  the  convict  cell  and  on  the 
gallows  rather  than  that  one  guilty  man 
should  escape."  By  mere  chance  Kil- 
martin  escaped  the  gallows  and  was 
sent  to  penal  servitude.  When  a 
man  died  in  America  declaring  that  he 
was  the  perpetrator  of  the  crime,  Lord 
Spencer  remained  unmoved,  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  glibly  declared  that  he 
had  convinced  himself  of  the  justice  of 
the  conviction.  To  satisfy  the  con- 
sciences of  English  Members  inquiry 
was  granted  and  the  injustice  of  the  con- 
viction ebtablished,  and  then  Kilmartin 
was  ungraciously  released  **  without 
impeaching  the  correctness  of  the  ori- 
ginal conviction,"  but  because  **  subse- 
quent information  had  created  some 
doubt "  about  it.  That  case  should  be 
a  warning  to  English  Members  not  to 
place  too  much  reliance  upon  the  glib 
declarations  of  Irish  officials.  Such 
cases  furnished  a  strong  argument  for 
some  sort  of  criminal  appeal.  In  the 
case  now  under  discussion  all  that  was 
asked  was  that  the  House  should  force  the 
Irish  Executive  to  grant  full,  open,  and 
sworn  inquiry,  the  contention  being  that 
one  man  who  was  executed  and  four 
who  were  in  penal  servitude  were 
wrongly  convicted,  and  that  the  two 
chief  culprits,  the  paymasters  and  ring- 
leaders of  the  gang,  were  at  large,  and 
were  well  .known  to  the  Government. 
As  to  the  -motive  for  the  murder,  the 
theory  of  the  Government  was  that  it 
was  done  to  destroy  possibly  future  evi- 
dence in  connection  with  a  crime  com- 
mitted at  a  considerable  distance.  There 
was  not  one  tittle  of  eyidence  from  be- 
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ginniDg  to  end  in  support  of  that  theory. 
Subsequent  revelations  showed  clearly 
enough  that  the  murder  sprang  out  of 
the  operations  of  a  Ribbon  Society.  The 
whole  case  against  the  prisoners  rested 
on  the  most  incredible  story  ever  told  in 
a  Court  of  Justice  of  three  men  having 
tracked  the  murderers  for  about  three 
miles  across  the  country  to  the  scene  of 
the  murder,  and  having  recognized  them 
on  what  they  said  was  a  bright  starlit 
night.  But  the  force  of  that  evidence 
was  completely  destroyed  by  the  decla- 
ration of  the  only  living  person  who 
witnessed  the  murder — namely,  young 
Joyce,  who  stated,  as  he  had  previously 
done  in  a  solemn  deposition,  that  the 
murderers  had  blackened  faces ;  and  that 
was  confirmed  by  his  elder  brother.  He 
wanted  to  know  the  reason  for  the  sup- 
pression of  that  deposition,  and  also  why 
Lord  Spencer  refused  to  give  credence 
to  the  declaration  of  innocence  made  by 
Myles  Joyce,  fresh  from  the  hands  of 
his  clergyman,  and  having  made  his 
peace  with  God  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  stated 
that  such  a  suppression  could  never  have 
taken  place  in  any  similar  case  in  Eng- 
land. He  would  await  with  interest 
the  speech  of  the  late  Chief  Secretary, 
to  hear  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  make  a  positive  assertion  that 
the  men  now  in  prison  who  protested 
their  innocence  had  no  hope  of  mercy 
held  out  to  them  to  induce  them  to  plead 
guilty.  He  and  his  hon.  Friends  did 
not  go  the  length  of  saying  that  they 
had  proved  the  men  innocent,  but  they 
asked  for  an  opportunity  of  proving  it. 
The  inquiry  hela  in  the  Eecess  did  not 
fulfil  any  one  of  the  conditions  of  a 
satisfactory  investigation.  It  was  not 
full,  it  was  not  open,  it  was  not  upon 
oath.  It  was,  in  fact,  a  sham  inquiry. 
In  a  back  parlour  of  Dublin  Castle,  Mr. 
George  Bolton  was  politely  asked  whe- 
ther he  was  guilty  of  the  charge  made 
against  him ;  and  having,  of  course,  re- 
plied that  he  was  not,  Lord  Spencer  de- 
clared himself  perfectly  satisfied.  But 
if  Lord  Spencer  was  satisfied,  the  Irish 
people  were  not ;  they  demanded  a  full 
and  open  investigation  upon  oath.  They 
demanded  the  examination  of  those  men 
who  had  made  statements  since  the  trial, 
and  also  the  production  of  the  dying  de- 
clarations of  the  men  who  had  been  exe- 
cuted. Until  these  things  were  done, 
they  would  believe  that  Myles  Joyce 
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was  judicially  murdered,  that  Lord 
Spencer  knew  it,  and  that  his  only  mo- 
tive for  refusing  inquiry  was  to  screen 
himself  and  his  subordinates.  After 
the  refusal  to  grant  an  inquiry,  he  be- 
lieved the  Irish  people  would  say  once 
for  all  that  they  had  had  enough  of  the 
administration  of  Earl  Spencer.  Pro- 
bably, no  English  Administration  that 
ever  held  sway  in  Ireland  was  so  uni- 
versally despised  and  detested  as  the 
present.  If  any  Englishman  should 
doubt  the  correctness  of  this  assertion, 
he  would  remind  him  of  the  recent  ex- 
perience of  Lord  Spencer,  when,  sur- 
rounded by  soldiers  and  guarded  by  de- 
tectives and  policemen,  he  made  a  tour 
to  the  South  of  Ireland  much  in  the 
same  way  in  which  the  Czar  travelled 
through  his  Dominions  in  Bussia.  In 
every  town  Lord  Spencer  visited  the 
shops  were  closed,  the  shutters  put  up, 
and  black  flags  floated  from  every  house. 
That  reception  was  in  strong  contrast  to 
that  accorded  to  Lady  Burdett  Coutts, 
who  everywhere  met  with  a  most  enthu- 
siastic welcome.  No  confidence  could 
be  placed  in  the  existing  Administration, 
whose  chief  representatives  to  the  Irish 
people  to-day  were  the  partizan  Judge 
and  the  hangman,  and  whose  hands 
were  believed  to  be  red  with  the  blood 
of  innocent  Irishmen.  Let  no  man  tell 
him  that  it  was  their  duty  to  tolerate 
such  an  Administration  because  they 
hoped  to  receive  the  boon  of  a  Franchise 
Bill.  The  time  had  arrived  when  the 
franchise  must  be  extended  in  England 
and  Scotland,  and  Irishmen  knew  that 
no  statesman  dare  withhold  it  from  Ire- 
land, and  at  the  same  time  profess  to 
govern  the  country  Constitutionally. 
They  cared  not  whether  they  got  this 
boon  from  a  Whig  or  from  a  Tory  Go- 
vernment. In  the  circumstances,  he  did 
not  hesitate  to  say  it  was  the  highest 
duty  of  the  Irish  Members  to  seize  the 
first  opportunity  given  to  them  of  assist- 
ing in  hurling  from  power  this  Govern- 
ment of  coercionist  Eadioals  and  hypo- 
critical Whigs. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  he  considered  it 
as  extraordinary  that  no  Member  of  the 
Liberal  Party  sitting  behind  the  Leaders 
of  this  precious  Government  had  evinced 
the  slightest  anxiety  to  express  an  opi- 
nion as  to  the  advisability  of  granting 
the  inquiry  which  was  asked.  No  doub^ 
they  thought  it  far  more  important  to 
shorten  the  debate  in  order  that  the 
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Prime  Minister  might  make  his  two 
minutes^  speech  on  the  Franchise  Bill; 
and,  consequently,  they  would  not  give 
their  minds  to  the  very  important  ques- 
tion whether  or  not  a  caeo  had  bee  a 
made  oat  for  inquiry  and  consideration* 
If  it  was  a  trouble  so  me  question  to  the 
Government,  they  had  only  themselves 
to  blame  for  it;  for  if  they  had  not 
thrown  over  Mxu  G-eorge  Bo  1  ton,  who 
had  served  them  long  and  well,  the 
charges  founded  upon  the  statement  of 
the  informers  would  never  have  beeu 
brought  forward.  Looking  dispassion- 
ately at  this  case,  he  must  say  that  if 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  really 
wanted  an  inquiry,  he  doubted  the  dis- 
cretion of  their  making  an  attack  upon 
Lord  Spencer,  because  the  Goveniraent 
must  stand  by  the  Lord  Lieiitenaot. 
Again  J  it  was  wrong  to  charge  all  the 
officials  with  being  in  a  kind  of  coni^pi- 
racy.  No  one  wno  knew  Mr.  Justice 
Johnson  could  believe  that  ha  was  other- 
wise than  a  highly  honourable  man, 
who  would  not  lead  himself  to  any  con- 
spiraey  whatever  to  do  injustice  to  any- 
body. He  (Mr.  Warton)  did  nofc  agree 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  that  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  had  conducted  the  defence  of 
the  Government  in  a  way  to  which  ex- 
ception could  be  taken.  There  was  no 
doubt  in  this  case  both  Judge  and  jury 
had  acted  properly,  and  a  right  verdict 
had  been  come  to.  It  was  quite  clear 
that  the  suggestion  as  to  the  men*s  faces 
being  blackened  had  been  brought  for* 
ward  in  the  newspapers. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL 
remarked,  that  he  did  not  think  that 
the  hon,  and  learned  Member  for  Chat* 
ham  (Mr.  Gorst)  need  be  very  much 
concerned  because  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton)  dis* 
agreed  from  him,  because,  as  far  as  he 
could  gather  from  the  somewhat  rapid 
and  not  altogether  coherent  utterances 
of  the  latter,  he  appeared  to  betray  the 
aame  want  of  information  upon  this  ques- 
tiOQ  which  characterized  his  general  re- 
marks. He  must  at  the  outset  express  his 
regret  that  the  case  of  these  Maamtrasna 
murders  had  not  elicited  from  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite — many  of  whom,  as  far  as  he 
oould  judge,  had  li^^tened  to  the  disoua- 
610 Q  that  had  taken  place  with  atten- 
tion—any expression  of  opinion,  because 
no  Party  question  could  arise  out  of  this 
matter,  inasmuch  as  both  sides  of  the 


House  must  be  equally  animated  by  the 
desire  that  justice  should  be  fairly  ad- 
ministered in  Ireland  as  well  as  in  Eng- 
land. He  thought,  therefore,  that  it 
would  have  been  well — as  no  other 
Busiuess  of  importance  was  likely  to 
come  on — if  some  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site had  for  the  moment  shaken  them- 
selves  free  from  the  shackles  of  Party 
that  usually  bound  them,  and  had  given 
the  House  and  the  public  some  idea  of 
the  opinion  which  they  had  formed  of 
the  manner  in  which  the  proceedings 
in  question  had  been  conducted.  Ha 
had  no  doubt  that  the  Government,  in 
connection  with  this  case,  were  in  about 
as  awkward  a  dUemma  as,  he  supposed, 
they  had  ever  been  on  any  Irish  matter 
since  the  present  Parliament  came  to- 
gether. The  Secretary  of  8tate  for  War 
at  the  close  of  lant  Session,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  easing  the  progi'ess  of  iSuppIy, 
gave  the  Irish  Party  to  understand  that 
there  would  be  an  inquiry  into  this  case 
by  the  Government,  and,  of  course,  Irish 
Members  who  heard  that  intimation  de- 
sisted from  their  opposition  to  the  Vote 
then  before  the  House,  believing  that 
the  promised  inquiry  would  be  of  a  kind 
that  would  be  satisfactory  to  them.  And, 
no  doubt,  the  noble  Lord,  cautious  though 
ho  always  was,  did  convey  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers the  idea  that  the  inquiry  to  be 
made  by  the  Government  would  be  an 
impartial  and  an  independent  one  ;  and 
it  was  in  consequence  of  that  supposition 
on  the  part  of  Irish  Members  ttiat  the 
Govemment  were  allowed  to  take  the 
Tote  upon  the  particular  item  of  the  Irish 
Estimates  which  was  then  under  discus- 
sion, and  which  was  at  that  time  urgently 
required.  The  necessary  Vote  having 
been  obtained,  the  pledge  had  to  be 
fulfilled,  and,  as  was  the  case  with  re- 
gard to  many  other  Government  pledgee 
given  with  the  object  of  escaping  from 
a  momentary  Parliamentary  difficulty,  it 
became  a  question  with  the  Government 
with  how  little  impartiality,  with  how 
little  sincerity,  and  with  how  little  of 
huna  Jiiies  their  pledge  could  be  carried 
out.  Of  course,  when  he  was  speaking 
of  Government  pledges,  he  had  in  mind 
those  that  had  been  given  in  reference 
to  the  Transvaal,  and  to  Egypt,  and  of 
others.  There  could  be  no  doubt  in  the 
ml  ad  of  anyone  as  to  what  a  bond  fidf 
inquiry  was.  The  Government  them- 
selves had  given  the  Hous«e  a  good 
specimen  of  oae  in  the  case  of  Kilraartiu. 
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The  Prime  Minister  had  been  very  much 
impressed  by  the  nature  of  that  case,  so 
much  so  that  he  had  given  a  personal 
pledge,  and  undoubtedly  the  inquiry  was 
a  satisfactory  one.  It  had  been  con- 
ducted by  means  of  an  independent  bar- 
rister sent  down  to  the  locality,  and  who 
took  evidence  upon  the  spot,  and  the 
result  was  that  the  innocence  of  Kil- 
martin  was  clearly  proved.  Before  he 
left  the  case  of  Kilmartin  he  wished  to 
express  his  regret  at  hearing  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  New  Eoss  (Mr.  J. 
Bedmond)  that  when  Kilmartin  was  re- 
leased, the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  taken 
steps  to  send  him  back  to  his  home  with 
every  stigma  of  crime  attaching  to  him. 
If  that  story  were  true,  all  he  could  say 
was  that  such  a  mean  and  wretched  pro- 
ceeding on  the  part  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment could  scarcely  be  exceeded.  Be 
that  as  it  might,  however,  the  inquiry 
itself  was  a  bond  fide  and  satisfactory 
one,  and  it  was  such  an  inquiry  as  that 
which  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for 
War  was  understood  to  have  promised 
would  be  made  into  the  present  case. 
But  the  inquiry  into  the  present  case 
could  not  be  said  to  have  been  in  any 
sense  satisfactory,  for  it  was  in  the 
nature  of  a  Judge  reviewing  his  own 
sentence.  Lord  Spencer  having  caused 
a  capital  sentence  to  be  carried  out,  was 
called  upon  to  say  whether  he  had  acted 
rightly  in  so  doing.  The  noble  Lord 
thereupon  considered  the  matter  in  the 
recesses  of  the  Castle,  and  on  reflection 
he  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  he  had 
acted  rightly.  Now  the  matter  had  come 
Tip  again,  and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment found  themselves  placed  in  a  very 
difficult  position  indeed.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorat) 
had  felt  the  importance  of  the  case,  and 
he  had  put  it  in  such  a  way  that  the  Go- 
vernment themselves  felt  the  importance 
of  it,  and  no  one  had  more  felt  its  im- 
portance than  the  Prime  Minister,  and 
the  Prime  Minister  himself,  no  doubt, 
would  have  liked  to  have  made  this  con- 
cession to  the  Irish  Members,  which  his 
own  high  sense  of  justice  would  urge 
him  to  make,  especially  when  that  con- 
cession would  be  of  immediate  political 
advantage.  The  Prime  Minister  must 
have  two  points  of  difficulty  before  him. 
He  had  to  keep  in  view  the  Division  on 
the  Franchise  Bill,  which  was  likely  to 
take  place  in  that  House  before  long, 
when  it  would  be  of  vital  importance  to 
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him  to  sustain  his  numerical  majority. 
And  the  Prime  Minister  had  also  to 
take  into  account  that  if,  in  order  to 
maintain  that  numerical  majority,  he 
was  to  make  this  concession  to  the  Irish 
Members,  he  would  be  met  by  the 
prompt  resignation  of  Earl  Spencer.  It 
must  be  obvious  to  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site that  if  the  Government  made  any 
concession  that  night  to  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers upon  this  point,  that  Earl  Spencer 
must  be  discredited,  and  could  not  re- 
main in  Office.  The  inquiry  that  had 
been  held  into  this  case  had  been  con- 
ducted by  Earl  Spencer  himself,  and  he 
had  written  to  the  Archbishop  of  Tuam 
to  say  that  after  careful  inquiry  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  judicial 
process  had  been  properly  carried  out, 
and  that  his  decision  with  regard  to  the 
execution  of  the  sentence  was  a  just  one. 
It  would,  therefore,  be  perfectly  clear  to 
every  hon.  Member  in  that  House  that, 
if  within  a  few  weeks  of  Earl  Spencer 
writing  that  letter,  the  Government  were 
to  come  to  the  conclusion  that  his  in- 
quiry was  worthless  and  that  his  decision 
did  not  deserve  their  confidence,  Earl 
Spencer  would  have  to  come  away  from 
Ireland,  and  thus  colour  would  be  given 
for  the  suspicion  that  had  been  excited 
in  the  minds  of  the  English  people  that 
there  was  some  foundation  for  the  sug- 
gestion that  a  bargain  had  been  entered 
into  between  the  Government  and  the 
Irish  Party,  of  which  such  free  mention 
had  been  made  in  the  newspapers,  and 
that  the  Irish  Party  would  not  support 
the  Government  unless  Earl  Spencer 
and  Mr.  Trevelyan  were  brought  away 
from  Ireland.  It  was  clear,  therefore, 
that  whatever  might  be  the  immediate 
gain  to  the  Government  through  making 
such  a  concession,  it  would  be  lost  by 
them  in  another  way.  The  House  would 
therefore  agree  with  him  that  the  Go- 
verment  were  placed  in  a  position  of 
great  difficulty,  a  difficulty  which  arose 
entirely  from  the  fact  that  the  whole  of 
their  policy  in  Ireland  had  always  been 
conducted,  not  with  the  view  to  the 
benefit  of  Ireland,  nor  with  a  view  of 
securing  the  prosperity  of  the  people  of 
that  country,  but  solely  from  time  to 
time  of  taking  such  steps  as  their  par- 
ticular political  difficulties  might  de- 
mand. When  the  Prime  Minister  in- 
troduced the  Land  Act  of  1882,  he  said 
that  he  would  be  guided  by  the  Divine 
light  of  justice,  and  that  guided  by  that 
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light  be  could  not  possibly  err.  Unfor- 
tunately that  evening  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  hud  not  been  guided  by  the 
Divine  light  of  justice,  but  solely  by  a 
regard  for  Parliamentary  exigencies. 
The  debate  had  been  resumed  about 
6  o'clock,  and,  excepting  the  speech 
of  tbe  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
which  did  not  count,  the  Dotiae  had  not 
yet  been  favoured  with  the  views  of  the 
Government-  No  one  could  throw  bo 
much  light  upon  these  mattere  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  said  he 
was  not  a  Alember  of  the  Government, 
and  if  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  feel  in  a  position  to-night  to  make 
any  remarks^,  he  hoped  on  Monday  ho 
would  appear  in  the  full-blown  charac- 
ter of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  and  address  the  House.  A 
careful  and  impartial  examination  of 
theMaamtrasna  case  led  one  irresistibly 
to  the  conclu.sion  that  an  inquiry  was 
necessary.  It  was  not  disputed  that  a 
Yery  important  piece  of  evidence  was 
kept  back  from  the  jury  by  the  Grown 
counsel,  and  that  the  counsel  for  the 
defence  had  no  opportunity  of  bringing 
that  particular  evidence  before  the  Court, 
These  facts  would  cause  the  House  to 
consider  the  mode  in  which  criminal 
trials  were  conducted  in  Ireland,  For 
Bome  years  there  had  been  great  diffi- 
culty in  obtaining  evidence  in  Ireland, 
and  certain  laws  had  been  passed  in 
consequence  in  order  to  facilitate  the 
conduct  of  trials.  The  result  had  been 
that  the  officials  charged  wnth  the  vindi- 
cation of  the  law  had  shrunk  from 
hardly  any  process  in  order  to  obtain 
cjonvictiona,  irrespective  of  the  guilt  or 
innocence  of  the  accused.  That  was  not 
the  way  in  which  criminal  trials  were 
conducted  in  this  country.  No  one 
would  condemn  more  strongly  the  course 
taken  by  the  Crown  counsel  in  tlie 
Maamtrasna  case  than  the  Attorney 
General  for  England,  and  he  felt  sure 
that  such  a  course  would  never  be  fol* 
lowed  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
The  time  had  arrived  when  Parliament 
should  express  its  views  on  the  question 
whether  far  greater  caution  ought  not 
to  be  exercised  in  the  conduct  of  cri- 
minal trials  in  Ireland,  Tlie  Prime 
Minister,  alluding  to  the  state  of  Ire- 
land, said  the  other  day  in  Edinburgh 
tbatp  as  a  result  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  the  Irish  people  placed 
greater  coaddenco  iu  the  administration 


of  justice.  But  how  could  the  Irish 
people  feel  any  increased  confidence  in 
the  administration  of  the  law  after  hear- 
ing of  the  great  miscaiTiage  of  justice 
in  the  case  of  Kilmartin.  and  of  the 
miscarriage  caused  by  the  conduct  of 
the  Crown  counsel  in  the  Maamtrasna 
case,  in  which  case  evidence  immediately 
relevant  to  the  issue  was  kept  hack  from, 
the  jury?  It  was  said  that  if  the  in- 
quiry which  was  demanded  were  granted 
a  severe  blo^v  would  be  dealt  to  the  ad* 
ministration  of  criminal  justice  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  were  they  on  that  account  to 
refuse  to  do  justice  in  this  case?  At 
Edinburgh  the  Prime  Minister  had  also 
made  a  remark  distinctly  appropriate  to 
the  present  issue,  when,  with  reference 
to  the  conduct  of  another  Ai^sembly,  he 
said  that  there  was  nothing  more  to  be  de- 
precated than  the  fear  of  being  thought 
afraid.  Were  the  Government  afraid  of 
being  thought  afraid  to  do  justice  in 
Ireland  lest  Judges  and  Crown  counsel 
might  have  their  credit  shaken?  Con- 
siderations like  these,  if  allowed  to  in- 
fluence them,  were  fatal  to  the  cause  of 
good  government  in  that  country.  Ho 
appealed  to  the  Government  to  grant  the 
inquiry.  If  by  giving  way  on  this  ques- 
tion they  should  secure  a  few  Irish  votes, 
he  should  not  object,  and  they  need  fear 
no  taunt  from  him.  If  the  (jovernment 
felt  that  the  conduct  of  this  trial  was  not 
such  as  to  reflect  credit  on  those  who 
were  responsible  for  it»  or  to  conduce  to 
a  certain  and  sure  result  in  the  verdict 
of  the  jury — if  they  felt  that,  then  let 
them  get  up  and  state  to  the  House  that 
though  the  result  of  an  inquiry  might 
be  temporarily  inconvenient  to  them- 
selves, they  would  do  this  for  the  bene- 
fit  of  Irebind. 

Mr,  TEEVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  noble 
Lord*s  speech  did  not  contain  many  very 
definite  propositions.  He  has  a«ked  the 
Qovernmeut  to  meet  the  difficult  situa- 
tion in  a  way  which  he  did  not  exactly 
define.  He  did,  however,  lay  down  one 
definite  proposition.  He  said  the  Go- 
vernment were  in  a  very  difficult  posi- 
tion. Now,  in  that  respect,  I  do  not 
agree  with  the  noble  Lord.  The  noble 
Lord  tells  us— if  I  slip  out  the  word 
**we  "  iii  the  course  of  the  few  remarks 
I  have  to  make,  I  hope  it  will  be  un- 
derstood wliat  I  mean— the  noble  Lord 
tells  us  that  we  have  not  only  to  think 
of  the  Divisions  on  the  Representatiou 
of  the  People  Bill,  but  that  we  hnve  to 
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think  of  the  existence  of  the  Gk)vem- 
ment.  We  may  have  to  think  of  those 
things,  but  we  do  not  think  of  them, 
and  this  matter  concerns  one  of  those 
departments  of  human  life  in  which  no 
(Government  has  a  right  to  think  of  any 

r^litical  considerations  whatever;  and 
think  that  the  noble  Lord,  if  he  had 
thought  fur  a  little  while  longer  before 
he  got  up,  would  not  have  indulged 
in  Party  taunts  in  this  matter  of  life 
and  death,  and  liberty  and  detention  of 
men  in  prison.  Certainly,  the  Govern- 
ment feel  that  if  they  were  to  allow 
political  considerations  to  influence  them 
in  a  matter  of  this  description — in  a 
matter  that  concerns  the  question  whe- 
ther law  and  order  shall  exist  in  Ireland, 
and  whether  justice  shall  be  duly  adminis- 
tered in  such  a  manner  that  Ireland  can 
be  a  habitable  country — they  would  be 
guilty  of  the  greatest  iniquity  a  Govern- 
ment could  be  guilty  of.  Such  a  course 
reminds  me  of  the  line  of  the  Eoman 
poet — 

**  Propter  yitam  yivendi  perdere  caufas." 

We  have  come  to  a  decision  on  this  mat- 
ter from  considerations  quite  different 
.g^om^those  which  have  been  stated  by 
the  noble  tori^-*BiJL.y^  endeavour 
to  explain  what  the  considerations'  are 
upon  which  the  Gbvernment  have  acted, 
following,  in  the  course  of  my  explana- 
tion, two  or  three  of  the  most  'marked 
speeches  which  have  been  made  in  the 
course  of  the  evening.  The  noble  Lord 
has  said  that  my  noble  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  gave  a  pledge, 
at  the  end  of  last  Session,  which  pledge 
has  not  been  fulfilled  with  the  sincerity 
and  hona  fides  with  which  a  Government 
pledge  ought  to  be  carried  out.  I  have 
at  this  moment  before  me  Hansard^s 
Parhamentary  Debates,  Haneard^s  Par- 
liamentary Dehatesy  as  hon.  Members 
are  well  aware,  are  very  much  the 
most  accurate  record  of  those  proceed- 
ings which  take  place  late  in  the  Ses- 
sion, and  on  Money  Bills,  and  my  noble 
Friend  desires  me  to  say  that  he  was 
so  very  anxious  that  the  words  of  that 
pledge  should  bo  before  the  House  in 
such  a  shape  that  they  might  be  indu- 
bitable, that  he  forebore  to  make  in 
Mansard  those  verbal  corrections,  and 
those  corrections  even  of  punctuation, 
which  hon.  Members  feel  themselves  at 
liberty  to  make.  He  wished  that  Han- 
sard diould  be  an  instrument  of  appeal 
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in  exactly  the  shape  in  which  his  words 
were  taken  down,  at  the  moment  they 
were  uttered,  by  the  reporters  in  the 
Gallery.  Now,  what  are  the  words  of 
my  noble  Friend  ?    He  says — 

**  It  has  been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien)  that  these  allegations 
rest,  to  a  great  extent,  on  statements  which 
have  been  made  in  a  formal  and  solemn  manner 
before  a  certain  dignitary  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic Church.  If  these  statements  are  primd  facte 
of  a  bondjlde  character,  and  are  vouched  for  by 
the  dignitary  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
before  whom  they  were  brought,  and  are  brought 
formally  under  the  notice  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  they  will  receive  consideration ; 
and  if  there  appears  to  be  a  case  for  further 
inquiry,  that  inquiry  will  be  granted." — 
(3  Bantard,  [292]  676.) 

Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  in  a  speech 
which  I  am  told  was  considered  by  hon. 
Members  to  be  singularly  clear,  as  it 
doubtless  was,  and  likewise  singularly 
well  informed  in  all  branches  of  the  sub- 
ject— with  which  I  do  not  equally  agree — 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham said  that  the  Archbishop  of  Tuam 
had  brought  a  charge  of  misconduct 
against  an  official,  and,  therefore,  that 
the  Gt)vemment  to  which  my  noble 
Friend  belonged  was  bound  to  fulfil  its 
pledge.  But  the  Archbishop  of  Tuam 
QQes  not  bring  the  charge.  He  is  but 
the  pesson  who  conveys  it.  The  Arch- 
bishop does  not^ow  anything  about  it 
himself.  He  depeiiiAft^^n  the  testimony 
of  another  person ;  and  ^)H)is  that  other 
person  ?  None  other  than  raiiit  informer 
and  accomplice  of  whose  testhnony  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
himself,  a  few  sentences  before  ^  his 
speech,  stated  that  his  evidence  '"vas 
absolutely  worthless.  And  that  is  r^ 
sole  evidence  which  the  Archbishop  dt 
Tuam  has  for  the  charge  he  makes^ 
against  the  Government  officials  for  thev 
manner  in  which  they  took  the  evidence  V 
of  Casey.  I  consider  that  my  noble  \ 
Friend,  who  had  not  been  informed  of  ^ 
the  circumstances  of  this  case,  was 
perfectly  justified  in  making  the  promise 
he  made  last  Session  in  the  House  of 
Commons ;  and  I  consider  that  when 
the  Irish  Government  looked  into  the 
matter  and  foimd  that  the  pritnd  facie 
case  consisted  merely  of  the  evidence  of 
a  thrice-perjured  man — \_Cries  o/**Oh !  " 
from  the  Irish  3Iemb9rs'\ — yes;  a  thrice- 
penured  man,  coming  forward  not  even 
witn  perjuries,  but  merely  with  state- 
ments, and  that  when  those  statements 
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were  disproved  by  the  three  officials  to 
whom  they  were  referred^  I  ccmsidor 
that  tLe  Govern m en t  were  justified  in 
sajing  that  they  had  ui^de  a  perfectly 
adequate  inquiry  under  the  circum- 
stances. [  Vriea  6/  **  Oh  !  ^^  from  the  Iruh 
MemhtrMj]  Tbat  is  niy  opinion »  at  any 
rate.  Now,  it  nmst  be  remembered  that 
not  only  were  these  unsupported  state- 
ments of  Casey's  tainted  by  the  vury 
source  from  which  they  came,  but  they 
were  also  the  most  reckless  and  Ill- 
considered  statements  that  ever  were 
placed  before  the  public.  They  con- 
sisted of  a  series  of  interviews,  which  I 
believe  to  have  been  r^tported  with  very 
great  care  by  the  persons  with  whom 
the  interviews  were  held.  One  is  by  the 
reporter  of  The  Freeman^s  Journal,  and 
Others  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
meath  (Mr-  Harrington).  But  these 
reports  contain  all  sorts  of  discrepancies 
of  a  very  perious  character,  and  espetially 
in  connection  wifh  the  reported  inter- 
view with  Mr.  Brady,  Mr.  Bolton,  and 
the  Governor  of  the  gaol.  In  Th^  Free- 
man^t  Journal  of  the  1 1  th  of  August, 
1884,  it  is  f»tatod,  in  the  report  of  an 
interfiew  which  took  place  between 
Thomas  Casey  and  the  special  corre- 
spondent of  that  i*aper,  that  on  the 
Thursday  before  the  trial  Bolton  saw 
Casey  in  Kilmainham  Prison  by  him- 
self, and  showed  him  Pliilbin's  report. 
It  is  also  stated  that  at  Green  Street, 
Bolton  met  Casey  a  second  time,  when 
he  made  his  statement  about  the  murder, 
I  do  not  lay  any  stress  upon  the  fact 
that  it  \^a9  the  wrong  day,  but  there 
was  a  very  definite  statement  thatCasej 
was  informed  first  by  Bolton  reading 
the  evidence  of  Philbin ;  whereas,  ac- 
cording to  thestatementof  the  hon. Mem- 
ber for  Weetmeath  (Mr,  Harrington), 
whose  extraordinary  industry  in  getting 
up  the  case  is  a  pr«jof  of  his  sincerity, 
Casey  stated  that  he  had  been  in- 
formed on  the  morning  of  the  trial  of 
what  he  had  to  say  in  a  conversation  he 
had  with  Mr.  Bolton.  Here,  then,  we 
have  Casey  stating  to  the  correspondent 
of  The  Fr*97nan'8  Journal  iU^X  he  was  in- 
formed  of  what  he  was  to  swear  on  the 
Thursday  or  Saturday  in  the  previous 
week,  by  means  of  having  evidence  read 
over  to  him,  while  afterwards,  in  speak- 
ing to  thehoD.  Member  for  Westmeath, 
he  stated  that  on  the  following  Monday 
he  would  not  have  been  aware  what 
evidenoe  he  was  wanted  to  g^ve,  had  he 


not  been  prompted  vivd  voes  by  Bolton 
on  the  spot.  In  the  hon.  Member^a 
sixth  letter  in  reference  to  the  case, 
dated  the  7th  of  October  last,  it  is  stated 
that  the  confession  took  place  in  Green 
Street  Court  House  on  tho  first  morning 
of  the  trial.  As  reported  by  the  hon. 
Member,  this  is  what  happened — 

'^ThG  next  day  was  the  day  of  the  trial. 
When  wo  were  going  into  the  van  I  aaw  Philbin 
going  away  in  a  cab.  The  other  ra<?n  went  into 
the  van,  I  was  the  last  to  go  In,  and  I  then 
said  to  tho  fJnveraor  that  he  might  speak  ta 
Bolton.  1  had  not  given  him  an  answer  tho 
night  before.  We  were  then  brotig^ht  to  tho 
Court,  The  nine  of  us  wore  in  the  room  at  tho 
buck  of  the  dock,  and  my  name  was  called.  I 
wa§  brought  a  few  yards  to  the  right  to  a  Httlt 
room  where  Mr.  Brady,  i^Ir.  Bolton,  and  th« 
Goveroor  of  the  gaol  were,  Mr,  Bolton  was 
tho  first  who  spoke.  Ho  said—*  Now,  Casey » yoa 
are  going  to  make  a  statement.*  Ho  pulled  out 
hia  watch  and  said  T  had  only  ii  short  time.  I 
aaid  I'd  like  to  give  evidence  fair.  He  replied 
that  T  had  only  20  minutes  to  consider  ray  neck. 
Mr.  Bolton  asked — *Who  are  the  three  men  that 
went  int^  th©  House  ?  '  I  did  not  answer  fa-^t 
enough-  Mr.  Brady  then  said,  low,  across  th« 
room,  to  Bolfeoa,  *T  know  them— Pat  *Toyco, 
Pat  Casey,  and  JVIylea  Joyce.*  Then  I  knew 
what  names  I  should  say.** 

Here  we  have  Casey  stating  to  one  person 
that  he  was  inff^rmed  of  what  he  should 
have  to  say  on  th«?  Thursday  or  the 
Saturday  of  tin?  previuna  week  by  means 
of  havinj^  the  evidence  of  Philbin  read 
over  to  him  by  Bnlton,  and  w»^  have  him 
stating,  some  time  after  wank,  tu  tho  hon. 
Member  for  Westmeath  (Mr. Harrington) 
that  when  the  Monday,  which  was  the 
morning:  of  the  trial ^  came,  he  was  not 
aware  what  evidence  he  had  to  give^  and 
had  to  be  prompted  vlvd  voce  on  tho 
spot.  That  is  a  very  good  instance  of 
the  inaccuracies  which  pervade  the  state- 
ments of  Casey,  and  it  is  on  these  in- 
accurate statements,  inaccurate  in  them- 
selves as  compared  with  each  other,  and 
frightfully  at  variance  with  the  state- 
ment sworn  to  by  Casey  on  previous 
occasions,  that  the  Government  are  asked 
to  go  in  the  teeth  of  a  solemn  trial,  and 
consent  to  an  inquiry  which,  in  my 
opinion,  and  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Government,  would  be  a  severe  blow  to 
the  administration  of  the  law,  and  would 
shake  the  foundations  of  justice  in  Ire- 
land, Here  is  another  instance.  In 
The  Fr^emaWs  Journal  of  the  6th  of 
Sept'-'mber,  18H4,  there  is  an  account 
of  an  interview  between  a  newspaper 
correspondent  and  Thomas  Casey,  when 
Oasey  stated  that  there  were  no   such 
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people  as  Nee  and  Kelly,  but  that  they 
were  false  names  taken  by  two  Caseys, 
father  and  son,  alleged  by  Thomas 
Casey  to  have  been  at  the  murder.  In 
the  letter  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
meath  (Mr.  Harrington)  of  the  2nd  of 
October,  1884,  Thomas  Casey  says — 
**  Old  Casey  was  Kelly,  and  John  Casey, 
junr.,  was  Nee."  But  in  a  statement 
made  on  the  28th  of  July,  1883,  to 
District  Inspector  Stokes,  Casey,  the  in- 
former, said  "  Nee  was  Walsh  "  —  a 
name  which  appears  quite  incidentally 
and  then  disappears  again.  Thomas 
Casey,  on  the  same  occasion,  urged 
Inspector  Stokes  to  prosecute  Walsh 
and  the  two  Caseys.  Here,  then,  are 
three  different  statements  which  Casey 
makes  as  to  Nee  and  Kelly,  and  this  is 
the  man,  whose  unconsidered  statements, 
flying  loosely  about,  but  which  he  thinks 
will  be  for  his  own  advantage,  we  are 
to  take  for  the  absolute  truth. 

Mb.  HAREINGTON  :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  the  state- 
ment to  Stokes  was  not  made  before  the 
confession  to  the  Crown  officials  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  ;  It  was  made  on 
the  28th  of  July. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON:  Before  the 
confession  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  It  was  a  some- 
what curious  statement,  because  it  came 
about  half-way  between  the  earlier 
statement  on  oath  and  the  subsequent 
statement,  and  it  differs  very  materially 
from  both  of  them.  Then  there  is  another 
exceedingly  important  statement.  At 
the  trial,  Casey,  as  is  well  known,  swore 
that  Philbin  was  present.  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  gave  collateral 
evidence  also  as  to  the  presence  of 
Philbin.  It  is  a  very  interesting  fact 
that  the  two  men  among  the  three 
Joyces,  who  knew  Philbin  by  sight, 
also  swore  to  his  presence.  He  was  not, 
however,  sworn  to  by  one  of  the  three 
cardinal  witnesses  who  did  not  know 
him  by  sight.  The  Solicitor  General 
also  reminded  us  how  one  man,  who 
was  undoubtedly  guilty,  and  who  was 
afterwards  executed  for  this  miserable 
murder,  when  he  was  arrested,  asked 
the  policeman  whether  Philbin  had  not 
been  arrested  likewise.  Casey  swore 
that  Philbin  was  there  ;  Philbin  himself 
swore  that  he  was  there ;  and,  in  fact, 
the  evidence  which  pointed  to  his  pre- 
sence on  that  occasion  was  clear  and 
OTerwhelming,  and  the  further  evidence 
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of  Casey,  at  a  subsequent  period,  when 
his  object  was  not  to  confirm  his  pre- 
vious evidence — namely,  at  the  trial  for 
compensation  for  the  murder — corrobo- 
rated his  former  statement. 

Mr.  HEALY:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  quote  his  statement  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  Yes,  I  have  no 
objection  to  quote  his  statement  when 
he  did  not  come  forward  to  give  evi- 
dence as  an  approver. 

Mr.  HEALY:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  what  punishment  he  was 
subjected  to  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy);  in  his 
remarks  this  evening,  denied  that  this 
evidence  had  been  given.  He  said  that 
the  statement  of  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  was  absolutely  without 
foundation.  I  will  read  the  first  few 
lines  of  the  evidence — 

''  lam  one  of  them,"  said  Casey,  "charged 
with  the  murder  of  the  Joyces.  Anthony  Phil- 
bin, my  brother-in-law,  was  also  one  of  the 
party  on  the  night  of  the  Joyce  murder.*' 

That  was  all  he  said  about  Philbin  in 
the  course  of  the  evidence ;  but  I  will 
read  on  if  it  is  considered  necessary. 
Well,  Sir,  here  we  have  proof,  by  the 
most  undoubted  testimony  of  Philbin 
himself,  of  Casey,  and  others,  of  the 
presence  of  Philbin  at  the  murder  ;  and, 
again,  since  Casey  appeared  as  a  Crown 
witness  to  the  murder,  we  find  him 
giving  evidence,  in  an  incidental  case, 
that  Philbin  was  there ;  but  now,  in  a 
statement  made  at  random  to  persons 
who  did  not  take  testimony  on  oath, 
Casey  says,  in  an  off-hand  manner,  that 
Philbin  was  not  there  at  all.  But  I  will 
not  be  content  with  relying  on  the  fact 
that  this  was  a  man  who,  by  his  own 
confession,  was  a'  murderer  and,  if 
everything  that  he  said  was  true,  was  a 
double  murderer  of  the  most  fearful  na- 
ture. This  man  confesses  that  he  took 
part  in  the  hideous  crime  in  the  Joyces' 
cottage.  He  says  now  that  ho  swore 
away  the  lives  of  innocent  men.  On  the 
top  of  all  this,  I  have  shown  that  he  has 
been  in  recent  days,  for  motives  into 
which  I  will  not  enter,  but  which  are 
very  obvious,  and  which  the  House  may 
very  well  define,  sowing  broadcast,  not, 
indeed,  perjuries,  but  statements  which, 
if  there  was  any  prospect  of  this  inquiry 
on  oath  we  are  asked  for,  would  very 
soon  become  perjuries  of  the  deepest 
dye ;  and  it  is  on  this  man's  evidence, 
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and  this  man's  evidence  alone,  that  the 
House  is  asked  to  say  that  a  primd  facie 
case  exists  for  an  inquiry.  [6V»V«  of 
<'No,  no!"  ''Not  at  all!"  from  the 
Irish  Members^  The  inquiry  promised 
by  my  noble  Friend  rests  absolutely  on 
this  man's  evidence  alone,  for  the  House 
is  asked  to  grant.that  part  of  the  inquiry 
which  refers  to  the  conduct  of  the  Crown 
officials  in  the  matter  of  getting  this 
evidence  solely  upon  this  man's  evidence. 
["No  !  "]  I  say  yes ;  there  is  nothing 
else 

Mb.  HAEEINGTON:  There  was 
suppression  of  evidence. 

Mk.  TEEVELYAN:  I  say  that,  as 
far  as  the  question  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Crown  officials  in  taking  Casey's  evi- 
dence is  concerned,  although  possibly  I 
might  allow  that  there  are  other  matters 
connected  with  the  rest  of  the  case — and, 
of  course,  I  propose  to  go  into  those 
parts  of  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Westmeath  (Mr.  Harrington) — 
but  as  regards  the  inquiry  into  the  con- 
duct of  Mr.  Brady  and  Mr.  Bolton,  there 
is  absolutely  nothing  but  this  man's  evi- 
dence. The  hon.  Member  for  Mona- 
ghan  (Mr.  Healy)  went  through  this 
part  of  the  case  with,  I  thought,  con- 
siderable moderation  of  language,  al- 
though he  now  and  then  broke  out  into 
vituperation,  which  I  shall  have  to 
refer  to  by-and-bye.  If,  in  the  re- 
marks I  have  to  make,  I  attend  a 
little  more  closely  to  the  speeches 
which  have  been  made  to-day  than 
to  that  which  was  delivered  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westmeath  (Mr.  Harrington) 
last  night,  it  will  not  be  from  want  of 
interest  or  attention  to  the  exertions  of 
the  hon.  Member,  who  certainly  stated 
his  case  with  the  greatest  care,  but  I 
prefer  to  confine  my  remarks  mainly  t^ 
those  speeches  which  are  still  fresh  in  the 
recollection  of  the  House.  Thehon.  Mem- 
ber for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy)  has  at- 
tacked the  witnesses.  The  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral, who  has  been  referred  to,  I  think,  by 
some  of  the  speakers  with  almost  unfair- 
ness, made  a  speech  which  I  must  say 
I  thought  was  most  exhaustive,  and  I 
am  not  going  to  apply  any  other  phrase 
to  it — it  was  perfectly  exhaustive  on  this 
important  subject,  and  was  contained 
within  a  very  moderate  compass,  seeing 
that  it  produced  such  a  result.  When 
we  are  told  that  it  was  a  partizan  speech, 
and  a  heated  speech,  I  wish  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  compare  it,  as  far  as  partizan- 


ship  is  concerned,  with  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill),  or,  as  far  as 
heat  is  concerned,  with  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  New  Eoss  (Mr.  J. 
Eedmond),.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
Solicitor  General  at  any  period  of  his 
speech  passed  the  bounds  of  that  honest 
indignation  which  is  everywhere  in 
place,  and  which  is  most  certainly  in 
place  when  the  House  of  Commons  is 
being  turned  into  a  Court  of  Appeal, 
and  when  hon.  Members  on  one  side  or 
the  other  are  speaking,  to  the  disadvan- 
tage of  the  country,  as  legal  advocates. 
This  case  rests  primarily  and  principally 
on  the  evidence  of  three  persons,  who 
stated  that  they  followed  the  band  of 
murderers,  and  who  absolutely  identi- 
fied them  with  one  exception.  One  of 
the  three  witnesses  did  not  identify  one 
of  the  murderers — that  is  to  say,  Phil- 
bin — but  Philbin  himself  confessed  that 
he  was  there,  and  his  evidence  was  sup- 
ported by  the  evidence  of  a  respectable 
female — I  believe  a  very  respectable 
female.  Well,  Sir,  hon.  Members  and 
hon.  and  learned  Members  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  have  impugned 
the  evidence  of  these  witnesses.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor),  who  began  the  de- 
bate this  evening,  spoke  of  palpable 
perjury.  The  hon.  Member  used  very 
strong  expressions  about  the  witnesses, 
and  he  has  been  followed  in  this  respect 
by  other  hon.  Members.  I  would  ask 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  around  me  to 
consider  what  chance  they  have  of  ar- 
riving at  the  truth  about  these  witnesses 
— they  who  cannot  see  them,  who  can- 
not hear  them  give  their  evidence,  and 
who  cannot  hear  them  being  cross- 
examined.  [**  Oh !  "]  Obviously,  they 
cannot  see  the  witnesses. 

Mb.  healy  :  Bring  them  before  a 
Select  Committee. 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN:  Surely,  the 
proper  course  on  a  point  of  this  sort  is 
to  refer  it  to  those  great  committees  of 
the  nation  which  are  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  these  criminal  cases — the 
Courts  of  Law — where  men  are  trained 
and  paid  for  the  purpose  of  sifting  evi- 
dence ;  where  they  give  their  whole 
time,  and  where  they  have  the  benefit 
of  a  long  experience.  Now,  what  was 
the  effect  produced  by  these  witnesses 
upon  the  Court  of  Law  ?  The  Judge 
charged  the  jury  to  the  effect  that  the 
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witnesses  were,  in  bis  opinion — ^I  am 
not  sure  of  the  exact  words,  but  tbey 
were  mucb  stronger  tban  those  I  wiU 
employ — that  the  witnesses  were  as  re- 
spectable and  as  trustworthy  witnesses 
as  bad  ever  appeared  before  him  in  Ire- 
land. The  words  used  were  words  to 
that  effect,  if  they  ctre  not  the  exact 
words.  The  same  Judge— Mr.  Justice 
Barry — charged  three  juries  in  regard 
to  these  witnesses,  and  those  juries  all 
agreed  in  believing  the  witnesses,  not 
only  after  hearing  them  give  their  evi- 
dence, but  after  they  had  heard  them 
cross-examined  by  very  able  counsel — 
counsel  who,  as  I  shall  show,  had  every 
means  of  knowing  every  point  upon 
which  the  evidence  of  the  witnesses  could 
be  broken  down,  if  it  was  possible  to 
break  it  down.  Of  what  nature  were 
the  juries  which  were  convinced  by  the 
evidence  of  these  witnesses  ?  I  am  not 
going  to  do  so  useless  a  thing  in  the 
House  of  Commons  as  to  read  over  a 
second  time  what  has  been  read  already 
to  the  House  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  although  I  am  sorry  to  say  that 
many  hon.  Gentlemen  now  in  the  House 
were  not  present  when  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  was  addressing  it  earlier 
in  the  evening ;  but  I  can  assure  them 
that  the  strongest  testimony  to  the  cha- 
racter of  the  juries  as  being  representa- 
tive juries,  not  composed  of  one  religion 
or  being  juries  of  one  class,  was  g^ven 
by  United  Ireland  and  by  The  FreemaiCe 
Joumalf  the  latter  being  a  paper  which, 
on  that  point,  deserves  to  be  listened  to 
with  very  great  interest  and  all  the 
more  attention  on  account  of  the  diffi- 
culties into  which  it  brought  itself  with 
the  Court  in  regard  to  this  very  subject 
of   juries.      Well,    Sir,   I    take  it  for 

g anted  that  every  hon.  Member  of  the 
ouse  will  admit  that,  at  the  time  of 
the  trial,  all  Ireland  and  every  Irish- 
man was  satisfied — reasonably  satisfied 
—with  the  composition  of  the  juries. 
Why  do  I  say  this  ?  It  is  for  this  rea- 
son— that  this  morning  an  extremely 
able  publication  has  been  placed  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members,  and  I  know 
too  wall  by  experience  how  much  more 
an  hon.  Member  is  affected  by  an  able 
publication  which  he  can  read  than  by 
a  speech — ^generally  pot  very  able — 
which  he  can  only  listen  to — a  publica- 
tion drawn  up  with  great  ability,  in 
some  respects  with  very  great  candour 
and  fairness,  because  the  Lord  Lieu- 
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tenant's  case  is  inserted  at  the  end  of 
it,  but  a  publication  which  contains  a 
preface  and  introduction  of  six  pages, 
printed  in  larg^  type,  and  just  that  sort 
of  introduction  which  10  men  would 
read  for  every  one  who  read  the  book 
from  the  first  page  to  the  last.  In  that 
preface,  in  large  type,  there  is  this 
passage — 

*'  Application  on  the  part  of  prisoners*  coun- 
sel for  postponement,  and  for  what  is  known  as 
a  *  view  jury,'  were  refused.  The  juries  were 
packed  after  the  manner  of  all  political  and 
amrian  trials  in  Ireland.  Eight  minutes'  de- 
liberation  sufficed  to  satisfy  the  mind  and  con- 
sciences of  the  first  jury,  and  Patrick  Joyce 
was  adjudged  guilty  and  sentenced  to  death. 
Patrick  Causey  was  then  immediately  put  upon 
his  trial  on  the  same  evidence,  and  the  jury 
gave  12  minutes'  consideration  to  his  fate." 

Now,  can  any  hon.  Gentleman  who  ap- 
proaches this  case  without  knowing  any- 
thing about  it  read  that  passage  about 
the  packing  of  the  juries,  and  the  short 
time  they  took  to  consider  their  verdict, 
and  not  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
writer  of  the  passage  was  of  opinion 
that  the  prisoners  had  been  condemned 
with  indecent  and  undue  haste  by  a 
packed  jury  ? 

Mr.  HAERINGTON:  Thirty-six 
jurors  out  of  the  special  jury  panel  were 
ordered  to  stand  aside  by  the  Grown  in 
the  case  of  Patrick  Joyce,  and  in  the 
case  of  Myles  Joyce  there  were  10  Pro- 
testants and  only  two  Catholics  upon  the 

Mr.  trevelyan  :  I  do  not  dispute 
what  the  hon.  Member's  opinion  is,  or 
that  he  has  ever  written  anything  in  the 
least  degree  inconsistent  with  the  opi- 
nion he  now  advances ;  but,  seeing  that 
hon.  Members  will  have  read  the  opi- 
nion of  the  hon.  Member  as  contained 
in  this  publication,  it  was  not,  I  think, 
superfluous  on  the  part  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  to  remind  the  House  that  United 
Ireland  admitted  at  the  time  that  the 
juries  who  tried  the  case  were  compara- 
tively fairly  composed. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  :  For  the  first  time  on 
record 

Mr.'  TREVELYAN  :  United  Ireland 
said,  in  reference  to  the  first  of  the  pri- 
soners charged  with  the  horrible  butche- 
ries at  Maamtrasna — 

"  On  the  trial  of  the  first  of  the  prisoners 
charged  with  the  horrible  butchery  at  Maam- 
trasna— may  we  venture  for  once  to  hint  poii 
hoCf  ergo  propter  hoe  ? — there  were  at  least  five 


and,  we  bolieve,  six  Catholic  jurors.  Thmr 
duty  wtt0  not  less  fearlessly  done,  aad  thoir 
Tftrdict  will  be,  perhapa,  rather  more  scrupu- 
lotialy  respected." 

After  the  third  trial  and  conrietion  had 
oome   to  an  end,  and  when  the  rest  of  i 
the  priftoners   had   pleaded  guilty,   the 
•ame  paper  says — 

"  The  Maamtrasna  trials  are  over,  and  stirh 
of  the  miserable  creatures  as  did  not  turn  ap- 
provers have  been  sentenced  to  be  handed.  We 
Deiieve  the  piiblic  are  satisfied  that  a  disiirusting' 
bat£hery  has  been  avenj^ed  upon  convincing  evi- 
dence by  jnries  comparatively  fairly  chosen." 

That  admission,  coneideriog  the  quarter 
from  which  it  eomes,  is  higher  praise 
than  the  conduct  of  any  criminal  trial  in 
my  day  in  Ireland  ever  received  before. 
The  first  three  trials  ended  in  the  con- 
Tiction  of  three  prisoners,  who  were 
sentenced  to  be  hanj^ed ;  and  now  1 
come  to  the  case  of  the  other  five  pri- 
Bonera*  The  other  fi^-e  pleaded  guilty. 
They  pleaded  guilty  withliesitatinn^  and 
after  seeing  their  priest  j  but  they  did 
plead  guilty ;  and  I  emphatically  say 
that  the  recollection  of  the  Crown  coun* 
eel  la  perfectly  clear  and  vivid  that  thoy 
pleaded  guilty  with  the  knowled^^e  that 
if  they  did  so  their  lives  would  still  be 
in  danger,  I  come  now— and  this  is  a 
point  to  which  I  wii-h  most  anxiously  to 
direct  the  attention  of  the  House— I 
oome  now  to  the  judgment  to  be  passed 
on  the  action  of  the  Viceroy.  The  Vice- 
roy had  to  consider  what  he  should  do 
in  this  case-  Three  independent  juries, 
after  a  careful  trial,  had  condemned  to 
death  three  men  on  evidence  which  con- 
vinced the  juries  thoroughly,  and  on  the 
same  evidence ;  and  there  were  live  men 
who,  on  going  tu  trial,  pleaded  guilty, 
and  gave  up  the  ease.  I  ask  whether 
there  was  anything  that  could  poasibly 
have  made  the  Viceroy  thick  that  it  wa** 
his  duty  to  spare  any  of  those  three  men 
in  the  case  of  a  murder  so  horrible  and 
eo  general,  unless  he  was  a  disbeliever 
in  the  efficacy  of  pnnishment  altogether, 
in  which  ease  I  conclude  it  would  have 
been  impossible  for  him  to  have  under- 
taken the  duty  of  dispensing  life  and 
death  at  all  ?  I  cannot  possibly  conceive 
what  ground  there  is  for  saying  that 
Karl  Spencer  did  not  do  his  duty  im  that 
occasion.  The  one  argument — ^andeven 
in  that  the  bon.  Member  for  Westmeath 
(Mr.  Harring'ton)  is  agreed — was  the 
confession  ot  the  two  men  who  were 
exeoQted.     With  regard  to  that  confes- 
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61  on,  which  the  Prime  Minister  has  said 
cannot  be  Inid  before  the  House,  there 
is  nothing  which  a  man  says  upon  the 
st»atfold  which  ought  to  outweigh  a  trial, 
the  Bolemnity  and  certainty  of  which  are 
absolut^dy  overwhelming.  I  am  not 
now  talking  about  any  of  the  matters 
brought  forwai'd  and  int<isted  upon  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham (Mr.  Gorbt).  They  were  all  subse- 
quent; but  at  the  moment  these  three 
men  were  sent  for  execution  the  case 
was  this — three  convictions  and  five  con- 
fessions out  of  the  10  men  arretted — 
seven  of  tliem  having,  as  it  were,  agreed 
in  the  same  story*  three  of  the  prisoners 
having  been  condemned  on  the  evidence, 
and  t)jere  being  nothing  against  it  ex- 
cept the  confession  of  men  about  to 
ascend  the  scaffold.  I  do  not  consider 
that  Earl  Spencer  had  any  choice  in  the 
matter ;  and  if  this  Resolution  is  passed 
condemning  the  execution  of  Mylea 
Joyce,  I  must  say  that  the  most  un- 
justifiable and  unjuHtified  condemnation 
will  have  been  passed  on  a  public  servant 
that  ever  was  passed  by  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  will  come  afterwards  to 
the  incarceration  of  the  four  other  men. 
I  am  brought  to  the  end  of  the  first 
period  of  the  case,  and  now  I  come  to 
the  next  period — the  one  to  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gor»t)  has  directed  most  of  his 
observations.  Since  this  moment  what 
has  happened  ?  Two  things  in  particular 
have  liappened— or,  rather,  one  thing 
has  happened^  and  another  thing  has 
been  insisted  upon.  That  which  has 
happened  is  that  one  of  the  informers, 
who  was  also  one  of  the  witnesses  on 
the  trial,  has  come  forward  and  stated 
that  he  perjured  himself,  and  sent  these 
men  to  the  scalfold  in  order  to  save  his 
own  neck.  Well,  Sir,  it  should  be  borne 
in  mind  that  this  witness's  evidence  was 
not  nece8!»ary  to  the  case  ;  it  was  hardly 
important  to  the  case.  It  was  brought 
forward  at  the  eleventh  hour — fo  much 
at  the  eleventh  hour,  indeed,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  New  Eoes  (Mr.  J. 
Kedmondj.  arguing  about  the  state* 
meat  with  regard  to  the  sanction  of  the 
Attorney  General  fur  Ireland,  said  that 
the  Attorney  General  did  not  use  it. 
And  why  did  not  the  Attorney  General 
use  it  ?  It  was  because  the  witness  was 
brought  forward  at  po  late  an  hour,  that 
at  the  time  the  Attorney  General  was 
opening  the  ease  the  evidence  was  being 
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taken  down — ^not  by  Mr.  Bolton,  as 
Casey  said,  but  by  Mr.  Brady.  It  was 
in  Mr.  Brady's  handwriting  from  the 
first  word  to  the  last.  As  a  matter  of 
iact,  it  was  evidence  that  was  not  in  the 
mind  of  the  counsel  for  the  Government 
at  the  time  they  determined  to  open  the 
case  against  the  prisoners.  All  I  can 
say  is,  that  if  the  House  consents  to 
grant  an  inquiry  into  this  case  on  the 
P^round  that  an  unimportant  witness  and 
informer,  and  an  accomplice,  two  years 
after  the  event,  came  forward  and  said 
that  he  had  sworn  to  a  lie,  there  is  no 
verdict  in  England  or  in  Ireland  that 
would  hold  good.  All  that  a  man  would 
have  to  do,  when  he  wanted  to  get  off, 
would  be  to  induce  somebody  to  come 
forward  and  give  some  trumpery  evi- 
dence—evidence important  enough  to 
induce  the  Crown  counsel  to  accept  it, 
and  then  afterwards  say  that  the  evidence 
he  had  given  was  false.  If  that  were 
done,  the  verdict  must  be  upset.  What 
has  been  the  conduct  of  Casey?  It 
is  a  curious  thing  to  watch  the  diffe- 
rent stages  of  his  conduct.  As  long 
as  he  did  not  see  that  his  interest 
lay  in  any  other  direction  he  stuck 
to  his  original  stoiy.  When  he  came 
forward  about  the  compensation  case,  he 
thought  that  his  interest  lay  in  going  to 
the  Government  and  in  turning  informer 
again.  Do  not  let  hon.  Members  carry 
away  the  idea  that  the  principal  object 
of  Casey  was  to  save  the  life  of  any- 
body. His  object  was  not  that ;  but  lus 
object  was  to  make  himself  important 
by  bringing  an  accusation  against  three 
other  men.  On  the  28th  of  J  uly,  in  this 
year,  he  came  and  told  District  Inspector 
Stokes  that  he  was  prepared  to  swear 
away  the  lives  of  three  more  men  in  ad- 
dition to  those  he  had  sworn  away  al- 
ready. That  was  the  first  form  in  which 
Casey's  additional  evidence  came.  Then, 
in  an  incidental  manner  at  the  end  of 
the  conversation,  Stokes  asked  Casey  if 
Philbin  was  there,  and  Casey  replied — 
**  No  ;  Philbin  was  not  there." 

Mr.  HEALY  :  When  did  Stokes  put 
the  quf^stion  ? 

Mr.  HAERINGTON:  Why  was  Casey 
asked  the  question  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  I  am  unable  to 
say.  Probably,  Philbin  had  not  been 
mentioned  in  Casey's  previous  state- 
ment. Stokes  asked  him  if  Myles  Joyce 
was  there,  and  his  answer  was  that 
Myles  Joyoe  was  there,  but  that  he  did 
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not  go  in.  Now,  there  is  no  contention 
that  Myles  Joyce  went  in.  Myles  Joyce 
suffered  on  the  scaffold,  not  because  there 
was  any  evidence  that  he  went  into  the 
house  of  the  murdered  man 

Mb.  HARRINGTON:  There  was 
direct  evidence  that  he  did  not  go  in. 

Mr.  trey ELYAN  :  Myles  Joyce  was 
sent  to  the  scaffold,  not  because  there  was 
evidence  that  he  went  into  the  House, 
but  because  the  evidence  satisfied  the 
jury  that  he  had  been  with  the  mur- 
derous party  who  went  to  the  house — a 
party  which  was  watched  not  from  the 
distances  we  have  been  told  to-night, 
and  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Westmeath 
(Mr.  Harrington),  but  in  some  cases 
from  a  distance  of  a  very  few  feet  by  men 
who  identified  amongst  them  every  in- 
dividual composing  the  party.  The 
hon.  Member  tells  us  that  the  localities 
are  now  thoroughly  known  and  studied ; 
that  he  has  himself  studied  the  localities 
with  great  interest ;  and  he  tells  us,  fur- 
ther, that  the  jury  were  not  taken  to 
the  spot.  Now,  I  do  not  know  that  it  is 
the  custom  generally  for  a  jury  to  exa- 
mine the  localities  unless  there  is  some 
important  dispute  on  the  question.  I 
do  not  know  that  it  ever  has  been  the 
custom.  What  the  custom  is  is  this. 
If  there  is  any  doubt,  the  counsel  for  the 
defence  goes  down  and  examines  the 
localities ;  and  in  this  case  not  only  did 
the  counsel  for  the  defence  go  down  and 
examine  the  localities,  but  a  special  fee 
was  paid  to  them  for  doing  so  by  the 
Government.  The  Attorney  General 
(now  Mr.  Justice  Johnson)  stated  that  the 
matter  was  of  much  importance;  and, 
therefore,  a  special  fee  was  given  to  men 
so  eminent  in  order  to  make  it  worth 
their  while  to  go  dowp  to  the  spot.  Casey 
having  found  that  this  statement  of  his 
was  received  very  coldly  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that  the  Government  did  not 
think  there  was  any  reason  for  proceeding 
against  the  three  men  he  was  anxious  to 
implicate  in  the  murders,  turned  round 
and  told  an  entirely  different  story. 
Now,  let  the  House  reflect  upon  what 
the  Government  was  asked  to  do.  This 
was  not  a  question  of  condoning  or  ac- 
quitting, but  a  question  whether,  on  the 
desultory  talk  of  one  perjured  murderer, 
we  were  to  proceed  against  three  men 
against  whom  a  jury  could  get  no  fresh 
evidence  unless  they  were  to  call  upon 
men  now  serving  their  time  in  penal 
servitude,    and     who    had    themselves 
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confessed  that  thoy  were  guilty  of 
a  capital  oS'ence.  But  I  would  ask 
aay  lawyer  how  often  it  is  that  aa 
innooeut  laan,  muih  lass  five  idqo- 
cent  men,  declare  themselves  guilty 
of  a  capital  offeuce  ?  It  is  said  that 
the«e  raea  were  told  to  do  so  by  their 
priest ;  aod  a  letter  ba-^  been  read  from 
the  rev.  gentleman  himaelf,  in  which 
he  states  that,  although  he  thought  the 
prisoners  on  the  whole  were  inno- 
cent, he  ad?ised  them  to  plead  guilty. 
Did  the  rev.  gentleman  know  that 
in  that  course  he  was  taking  away  the 
last  shadow  of  evidence  which  could 
have  been  offered  in  favour  of  the  tbrt»e 
men  who  had  been  sent  to  the  con- 
demned cell,  and  that  he  actually  made 
it  certain  that  they  would  suffer  the  ex- 
treme penalty  of  the  law^  ?  1  must  say 
that  that  was  the  terrible  and  the  awful 
result  of  such  advice  ;  and.  putting  aBide 
the  wickedness  of  the  liiing,  1  would 
rather  prefer  to  think  that  the  rev*  gen- 
tlemao  is  defective  in  bis  meuiory  than 
to  think  that  he  did  give  such  advice, 
because  if  he  did  the  advice  he  gave  cer- 
tainly put  the  rope  around  the  necks  of 
the  men  who  had  already  been  con* 
yicted. 

Mr.  HARRINaXON:  It  was  already 
around  their  necks, 

Mr,  TREVELYAK;  The  right  iw. 
Archbishop  speaks,  in  his  letter  to  Earl 
Spencer,  of  the  immense  importance  of 
declarations  made  uuder  clerical  advice 
and  iofluence.  I  cannot  give  his  exact 
words  at  this  moment  ;  but  I  think  tho 
Archbishop  will  read  with  very  great 
pain  and  wonder  the  comments  whicb 
may  be  made  on  the  advice  thus  given  to 
these  prisoners,  as  admitted  in  the  letter 
of  the  rev.  goolleman.  How  can  the 
mere  fact  of  clerical  advice  be  an  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  the  truth  of  n  dtclara- 
tion,  when  a  rev,  priest  himself  tells  us 
that  hve  men,  whom  he  believed  on  the 
whole  to  be  innocent,  wero  persuaded 
by  him  to  plead  guilty  ? 

Ma.  HARKINGTON :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  allow  me  to  correct  him  ? 
It  is  due  to  the  rev.  gentleman  to  say 
that  he  did  not  state  that  he  believed 
them  on  the  whole  to  be  innocent,  but 
simply  that  he  was  rather  inclined  to  that 
belief.  He  says  there  was  nothing  for 
him  to  go  upon  but  their  own  declara- 
tion ?  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
read  his  etatement  ? 

Mb,  TREVELYAN  :  I  will  do  so— 
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"The  case  was  then  \mA  before  me^  and  in 
the  interest  of  the  pnaonera  I  considered  it  tha 
wiser  course  to  pload  guilty.  I  waa  by  no 
meftna  cleiirftt  the  time  that  they  were  innocent. 
I  wtiB  certainly  inclined  to  the  belief  that  they 
were ;  but  1  had  no  ^rouuds  for  such  a  belief 
but  their  own  decltirations  to  me-  I  argued 
with  n)y8«lf  thus  — If  the  men  were  guilty  their 
plea  of  j^iilt  can  do  them  no  harm,  and  will 
aavo  their  livea;  and  if  they  were  innocent  I 
felt  thut  the  truth  wonM  leak  out,  aa,  from  my 
koowledj^e  of  the  locality  and  the  peoplei  I 
believed  Buch  a  huge  wrong  could  not  continue. 
In  this  way  I  Kiw  a  probability  of  these  men 
coming^  back  to  their  wives  and  families  and 
homes  without  a  stain  on  thair  character,  Thii 
was  the  argument  I  made  u«©  of  to  the  men 
themselves  in  the  cell  of  Green  Street  Court 
House ;  and  I  dare  say  it  was  the  argument 
which  induced  them  to  withdraw  their  plea  of 
*  not  guilty/  and  enter  a  plea  of  '  guilty.*  From 
thi8  you  will  see  that  in  recouimending  tho 
prisoners  to  adopt  thiacourf*e  I  was  by  no  meana 
actuated  by  a  belief  in  their  guilt*  On  tha 
contrary,  I  rather  believed  they  were  inno* 
cent/' 

If  I  said  anything  etronger  than  that  I 
will  recall  it ;  but  I  do  not  think  that  I 
did*  Thbre  is  one  other  point,  and  at 
this  moment  I  can  reraomber  only  one 
other  bojudes  this  declaration  of  Casey, 
which  ha.H  beenindated  upon  very  much 
t(i'ni|^ht,  and  upon  whitfh,  before  I  sit 
fltiwn»  because  1  really  have  come  to  tha 
end  of  this  story,  1  must  say  a  few  words. 
I  refer  to  the  depositions  and  the  dying 
dechirutiona  of  tho  two  youu^  Joyces. 
The  House  will,  I  hope,  carffuUy  dis- 
tinguish— becfttiSB  it  is  an  important 
point — b<?tween  tli©  depisitions,  which 
aro  referred  to  as  haviu;^  been  maile  at 
tlie  Coroner's  inquest,  and  the  dying de- 
vlarations.  At  tho  Coroner's  iuquesit, 
two  persons — Juhn  Collins  and  Constable 
John8on — came  fur  ward  and  gave  evi- 
dence, from  wbicjh  I  will  read  two  or 
three  words  in  each  case,  John  Collina 
said  that — ^'  Michael  Joyce*' — that  is  to 
say,  the  elder  of  the  boys,  and  the  one 
who  died — "said  ho  did  not  know  the 
men,  as  they  had  their  faf'«ii  ditty  ;*'  and 
Patrick  Joyce,  tho  buy  who  was  beverely 
injured,  but  who  survived »  told  Con* 
stable  JufuiKon  that  **  he  did  not  know 
them,  as  their  faces  were  black.**  These 
depositions  were  made  before  the 
Coroner,  and  thf*y  were  very  notorious. 
They  appeared  in  the  public  papers,  and 
were  quoted  everywhere,  and  it  is  a 
fact  that  these  depositions  were  a*  tually 
in  the  hands uf  the  prisoners'  counsel.  I 
wisii  the  House  carefully  to  mark  that 
fact — namely,  that  these  depositions  were 
in  the  hands  of  the  prisoners^  counsoL 
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But  besidefl  the  depositions  there  were 
two  dyiog  declarations  made.  Those 
dying  deolaxations  were  taken  by  Mr. 
Barry,  and  in  one  case,  I  am  glad  to 
say,  it  turned  out  not  to  be  a  dyinff  de- 
claration. These  dying  declarations  have 
.  been  frequently  read  an  d  referred  to  in  the 
course  oi  this  evening.  In  both  of  them 
the  boy  stated  the  men  had  blackened 
faces ;  but  the  dying  declarations  were 
of  a  nature  which  the  Crown  counsel 
thought  could  not  be  put  into  evidence. 
[Cries  of  **  Hear,  hear !  "  from  the  Irish 
Mmhers,']  If  hon.  Members  will  be  quiet 
I  think  they  will  find  that  my  story,  at 
any  rate,  has  considerable  meaning  in 
it.  These  declarations  were  not  put  in 
evidence.  Now,  what  is  it  that  the 
Crown  solicitors  usually  put  into  a 
brief?  They  put  in  those  articles  of 
evidence  which  they  consider  ought  to 
tell  for  the  conviction  of  a  prisoner ;  and 
if  they  think  a  certain  declaration  can- 
not be  substantiated,  and  ought  not  to  be 
taken  into  account  by  the  jury,  they  have 
no  rig^ht  to  put  it  into  the  brief.  It  may 
be  said  that  in  that  case  serious  injury 
was  done  to  the  prisoners.  There  was 
no  injury  at  all,  because  the  prisoners' 
counsel  were  in  full  possession  of  the 
fact  that  these  boys  had  stated  that  four 
of  the  men's  faces  were  blackened. 

Mb.  HARRINGTON :  That  was  se- 
condary evidence  which  could  not  be 
used. 

Mb.  TREVELYAN:  I  will  come  to 
that  point  presently.  I  would  never 
venture  to  argue  the  question  with  the 
hon.  Member  unless  I  had  aprirndfaeie 
case  to  go  upon.  No  doubt,  that  evi- 
dence was  secondary;  but  the  Crown 
counsel,  being  anxious  that  it  should  not 
be  secondary  evidence,  actually  called  as 
a  witness  the  boy  Patrick  Joyce.  They 
did  not  want  him  for  their  own  purposes. 
They  had  no  object  in  examining  him ; 
but  they  called  him  as  a  witness  solely 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  counsel 
for  the  defence  to  have  an  opportunity 
of  examining  him  on  various  points,  in- 
cluding the  point  of  the  blackened  faces. 
But  the  counsel  for  the  defence,  being  in 
full  possession  of  the  question  of  the 
blackened  fares 

Mb.  HARRINGTON :  That  is  a  mis- 
take ;  they  were  not. 

Mb.  TREVELYAN :  ColUns  and  Con- 
stable Johnson  were  both  examined  as 
witnesses,  and  Patrick  Joyce  was  pro- 
duced. 

Mr.  Trevelffan 


Mb.  HARRINGTON:  The  deposi- 
tions  were  not  produced. 

Mb.  TREVELYAN :  The  boy  Joyce 
was  put  on  the  table  and  cross-ex- 
amined. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON:  No;  he  was  not 
cross-examined. 

Mr.  GORST  :  He  was  not  sworn,  and, 
therefore,  he  could  not  be  cross-ex- 
amined.       

Mb.  TREVELYAN :  He  was  pro- 
duced, and  the  prisoners'  counsel  cer- 
tainly put  questions  to  him. 

Mb.  HARRINGTON  :  If  the  right 
non.  Gentleman  will  refer  to  the  trial, 
he  will  find  that  the  prisoners*  counsel 
did  not  ask  the  boy  a  question.  He 
was  asked  by  the  Crown  counsel  whether 
he  knew  the  nature  of  an  oath. 

Mb.  TREVELYAN :  The  only  object 
of  producing  the  boy  was  that,  if  pos- 
sible, the  prisoners'  counsel  might  cross- 
examine  him  ;  but  the  prisoners'  counsel 
did  not  think  it  necessary  to  do  so,  pro- 
bably for  the  same  reason  that  occurred 
to  the  Correspondent  of  The  FVeemanU 
Journal  as  early  as  August,  1882,  when 
he  stated  that  in  regard  to  the  men's 
faces  being  blackened,  the  Irish-speak- 
ing witnesses  used  a  word  which,  liter- 
ally interpreted,  meant  **  dirty,"  but 
did  not  mean  to  indicate  that  they  were 
otherwise  disguised.  Possibly  they  may 
have  put  crape  over  their  faces;  or  there 
is  a  much  more  tenable  theory — that,  at 
that  hour  of  the  night,  the  poor  boys, 
being  suddenly  awakened  out  of  their 
sleep,  and  almost  immediately  disabled 
by  terrible  blows,  might  very  well,  by 
the  miserable  light  of  the  cabin,  have 
thought  that  these  murderous  ruffians 
who  were  committing  this  deed  had 
blackened  faces.  The  counsel  for  the 
defence  put  so  little  stress  upon  that 
point  that  he  made  no  use  of  it  in  the 
evidence  that  could  outweigh  the  state- 
ments of  the  informers — perjured  mur- 
derers as  they  might  be — or  the  evidence 
of  the  independent  witnesses.  I  hope 
the  House  of  Commons  will  arrive  at 
the  same  conclusion  as  the  juries.  It  is 
not  difficult  to  look  for  motives  which 
might  indnce  informers  to  turn  their 
backs  on  their  former  evidence.  It  is 
only  too  evident  that  the  life  of  a  man 
who  has  given  information  about  agrarian 
murder  is  one  which  men,  and  espe- 
cially bad  men,  would  do  a  great  deal 
to  escape  from.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Westmeath    (Mr.    Harrmgton)  himself 
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has  givea  a  verj  yurious  illustration  of 
what  the  motives  may  be  that  would 
weigh  with  men  of  that  Bort  by  a  Ques- 
tion which  he  himself  put  hist  Seseiori 
in  the  House  of  Oointnona,  I  will  read 
the  Question,  although  I  presume  that 
the  hon  Member  knows  it  bj  heart 
The  hon.  Member  asked — 

"  Whether  it  ia  a  fact  that  Cole»  the  informer, 
exauiioed  ia  the  recent  FiarbaTiUfii  ctinapirucy 
case,  haa  been  pardoned  ;  hae  the  Government 
in  this  caau  departed  from  the  usual  prttctice  of 
requiring  an  informer  to  leave  the  country  ; 
havo  the  Executive  received  a  Memorial  from 
the  Catholic  clergymen  of  the  district  in  which 
Cole  resided,  stating  their  opinion  that  it  would 
be  dangerous  to  the  public  pence  that  he  should 
come  to  reside  in  that  locality  ;  whether  it  h 
the  fact  that  bo  has  come  to  reside  there ;  and, 
will  he  state  whether  the  district  or  the  county 
ii  to  be  charg:ed  for  the  extrii  police  kept  for 
his  protection ?'—[ 3  iTa* J.I r</,  [igo]  173a,l 

Here  w©  have  the  clergy  of  a  distrir^t 
inaking^  a  statement  which,  I  presume, 
was  understood  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westmeath  (Mr.  Harrington),  that  the 
Ufa  of  this  miserable  man,  who  bad 
given  evidence  as  an  accomplice  in  an 
agrarian  murder,  was  in  such  fearful 
danger  that  it  was  necessary  to  protect 
him  by  a  police  force  stationed  in  tlie 
ricinity ;  and  hon.  Members  tell  ua  that 
these  men  would  be  in  more  danger  now 
that  they  have  turned  liack  on  their 
former  evidence.  The  House  will  be 
slow  to  b€'lieve  that  Cole  and  Caeey 
imagined  that  they  would  be  in  more 
dangler  than  wh^n  they  had  to  be 
protected  by  a  large  force  from  the 
aoger  of  their  neighbours.  The  life  of 
such  men  is,  indeed,  a  miserable  one — 
God  knows,  in  the  case  of  the  two  men 
I  have  described^  and  certainly  in  the 
case  of  Cole — a  life  of  deserved  misery. 
But  it  is  so  miserable  a  life  that  a  man 
would  do  almost  anything  to  escape  from 
it,  even  though  we  were  not  to  attribute 
as  the  motive  which  induced  Oasey  to 
go  to  Mr.  Stokes  the  profit  he  might  get 
by  becoming  informer.  I  have  now,  1 
believe,  gone  through  this  ca^e  com- 
pletely. 1  think  the  points  are  very 
much  fewer  than  hon.  Members  who 
have  been  listening  to  the  debate  to-night 
may  have  supposed.  The  case  has  been 
brought  forward  with  singular  ability ; 
but  against  the  deductions  which  have 
been  drawn  from  the  facts  by  hon. 
Miymbers  opposite  I  leel  bound  to  make 
the  very  strongest  protest.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor)  talis  us  that  murder  is  now 


legalized  throughout  Ireland;  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Monaghan(Mr,  Healy), 
using  words  which,  perhaps,  shocked 
me,  who  have  read  the  writings  and  wit- 
nespod  the  caricatures  which  have  been 
prevalent  for  so  many  months,  lesis  even 
than  they  may  have  shocked  other  hon. 
Members,  told  me  that  my  pillow  would 
be  haunted  by  the  ghost  of  Myles 
Joyce.  I  have  seen  Earl  Spencer  and 
myself  portrayed  in  the  shop  windows 
as  rejoicing  in  the  death  and  murder  of 
innocent  men  on  the  scaffold,  looking 
on  at  unfortunate  men  suspended  by  the 
nock  from  the  gallows.  I  cannot  but 
turn  for  a  certain  amount  of  consola- 
tion to  a  paper  which  He'*  before  me  at 
this  moment.  That  paper  is  to  this 
effoct.  Since  the  day  when  the  last  un- 
doubted execution  for  agrarian  crime 
was  carried  into  eifect,  up  to  the  time 
when  Francis  Hyues  suffered  in  the  Go- 
vernment of  Earl  Spencer,  there  were 
61  agrarian  murders  undetected  and  un- 
punished. That  is  the  case  of  the  Irish 
Government  when  they  are  asked  if  they 
are  indifferent  to  th.e  lives  of  the  pea- 
santry of  Ireland.  Who  were  these 
men  whose  lives  are  at  this  moment 
in  question  but  the  peasantry  ?  What 
earthly  motive  could  we  have  in  hanging 
one  peasant  more  than  another  for  the 
murder  of  another  peasant?  Well,  up 
to  that  time  there  were  61  undetected 
agi'arian  murders,  and  up  to  the  end  of  the 
year  1882  there  were  something  like  80 
murders  of  that  sort.  They  began  then 
to  be  detected,  and  in  the  year  1883  there 
were  only  two  euch  murders,  while  in 
the  first  nine  months  of  the  year  1884 
there  has  not  been  a  single  murder  en- 
tered upon  the  list  as  an  agrarian  mur- 
der. That  consideration  is  a  consolation 
to  me  for  anything  that  may  be  said 
against  the  action  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment. I  deeply  regret  if,  in  our  action, 
any  mistakes  have  been  made. 

Mb.  healy  :  Kilraartin, 

Mr.  TBEVELYAN:  If  there  was  a 
mistake  in  the  case  of  Kilmartin 

Several  Irish  MsacBERs :  There  was. 
[Cne^of  '' Order!''] 

Mr.  healy  :  Why  did  you  let  him 

out? 

Mr.  speaker  r  I  must  request  hon. 
Members  not  to  interrupt  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  have  had,  before  this 
evening,  to  call  attention  to  these  re- 
peated interruptions,  which  are  unjusti- 
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fiable  on  the  part  of  anjr  hon.  Member, 
and  I  hope  they  will  not  be  oontinued. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  I  am  glad  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  saying  a  word 
about  the  Kilmartin  case.  If  His  Ex- 
cellency erred  at  all  in  that  case,  he 
erred  on  the  right  side.  In  the  last 
paragraph  of  his  letter  it  is  stated — 

**His  Excellency  has  determined  to  release 
Kilmartin.  He  does  so  without  impeaching  the 
correctness  of  the  original  conviction,  or  the 
bonajidea  of  Hemon;  but,  subsequent  informa- 
tion having  created  some  doubt  as  to  the 
identification  of  Kilmartin,  His  Excellency  feels 
himself  enabled  to  exercise  the  Prerogative  of 
mercy  on  Kilmartin's  behalf.*' 

Hon.  Members  will  see  that  there  were 
two  cardinal  differences  between  the 
statements.  The  very  important  subse- 
quent information  which  was  received 
would,  if  it  could  have  been  produced 
at  the  trial,  have  ended  in  the  acquittal 
of  Kilmartin.  Unfortunately,  that  in- 
formation was  not  forthcoming.  Under 
the  circumstances  I  have  referred  to,  as 
Earl  Spencer  stated  two  years  ago,  he 
had  no  choice  except  to  allow  the  law  to 
be  carried  out.  And  I  cannot  think  he 
would  be  now  justified  in  recommending 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  to  grant  the 
inquiry  asked  for  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Westmeath  (Mr.  Harrington),  which 
could  only  end  in  this  random  statement 
of  Casey's  being  put  forward,  and  per- 
haps another  statement  sworn  to  at 
variance  with  that,  together  with  a  state- 
ment of  innocence  by  the  men  who  are 
in  penal  servitude.  If  hon.  Members 
think  that  such  an  inquiry  would  not 
shake  justice  to  its  foundations,  I  am 
bound  to  eay  that  I  must  disagree  with 
them.  It  would  undoubtedly  have  that 
effect,  and,  therefore,  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment are  of  opinion  that  the  inquiry 
should  not  be  granted,  in  which  opinion 
they  are  supported  by  the  whole  body 
of  their  officers. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — [Mr, 
I'arnelly) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 
MOTIONS. 

EEPEESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 
BILL. 

MOTION  FOB   LEAVE. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Mr.  Speaker- 
Sir,  I  am  not  surprised  at  the  unoocu- 

Mr.  Speaker 


pied  condition  of  the  opposite  Bench, 
which,  I  think,  is  quite  warranted  by 
the  nature  of  the  announcement  I  made 
to  the  House  that  I  had  no  intention  on 
the  present  occasion  of  troubling  it  with 
a  speech.  The  reason  why  that  an- 
nouncement was  made  will,  I  believe, 
be  perfectly  plain  to  those  who  heard  it. 
Last  Session  I  had  the  opportunity,  on 
various  stages  of  the  Bill,  but  especially 
on  its  introduction,  of  stating  at  great 
length  the  considerations  which  had  led 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  make  the 
proposals  which  it  contained.  But  all 
the  arguments  then  used,  and  all  the 
facts  then  adduced,  are  applicable  with 
increased  force  to  the  present  occasion  ; 
and  I  think  I  should  be  abusing  the 
patience  of  the  House  if  I  were  to 
attempt  again  to  present  them  even  in 
the  most  condensed  form.  I  even  hope 
that  the  debates  upon  this  Bill  may  not 
extend  to  any  very  great  length.  At 
the  same  time,  I  am  perfectly  sensible 
that,  in  asking  the  House  for  leave  to 
introduce  the  Bill,  the  summary  manner 
in  which  I  hope  it  will  be  disposed  of  on 
the  present  occasion  cannot  be  taken  as 
any  measure  of  the  discussion  that  may 
hereafter  arise.  The  introduction  of  a 
Bill,  when  its  nature  is  well  understood 
by  the  House,  is  very  commonly  per- 
mitted to  take  place  without  discussion, 
which  is  reserved  to  later  stages.  With 
regard  to  those  later  stages,  I  have 
already  announced  to  the  House  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  lose  no 
time.  They  believe  it  to  be  their  duty 
to  the  House  and  the  country  to  press 
the  Bill  through  its  several  stages  with 
due  regard  to  the  convenience  of  hon. 
Members  and  the  sufficiency  of  oppor- 
tunities for  discussion.  It  would  not  be 
proper  for  me,  although  I  hope  it  will 
be  admitted  that  the  present  hour  is 
one  perfectly  appropriate  to  the  purpose 
for  which  I  rise,  to  bring  this  Bill  for  a 
second  time  under  the  cofasideration  of 
the  House,  except  at  a  time  entirely  con- 
venient to  the  House.  I  am  given  to 
understand  that  the  discussions  con- 
nected with  the  Address  are  likely  to 
occupy  both  Monday  and  Tuesday  next ; 
and  it  has  been  stated,  I  believe,  by 
Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  that  it 
would  be  for  the  convenience  of  hon. 
Members  if  it  were  understood  that  the 
debate  on  the  second  reading  would  not 
be  taken  until  Thursday.  Sir,  it  is,  I 
own,  with  regret  that  I  lose  even  Wed* 
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nesday,  when  I  cousider  that  the  loss  of 
that  day  adds  to  the  leugth  of  this  un- 
usual,  and,  of  course,  to  all,  inconve- 
fiioDt  Session.  At  the  same  time,  I  should 
be  very  un willing  to  commence  onr  ope- 
rations by  anything  like  a  churlish  course 
of  procedure.  I  am  therefore  prt^pared 
to  a^ee  to  that  proposal,  trusting,  and 
I  will  say  believing,  that  there  will  nor 
be  in  any  quarter  of  the  House  a  dis- 
position to  give  other  than  the  fairest 
treittment  to  the  meannr^^  now  to  he  sub- 
mitted, Sir,  having  Raid  these  few  words, 
I  have  only  to  conclude  with  the  Motion 
of  which  1  have  given  Notice, 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'♦  Thttt  leave  be  given  to  trinpf  in  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relntin^  to  tho  Representation 
of  the  People  of  the  United  Kingdom.**— (Jfefr, 
Qiudxtont,  5 

Me.  R.  N.  I^OWLER  (Lobd  Mayor) 
said,  he  did  not  wish  to  trouble  the 
House  with  any  remarks  on  this  measure 
at  that  time,  as  he  should  have  oppor- 
tunities of  speaking  on  the  Bill  on  its 
later  stages.  But  he  was  in  this  posi- 
tion— that  he  held  an  office  out  of  the 
House,  which  made  kim  feel  that  he 
ought  not  to  avail  himself  of  the 
opportunities  of  addressing  meetings 
on  this  great  question  which  many 
of  his  hon*  Friends  enjoyed.  He 
wiehed  to  f^tate  that  when  Mr.  Speaker 
put  the  Question  he  should  say  '*  No  '* 
to  it.  At  the  time  w hen  the  Question  of 
the  third  reading  of  the  Representation 
of  ihe  People  Bill  was  put  last  Session^ 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  stated  was  agreed  to 
nemine  contradwsnU,  be  w^as  hastening 
down  to  the  House  determined,  if  no 
one  else  did,  to  say  **  No  ^*  to  the 
Question.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
stattid  that  the  negative  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr. 
Pell)  was  given  inaudibly  ;  but  ho  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  do  him 
the  justice  of  believiDg  that  had  he  been 
present  he  would  have  said  * '  No  "  in 
a  voice  loud  enough  to  have  reached  the 
Chair.  He  wished,  as  a  humble  indi- 
Tiduab  to  put  it  on  record  that  this  Bill 
was  not  brought  in  with  his  ajiprovab 

LoEO  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Sir,  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that,  on  the 
Motion  being  made  for  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  I  shall  moye — 

^Thatt  in  the  oploion  of  this  House,  any 
ptuportuag  to  pt<»vide  for  the  better 


Hepreaentation  of  tho  PoopTe  in  Parliament 
iDust  he  accompaniod  by  provisions  for  a  proper 
arrangement  of  Gloctortii  areas,*' 

Mh.  RAHlES  said,  he  quite  agreed 
that  this  was  not  an  occasion  for  entering 
into  debate  on  the  Motion  which  the 
Prime  Minister  had  made;  but  he  must 
take  exception  to  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  also  said — namely,  that  it 
was  not  au  unusual  or  inconvenient  time 
for  introducing  a  measure  of  this  kind* 
It  appeared  to  him  that,  in  a  Session 
specially  convoked  for  discussing  this 
measure,  it  would  have  been  more  in 
accordance  with  the  importance  of  the 
subject  if  the  Motion  had  been  made 
when  tho  House  commenced  Business* 
He  ventured  to  make  his  humble  pro- 
test against  the  course  taken  by  the 
Government  in  bringing  it  forward  at 
20  minutes  past  12  o'clock.  He  would 
also  express  regret  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  not  taken  that  opportunity 
of  throwing  any  light  upon  certain  re- 
markable disclosures  which,  within  the 
last  few  days,  had  found  their  way  into 
the  public  Press  in  connection  with  the 
measure  of  Hedistribution.  It  was  to 
have  been  hoped  that  the  House  would 
have  had  that  night  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government  some  further  outline  of 
their  intentions  with  regard  to  that  im- 
portant question  ;  and  be,  at  all  events, 
could  only  read  in  the  silence  of  the 
right  hon»  Gentleman  an  additional  con- 
firmation of  that  attitude  of  non  pomumui 
which  he  had  taken  up  with  regard  to 
this  question  in  declining  to  satisfy  the 
legitimate  curiosity  of  the  people. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  trusted  that 
the  Government  would  give  more  oppor- 
tunity than  last  year,  during  the  passage 
of  the  Bill,  for  the  consideration  of  certain 
Amendments  which  bon.  Members  on 
those  Benches  had  to  move  in  reference 
to  votes  for  tho  tenure  of  land.  If  it 
was  the  intention  to  send  the  Bill  to  the 
House  of  Lords  in  the  same  way  as  it 
was  sent  lost  Session,  he  was  convinoed 
that  it  would  lead  to  a  considerable  loss 
of  time» 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prim© 
Minister  whether  this  was  the  Bill  as 
introduced  last  Session,  or  as  it  leUt  the 
House  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  was  understood  to 
signify  that  it  was  the  Bill  ae  it  left  the 
House. 

Motion  agreid  to. 
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Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Gladstonb,  Mr.  Tbeveltan,  Mr. 
Attorney  Genebal,  and  The  Lord 
Adyooatb. 

Bill  presentedf  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  1.] 

ULsm  ulw  (Ireland)  act  (1881) 

AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  William  Corrbt,  Bill  to 
amend  "  The  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881," 
and  for  other  purposes  connected  therewith, 
ordered  to  he  hrought  in  by  Mr.  William  Cor- 
BBT,  Mr.  Barry,  Mr.  Paunell,  Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy,  Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor, 
and  Mr.  Sexton. 

Bill  presefited,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  2.] 

8FORTINO  LANDS  RATING    (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cameron,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  as  to  the  Rating  of  Lands  occupied  for 
Sporting  purposes  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  he 
hrought  in  by  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Cochran- 
Patrick,  Mr.'MuNRo-FERGusoN,  Mr.  Mackin- 
tosh, and  Dr.  Farquharson. 

BULpretentedttLiid  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  3.] 

BURIAL  FEES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Alexander  Gordon,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Burial  Fees,  or- 
dered to  he  brought  in  by  Sir  Alexander 
Gordon  and  Mr.  Bbinton. 

Bm  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  4.] 

LABOURERS   (iRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dbasy,  Bill  to  amend  "  The 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Act,  1883,"  ordered  to  be 
hrought  in  by  Mr.  Deasy,  Mr.  Parnbll,  Mr. 
M*Mahon,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  and  Mr. 
Sexton. 

BUXpresentedtaxid  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  5.] 

UNIYERSITT    EDUCATION  (iRELANd)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Kenny,  Bill  to  provide 
further  facilities  for  higher  and  University 
Education  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Kenny,  Mr.  Parnell,  Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy,  Mr.  0*Brien,  and  Mr.  Dawson. 
BiU.  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  6.] 

WATERWORKS  CLAUSES  ACT   (1847) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Daniel  Grant,  Bill  to 
deolare  and  explain  the  sixty-eighth  section  of 
««  The  Waterworks  Clauses  Act,  1847,'*  ordered 
to  he  brought  in  by  Mr.  Daniel  Grant,  Mr. 
Torrens,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth,  Mr.  Arthur 
Cohen,  Mr.  Ritchie,  Mr.  Willlam  Lawrence, 
and  Baron  Henry  De  Worms. 

Biil  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  7.] 


SALE  OF  INTOXICATINa  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stevenson,  Bill  to  prohibit 
the  Sale  of  Intoxicating   Liquors  on  Sunday, 
ordered  to  he  hrought  in  by  Mr.  Stevenson, 
Mr.  HouLDS WORTH,  Sir  William  M* Arthur, 
Mr.  Walter  James,  Mr.  Charles  Ross,  Mr. 
Charles  Wilson,  and  Mr.  Cainb. 
BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  8.  J 

FOOR     LAW     GUARDIANS     (iRELAND)     BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  John  Redmond,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Election  of  Poor 
Law  Guardians  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  John  Redmond,  Mr.  O'Brien,  Mr. 
Gray,  and  Mr.  Barry. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  9.] 

LEASEHOLDERS  (FACILITIES  OF  FUROHASE 
OF  FEE  simple)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Bill  to  enable 
LeaBeholders  of  Houses  and  Cottages  to  Purchase 
the  Fee  Simple  of  their  property,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Reid,  Mr. 
Burt,  Mr.  Passmore  Edwards,  and  Mr.  Pulb- 

STON. 

BiU. presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  10.] 

NATIONAL  SCHOOL  TEACHERS  (IRELAND) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy,  Bill  to 
improve  the  condition  of  the  National  School 
Teachers  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  bronght  in  by 
Mr.  Justin  McCarthy,  Mr.  Parnell,  Colonel 
Nolan,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Healy,  and 
Mr.  Justin  Huntly  M'Carthy. 

BiU.  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  11.] 

CEMETERIES  BELL. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Resolved^  That  the  Chairman  he  directed  to 
move  the  House,  That  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Ceme- 
teries. 

Resolution     reported  : — Bill    ordered    to    be 

brought  in  by  Mr.  Illinoworth,  Mr.  Richard, 

Mr.  Rathbone,  Mr.  Cainb,  and  Mr.  Woodall. 

BiM presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill.  12.] 

RETURNING   OFFICERS*    EXFEN8ES   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,  Bill  for 
charging  the  Expenses  of  Returning  Officers  at 
Parliamentary  Elections  on  the  rates,  ordered  to 
be  hrought  in  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,  Mr. 
Stafford  Howard,  Mr.  Arthur  Elliot,  and 
Mr.  PicTON. 
BHHlpresentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  13.] 

BEER    ADULTERATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Storer,  Bill  for  better 
securing  the  purity  of  Beer,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Storer,  Mr.  Hicks,  and  Sir  Herbert 
Maxwell. 

BtM presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  U.] 
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CHtTEOH   OF   aOOTLAJO)     PISESTABLISrTMENT 
BILL. 
Centidiffd  in  ComTnittee. 

(In  the  Committe*.) 

Retolved^  That  the  Chairman  ba  directed  to 
movt  the  HeuBe,  That  leave  bo  §^ven  to  bring  in 
A  Bill  for  the  Diftestablishinont  of  the  Church  of 
SooUand. 

Resolution  r^orted  :  ^Bill  ordend  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  DicK-PEDorE,  Mr.  Wkbstbr, 
Dr,  Cakbron,  Mr.  IlKSfDERaox.  and  Mr, 
M'Larek. 

Bill  pfitentedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  IS,] 

aEDISTRIBtTTION  OF  SEATS   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Admiral  Sir  John  Hay,  Bill  to 
•djuit  the  numbers  of  the  electors  in  some  con- 
stituencies of  the  United  King:dom,  and  to 
Srovide  for  a  more  equal  distribution  of  the 
uties  of  the  Representatives,  having  considera* 
tion  to  population  1 0r«/fr^<f  to  be  brought  in  by 
Admii&l  Sir  John  Hat  and  Mr,  James  Cahp- 

BILL. 

Bill  preteniedt  and  r«ad  the  first  time.  [Bilt  16.] 

SALMON   WSKKLY    CLOSE     TIMB    (OtKLAND) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  Hialt,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  weekly  close  season  for 
Salmon  in  the  tidul  waters  in  Ireluud  ;  and  for 
other  purposes  connected  with  Salmon  (i8biug, 
ordfrtd  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr*  Hkaly^  Mr. 
Lbamt,  Sir  JosBPH  M'KbJtna,  Mr.  O'Skea, 
and  Mr.  Barjly, 

BUlprftinUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  170 

SHOPS   HOUBS  EKOULATIOir  BILL, 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Jomn  Litiibock,  Bill  to 
extend  certain  provisions  of  the  Factory  Acts 
to  Shops,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
JoKic  LvBiiocx,  Mr,  Buht,  Lord  Ranpolph 
CHL^nouitt,  and  Mr.  Pell. 

BiHpretmUdf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  18.] 

ELECnONS  Ilf    OOUKTIES    (hoUBS  OP  POLL) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr  Abthtjb  Elliot*  Bill  t"^ 
ejctend  the  Hours  of  Polling  at  Parlinmeutary 
Elections  in  Counties,  ordered  to  be  brought 
ia  by  Mr.  AKxatia  Elliot,  Mr.  Qrey,  Mr. 
BrAp'roiLu  Howabd,  and  Mr.  Cochran- Patrick. 

Bill  fit^srnttd,  and  read  the  fiitt  time.  [Bill  19.] 

House  adjonmed  at  a  quarter 

before  One  o'clock  till 

Monday  next. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Monday^  21th  October,  1884. 


MINUTES.]— New  Writ  Issued— Jb-  South 
Warwickshire,  i\  the  Hon.  Gilbert  Henry 
Chaodos  Leigh,  deceased. 

Q  UESTI0N8. 


PREVENTION     OF    CRIME    (IRELAND) 
ACT,   1883.— MR.  JOSEPH  R.  COX. 

Mr.  JU8TIN  HUNTLY  M  CARTHY 
nfilced  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland » 
Wlietber  he  has  made  the  inquiries  ho 
promieed  last  Session  with  regard  to  the 
following  circular  i — 

"Joseph  R.  Cox.  Midland  Division,  Crime 
Department,  Mullingar,  24th  June  1884.  Mr, 
Jeukinson  wishes  to  hiave  the  movements  of 
the  above-named  watched,  noted  everywhere. 
Annexed  is  his  description.  By  Order  (signed), 
M.  Jacques,  D.I.C.S.  Joseph  K.  Cox,  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Mayor,  97,  Stephen's  Green, 
Dublin,  five  feet  ten  inches,  thirty-three  years, 
rather  stout,  sandy  hair,  regular  nose  and 
mouth,  fair  complexion,  round  visage,  small 
whiakers  under  Rars ;  native  of  Kilmore, 
county  Roscommon,  wears  glasaes,  dresses  well, 
wears  a  silk  hat ;  was  arrested  under  Peace 
Preservation  Act,  He  was  an  organiser  of  the 
late  Land  League.  His  principal  associates  are 
leading  Nationalista ;  " 

and,  what   tlie  results  of  his  Ini^uirieB 

have  been  ? 

TffE  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELANl>(Mr.  Walkbe)  :  No  circular 
was  issued  or  intended  by  Mr.  Jenkinson. 
The  communication  mentioned  in  the 
Question  was  issued  under  some  mis- 
apprehension from  the  office  of  the 
JJt visional  Magistrate,  Mullingar,  to 
County  Inspectors  there.  It  was  in  all 
respects  confidential. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked»  would  the  hon. 
and  learoed  Gentleman  state  whether 
Mr.  Jenkinson  had  given  the  direction  ? 
He  was  nt.t  asked  whether  his  name  was 
in  the  circular  or  not.  He  was  asked 
whether  the  circular  in  question  was  an 
authentic  one  or  not  ? 

[No  reply.] 

Mr,  JUSTIN  HUNTLY  MCCARTHY 

said,  that  in  consequence  of  the  unsatis- 
factory answer  of  tbe  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland,  he  would  call  attention  to 
the  matter  at  the  earliest  opportunitv. 
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LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— "  MB. 
GEORGE  BOLTON  9.  « UNITED  IRE- 
LAND.' " 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  Is  it  the  fact  that 
Mr.  George  Bolton  was  granted  the  use 
of  the  official  file  of  United  Ireland,  kept 
by  or  under  the  control  of  the  police 
authorities  in  Dublin  Castle,  while 
Bolton's  action  against  the  proprietors 
of  that  paper  was  pending ;  if  so,  who  is 
responsible ;  and,  why  was  the  permis- 
sion revoked? 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  for 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Walkek)  :  Mr.  Bolton 
was  allowed  on  one  occasion  to  examine 
the  back  numbers  of  UniUd  Ireland^ 
filed  in  the  office  of  the  Dublin  Metro- 
politan Police;  but  the  Commissioner, 
understanding  that  the  object  of  Mr. 
Bolton  might  be  or  was  to  use  the 
information  for  the  purpose  of  a  private 
action,  informed  Mr.  Bolton  he  could 
not  have  the  use  of  any  official  copy  for 
Buch  purpose.  The  whole  circumstance 
did  not  occupy  more  than  half-an-hour. 

Mr.  O'BEIEN:  Can  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  state  whether  Mr. 
Bolton  had  access  to  the  official  file  after 
that? 

[No  reply.] 

ARREARS  OF  RENT  (IRELAND)  ACT, 
1882— DR.  DAVIES,  J.P. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  asked  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  he  has 
ordered  a  criminal  prosecution  of  Dr. 
Davies,  J.P.,  on  a  charge  of  perjury  and 
fraud  alleged  to  have  been  committed 
under  **  The  Arrears  of  Eent  (Ireland) 
Act,  1882  ;  "  and,  if  not,  does  he  intend 
to  order  such  prosecution  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENEEAL  for 
IEELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  :  This  case 
has  been  carefully  considered  by  the 
Attorney  General ;  and  he  has  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  Dr.  Davies  and  bis 
tenant,  who  was  in  all  respects  equally 
culpable  with  Dr.  Davies,  may  have 
thought  they  were  legally  justified  in 
doing  what  they  did,  and  that  a  prose- 
cution would  not  be  advisable.  Dr 
Davies  has  since  become  a  bankrupt,  and 
has  been  removed  by  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor from  the  Commission  of  the  Peace. 

NAVY— SHIPBUILDING  —  REPORT    OF 
THE  DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE. 
Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 


ther the  Board  have  taken  any  steps 
with  respect  to  the  Eeport  of  the  Com- 
mittee, presided  over  by  Lord  Eavens- 
worth.  on  the  Building  of  Ships  in 
Dockyards  or  Private  Establishments ; 
and,  whether  he  can  state  to  the  House 
what  course  the  Government  intend  to 
pursue  in  this  matter  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  BEA8SEY :  The  Ee- 
port  of  the  Committee  on  the  building 
and  repair  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  will 
be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  im- 
mediately. A  Departmental  Committee 
was  appointed  to  advise  as  to  the  prac- 
tical steps  to  be  taken,  and  their  Eeport 
has  only  been  received  this  day.  It 
must  require  careful  consideration  ;  and 
I  can  only  say  in  the  meanwhile,  on 
behalf  of  the  Admiralty,  that  we  are 
grateful  to  Lord  Eavensworth  and  his 
Colleagues  for  their  labours  and  their 
suggestions. 

NAVY— WARRANT  OFFICERS. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther the  Board  propose  to  take  any 
further  steps  to  comply  with  the  appli- 
cation of  the  Warrant  Officers  of  the 
Navy  for  the  amelioration  of  their  pre- 
sent position  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  BEASSEY :  Consider- 
able  concessions  havo  been  made  of  late 
in  the  case  of  the  warrant  officers  of  the 
Navy.  All  such  officers  serving  in  har- 
bour ships  with  appointments  from  the 
Admiralty  are  now  granted  pay  at 
seagoing  instead  of  harbour  rates. 
Numerous  additional  Greenwich  pen- 
sions have  been  provided.  The  grant  of 
compassionate  allowances  to  the  children 
of  warrant  officers  whose  deaths  are 
attributable  to  the  Service  is  under  con- 
sideration. 

BUILDING  SOCIETIES  —  FAILURES— A 
GOVERNMENT  AUDIT. 

Mr.  STEWAET  MACLIVEE  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  several 
failures  of  Building  Societies,  after  an 
eminent  London  actuary  had  certified  to 
their  solvency ;  and,  whether  he  will 
consider  whether  a  Government  audit 
might  be  applied  in  order  to  protect  the 
public  from  such  disasters  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN  :  I  think  this 
Question  would  have  been  better  put  to 
the  Home  Secretary,  because  the  Eegis- 
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trar  of  Friendly  Societies  is  under  the 
Department  of  the  Home  Office ;  hut  if 
he  wishea  for  my  personal  opinion,  I  am 
bound  to  say  that,  as  at  present  advised, 
I  do  not  think  it  desirable  to  extend 
Government  interference  further  than  at 
present.  So  far  as  I  know  at  present, 
the  Government  does  not  interfere  to 
protect  investments,  and  I  doubt  whe- 
ther it  would  bo  wise  to  incur  the  re- 
gponaibility  in  regard  to  these  societies. 

ROYAL   NAVAL    ARTILLERY 
VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr.  8TEWA11T  MAOLIVER  asked 
the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  If  a 
decision  has  yet  been  arrived  at  respect- 
ing the  applications  for  Boyal  Naval 
Artillery  Volunfeers  to  be  enrolled  at 
Plymouth  and  other  places  ? 
JlmTHOMAH  BRASSEY:  The  de- 
cision with  reference  to  applications  for 
the  enrolment  of  Royal  Naval  Artillery 
Volunteers  has  been  postponed  until  a 
general  scheme  of  defence  has  been 
matured,  based  upon  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Deft^nce  of  the  Com- 
mercial Harbours.  The  Admiralty  are 
not  at  present  prepared  to  entertain  the 
question  of  increasing  the  Force. 

INDIA— THE    QUETl^A- CANDAHAR 
RAILWAY. 

Mr.  AGNEW  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  8tate  for  India,  Whether  he  can 
state  the  facts  respectinj^  the  taking  up 
of  rails  on  the  Quetta  Railway,  referred 
to  by  the  Right  honourable  Member  for 
South  West  Lancashire  and  the  hooour> 
able  Member  for  Mid-Lincoln,  in  the 
following  extracts  :— 
**  Extract, — Sir  R.  Crosa'a  Speech  at  Ch£iater, 
18th  Octol)er  1884. 

"  When  the  Conaervativea  were  in  oflSco  they 
were  ever  on  that  look-out,  and  they  saw  an  op- 
portunity for  a  groat  markot  for  Bntiah  g^«jod«, 
if  they  coold  only  currj'  Railway  communication 
further  into  the  north  of  Imha.  For  commer- 
cial a§  well  98  for  strjitcgkal  pnrpoaea  they  laid 
down  a  Railway  in  that  part  of  the  country ; 
and  the  ConBervatives  helievod  that  if  thnt  flail- 
way  had  been  allowed  to  remain  and  had  be€in 
extended,  as  they  had  provided  it  should  b«), 
there  would  have  been  now  a  large  market  for 
oar  produce  in  that  part  of  the  world,  which 
woiild  have  tended  very  much  to  our  benefit. 
The  (iov^mment  had  now  been  in  office  four 
yeari,  and  had  been  obliged,  to  use  a  common 
phfiiBO,  to  eat  humblo  pio ;  and  now  they  had 
beg:«n  to  lay  down  the  V£Ty  raila  which  they 
ha  ■  1  I,  and  of  which  they  might  have  had 
til  veara    ago." — {Manichtsttr  Courier, 

20lii  '.'civut:;f  188i,) 


**  In  reply  Mr,  Stanhope  wrote  :  '  The  Quetta 
Line  was  campleted  from  the  Indus  to  Sibi. 
This  paH  was  never  touched,  and  is  still  work- 
in  ff.  Preparations  were  made  for  carrying  it 
on  to  Quetta  and  Kandahar,  The  sorveys  were 
made,  the  earthwork  was  done,  and  some  few 
miles  of  Railway  were  undoubtedly  laid.  The 
present  Government  abandoned  all  the  line  be- 
yond Sibi,  took  up  such  of  the  rails  as  were  laid 
and  were  on  the  spot,  and  conveyed  them  else- 
where.' "  —  {Boltan  Chrotiide,  ISth  October 
1884.J 

•*  Ue  wrote  to  Sir  II,  A.  Cross.  He  held  in 
his  hands  that  gentleman*3  reply,  dated  9th 
October  1884,  in  which  were  the  following 
words  :  •  You  are  right  about  the  Quetta  Line, 
which  was  laid  down  and  pulled  up/  *'—{BQUon 
Chronuh,  18th  October  1884.) 

Mr,  J.  K.  CROSS  :  Before  answering 
this  Question,  it  would  only  be  common 
courtesy  to  ask  my  right  hon.  Friend 
whether  he  admits  the  accuracy  of  the 
quotation,  for  certainly  none  will  be 
more  astonished  at  the  report  than  the 
Colleagues  of  the  ri{?lit  hon.  Gentleman  ? 

Si  a  E.  ASSHETON  CBOSS :  Aa  to 
the  first  extract,  I  believe  it  is  correct.  I 
know  nothing  about  the  others, 

Mr.  J.  K.  CKOSS  :  I  am  quite  aware 
that  the  British  public  has  for  some  time 
been  possessed  of  the  delusion  that  a 
wicked  Liberal  Goverament  did  take  up 
a  railway  in  India  wbioh  a  good  Con- 
aerrative  Government  had  laid  down. 
The  facts  of  the  case  are  correctly  stated 
in  the  extract  from  the  letter  of  the  hon* 
Meuiber  for  Mid  Lincolnshire,  except  in 
the  following  important  particulars:  — 
The  surveys  which  he  described  as  made 
were  not  completed  even  to  Quetta.  As 
to  the  earthworks,  which  he  describeaas 
being  to  a  considerable  extent  done> 
some  were  partially  constructed ;  but  in 
most  cases  they  were  not  even  begun. 
And  the  raih  which  were  laid  from  Sibi 
to  the  foot  of  the  Bolan  Pass,  and  also 
to  the  foot  of  the  Nan  Gorge,  some  of 
which  my  hon.  Friend  says  were  taken 
up,  are  still  there  and  still  in  use.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South- 
West  Lancashire  seems  to  be  under  the 
impression  that  the  railway  was  com- 
pleted to  Quetta  and  destroyed  by  the 
present  Government.  But  no  permanent 
way  had  been  placed  upon  the  earth* 
works  north  of  the  Nari  Gorge  j  there 
was,  therefore,  no  opportunity  of  pulling 
up  the  raiJa,  as  they  had  nut  been  laid 
down. 

Sm  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  hon^  Gentleman  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  de- 
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Bpatoh  of  Mr.  Elvers  Thompson,  which 
appeared  in  the  Afghan  Papers  of  1881, 
fram  which  I  will  read  an  extract,  and 
in  which  he  protests  against  the  action 
of^the  Government.     He  says— 

**  But'pcrhapa  the  most  grievoua'and  humili* 
atiDg  part  of  the  order  ia  this  coDnection  is 
tbftt  which  affects  not  only  the  stoppage  of  tho 
railway  works  now  under  construction,  but  the 
dismantling  of  the  rails  and  the  destruction  of 
the  earthworks  already  corapleted  a  consider- 
able distance  towards  Quetta.  This  wQful  and 
dfiliherate  Burrender  of  advantages  gained  after 
a  raat  expenditure  of  time  and  thought  and 
money,  and  which  would  flubserre  peaceful  ad- 
ministration much  more  than  it  would  supply 
militarj'^  roc^uirements,  is  absolutely  beyond  the 
COtnprehonsion  of  any  Native  in  the  countrj/' 

Mr.  J.  K.  CROSS:  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  give  the  date  of  the 
Paper  1  shall  be  glad  to  inquire  into  the 
matter.  I  find  that  there  ia  no  very 
definite  information  as  to  the  pulling  up 
of  the  rails  at  the  India  Office,  I  have, 
however,  referred  to  Major  General 
Trevor,  Dired;or  General  ol  Railways 
under  the  late  Government,  who  la  now 
in  England,  as  to  what  are  the  facts  of 
the  case.  Major  General  Trevor  called 
upon  me  on  Saturday  morning  last,  and 
gave  me  the  information  as  I  have  placed 
it  before  the  House.  He  will  be  very 
glad  to  answer  any  question  which  any 
£on.  Member  may  put  to  him  j  and  as  he 
was  Director  General  of  Eailways  in 
India  up  to  the  end  of  March,  1681,  I 
ehould  think  that  his  evidence  may  be 
taken  as  being  quite  satisfactory  on  this 
point. 

Sm  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  I  will 
give  the  hon.  Member  the  information 
he  wants.  The  Minute  of  Mr.  Rivers 
Thompson  is  to  be  found  in  Afghan 
Paper  No.  3,  1881  ;  and  he  will  find 
there  also  another  Minute  to  the  same 
effect  by  Mr*  Gibbs  deploring  the  giving 
up  of  the  railway, 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  r  Whilst  having 
the  greatest  possible  respect  for  Colonel 
Trevor,  I  should  like  to  ask  whether  the 
Government  will  lay  upon  the  Table  the 
Report  of  some  official  of  the  ludiau  Go- 
vernment who  saw  the  works,  and  who 
was  connected  with  the  works  at  the 
time  the  present  Government  came  into 
power  ? 

Mtt.  J.  K.  CROSS :  Tho  greater  part 
of  those  works  y^MVB  carried  on  after  the 
present  Government  came  into  Office, 
and  there  was  no  question  of  giving 
them  up  until  after  the  Battle  of  Mai- 
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wand,  when  the  troops  which  were  pro- 
tecting the  works  were  withdrawn*  I 
shall  be  glad  to  lay  any  Papers  on  the 
subject  on  the  Table. 

Ma.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  :  Is  it 
not  a  fact  that  if  the  policy  of  the  late 
Government  on  the  Indian  Frontier  had 
not  been  reversed  tho  railway  to  Canda- 
har  would  have  been  completed  two 
years  ago  ? 

M^,  J.  K,  CROSS:  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  answer  any  Question  as  to  tho 
policy  of  the  late  Government. 

AFRICA  (SOUTH)— BECHUANALAND— 
MURDER  OF  MR.  BETHULL. 

Sir  FREDERICK  MILNER  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  haa  been  called 
to  the  brutal  murder  of  Mr.  Christopher 
Bethell,  Acting  Chief  of  Frontier  Policei 
by  the  Boers,  near  the  border  of  Bechu- 
annland,  on  July  Slst;  and,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  de- 
manded reparation  for  the  murder  of 
this  gallant  British  officer,  and  the  sur- 
render of  his  murderers  to  justice  ? 

Mr.  guy  daw  nay  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  the  Colonial  OlHce  has 
received  any  details  of  the  murder  of 
Mr.  (1  Bethell  in  Bechunnaland  j  whe- 
ther Mr.  BetheU  had  been  appointed  by 
Mr.  Mackenzie,  Commandant  of  the 
Frontier  Mounted  Police,  and  was  act- 
ing in  that  capacity  at  the  time  he  was 
murdered  in  cold  blood  by  Boers;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty^s  Government  have 
takon  any,  and  ii  so  what,  steps  in  tho 
matter  ? 

Mk.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  Yes,  8ir. 
We  have  received  a  despatch  from  Mr. 
Wright,  the  Resident  OommissioDeri 
giving  an  account  of  tho  sad  death  of 
Mr.  Bethell,  and  it  will  appear  among 
the  Papers  whiok  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  in  a  few  days.  It 
appears  that  the  murder  was  a  very 
brutal  act,  that  Mr.  Bethell  was  shot  by 
two  Boers  aa  he  lay  wounded  on  the 
field  of  combat.  But  whatever  the  legal 
aspect  of  the  case  may  be,  which  is  com- 
plicated by  the  fact  that  the  murder 
took  place  neither  on  Transvaal  terri* 
tory  nor  on  British  territory,  still  the 
Government  thought  it  was  a  case  of 
which  they  should  take  serious  notice. 
Therefore,  we  have  telegraphed  to  Sir 
Hercules  Robinson   to   the  eilect  that» 
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fts  Mr.  Writjht  named  one  of  the  Boers 
who  shot  Mr.  Bethell,  and  says  that  the 
other  name  was  no  secret,  every  effort 
should  be  made  to  bring  the  murderera 
to  justice,  and  asking  Sir  Hercules 
Bobiofifm  what  course  he  would  advise, 

8m  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH  :  I 
should  like  to  ask  a  Question  arising 
out  of  this  answer  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, I  observed  not  loug  ago  a  state- 
ment which  appeared  to  have  foundation 
— namely,  that  Mr,  Wright,  to  whose 
despatch  he  referred,  went  to  the  Boers 
and  was  detained  by  them  as  a  pri- 
soner. 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  Mr. 
Wright  was  induced  to  corae  into  the 
hands  of  the  Boers  by  a  flag  of  truce, 
and  then  he  was  told  that  he  wa^  retained 
for  his  own  safety.  He  ib  no  longer  in 
the  hands  of  the  Boers ;  he  is  free,  and 
therefore  no  steps  have  been  taken. 

Sib  henry  HOLLAND:  What 
was  the  date  of  the  Government's  in- 
etructiona  to  Sir  Hercules  Robinson  ? 
Will  those  iustructioas  appear  in  the 
Papers,  and  when  are  they  likely  to  he 
presented  ? 

Mk.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  :  The  date 
of  the  telegram  to  Sir  Hercules  Robin- 
son is  to-day.  It  is  only  three  or  four 
days  ago  that  we  received  the  despatch 
from  Mr,  Wright,  giving  an  account  of 
the  death  of  Mr.  Bethel  1.  As  to  the 
Papers,  one  portion  of  tliem  will  be  de- 
livered to-morrow,  and  the  second  por- 
tion will  bo  delivered  in  the  course  of 
the  week. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOKSTER:  I  wish  to 
ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  whether  Mr. 
Wright's  despatch  is  the  only  one  that 
has  been  received  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  Yes,  Sir; 
I  believe  I  am  correct  in  saying  that 
Mr.  Wright's  is  the  only  official  despatch 
we  have  received. 

Mr.  guy  DAWNAY:  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  answer  the  second  part  of  my 
Question— namely,  whether  Mr.  Bethel  I 
had  been  appointed  by  Mr.  Mackenzie 
Commandant  of  the  Frontier  Mounted 
Police,  and  was  acting  in  that  capacity 
at  the  time  he  was  murdered  in  cold 
blood  by  the  Boers  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  :  Yes,  Sir; 
he  was  appointed  by  Mr.  Mackenzie* 

Sm  FEEBEKICk  MILNER  :  As  re- 
presenting the  family  of  Mr.  Bethell,  I 
beg  to  give  Notice  that  it  is  my  inten- 
tion to  go  more  fully  into  the  subject  of 


Mr,  Beth  ell's  murder  before  the  close  of 
the  debate  on  the  Address, 

Mr.  CREYKE  :  Considering  it  is  now 
three  months  since  the  murder  took 
place,  and  considering  that  it  was  per- 
fectly well  known  in  this  country  for 
nearly  the  whole  of  that  time,  it  is 
strange  that  the  Government  has  only 
thought  it  necessary  to  telegraph  to-day 
on  the  subject, 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  We  sent 
out  to  ask  for  ofBcial  information 
with  reference  to  what  we  had  seen  in 
the  newspapers.  We  only  received  that 
official  information,  as  I  have  just  now 
stated,  and  speaking  from  memory,  four 
days  ago,  and  we  have  telegraphed  to- 
day. 

Mr,  STANLEY  LEIGHTON:  May 
I  ask  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  send  Sir  Charles  Wan'en 
to  Bechu  an  aland  without  any  military 
force  from  England;  and,  if  so,  what 
precaution  has  been  taken  to  insure  his 
personal  safety ;  and^  whether  Sir  Charles 
Warren  will  b<?  placed  under  the  orders 
of  Sir  Hercules  Robinson,  or  whether  he 
will  hold  an  independent  position  similar 
to  that  of  General  Gordon  ? 

Mr.  E\^LYN  ASHLEY  :  Thero  is 
only  one  part  of  that  Question  1  can 
answer  without  Notice,  and  that  is  the 
first  part.  Sir  Charles  Warrtn  will  not 
be  sent  out  to  that  country  without  any 
railitarv  force  to  support  him. 

Mr.  STUAirr-AVORTLEY;  What  is 
the  date  of  the  Government  despatch 
to  which  Mr,  Wright's  Report  was  an 
answer  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  I  really 
cannot  answer  these  Questions  as  to  date 
without  Notice.  The  average  time  re- 
quired would  be  five  or  six  weeks  to 
go,  and  five  or  six  weeks  to  come 
back. 

NEW  ZEALAND  ^TREATY  OV  WAX- 
TANGI— THE  MAORI  CHIEFS. 
Mr.  GORST  asked  the  Hnder  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  What 
pteps  have  been  taken  by  Her  MajestVs 
Government  to  verify  the  statements 
made  in  the  Memorial  of  the  Maori 
Chiefs  recently  in  this  Country,  a?«  to 
alleged  violations  of  the  Treaty  of  Wai- 
tangi  ;  whether  any  communications 
have  been  made  to  or  received  from  the 
Colonial  Government  of  New  Zealand 
on  the  subject;  and^  whether  such  cora- 
municationB  can  be  laid  upon  the  Table  f 
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Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  In  replj 
to  my  Lon.  and  learned  Friend,  I  have 
to  say  that  the  Memorial  of  the  Maori 
Chiefs  was  sent  off  to  the  Governor  of 
New  Zealand  in  August  last,  and  the 
observations  of  the  Colonial  Government 
were  invited  upon  it.  No  answer  has 
yet  or  could  yet  have  been  received. 
As  soon  as  the  expected  reply  arrives, 
Papers  on  the  subject  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table. 

EGYPT— EXPENDITURE. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he  will 
either  state  to  the  House,  or  present  in 
a  Beturn  to  the  House,  the  amount  of 
all  moneys  expended  (inclusive  of  the 
value  of  stores,  military  or  otherwise)  in 
or  on  Egypt,  which  have  been  paid,  or 
which  are  to  be  paid,  by  this  Country, 
from  January  Ist  1878,  until  the  receot 
arrival  of  Lord  Wolseley  in  Egypt  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mf.Childers)  :  My  hon.  Friend's 
Question  presents  some  difficulty,  and 
it  would  be  necessary  to  confer  with 
several  Departments.  If  he  will  put  it 
again  next  week,  I  hope  to  give  him  an 
answer. 

HONG  KONG-ENFORCED  LABOUR. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  If  in- 
formation has  been  received  of  a  riot  at 
Hong  Kong,  consequent  upon  the  com- 
pulsory employment  of  Chinese  labour 
to  coal  French  ships  employed  in  hosti- 
lities with  China;  and,  whether  direc- 
tions will  be  sent  to  the  authorities  at 
Hong  Kopg  and  Singapore  to  refrain 
from  enforcing  any  contract  to  labour 
which  may  have  been  entered  into  by 
our  Chinese  fellow- subjects,  who  from 
patriotic  reasons  may  reasonably  object 
to  such  employment  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  We  re- 
ceived from  the  Governor  of  Hong  Kong, 
on  the  6th  of  October,  a  telegpram  in 
which  he  informed  us  that  there  had 
been  a  strike  of  boatmen  and  labourers — 
that  100  soldiers  had  been  quartered  for 
four  days  in  the  Tung  Wah  Hospital  to 
support  the  police,  but  that  they  were 
not  required  to  act;  that  one  Chinese 
had  been  killed  and  five  Sikh  constables 
wounded.  We  asked  by  telegram  whe- 
ther the  Chinese  labourers  had  been 
compelled    to   work   on    board  French 
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ships.  In  reply  we  were  informed  that 
several  persons  had  been  fined  for  re- 
fusing to  work  for  the  MesgagerUs  Mari- 
timis ;  but  that  no  work  had  been  per- 
formed for  other  French  ships.  We 
telegraphed  to  ask  the  Governor 
under  what  law  these  labourers  were 
fined;  but  no  reply  has  yet  been  re- 
ceived. I  must  therefore  ask  the  hon. 
Baronet  to  wait  a  few  days  for  the  an- 
swer to  the  second  Question.  I  may  add 
that  on  the  3rd  of  September  the  Go- 
vernor notified  to  the  French  Admiral 
Lespes  that  the  provisions  of  the  Fo- 
reign Enlistment  Act  must  be  carried 
out;  and  Admiral  Lespes,  in  reply,  gave 
an  assurance  that  they  would  be  fully 
respected  by  French  ships. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  asked  whether, 
when  hostilities  were  being  carried  on 
between  two  other  Powers,  without  a 
declaration  of  war,  if  this  country  sup- 
plied munitions  for  such  hostilities  to 
one  of  the  belligerents,  we  might  not 
be  held  responsible  for  such  a  pro- 
ceeding ? 

[No  reply.] 

COLONIAL    DEFENCES— REPORT    OF 
THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION  OF  1882. 

Mr.  M^CGAN  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  If  and  when  the  unpub- 
lished Report  of  the  Boyal  Commission 
on  the  Defence  of  British  Possessions 
and  Oommerce  Abroad,  which  was  pre- 
sented in' July  1882,  and  on  which  the 
Inspector  of  Fortifications  has  based  his 
Memorandum,  will  be  laid  before  Par- 
liament ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  I  can  only 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  an  answer 
which  I  gave  on  the  6th  of  April,  1883, 
to  a  similar  Question,  when  I  stated 
that  the  Report  on  the  Colonial  De- 
fences was  strictly  confidential,  and  could 
not  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— TEACHERS 
IN  BOARD  SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  following 
advertisement  appeared  in  The  School 
Board  Chronicle  of  the  27th  September 
last :  — 

"North  Mundham,  Hunstan,  and  Merston 
U.  D.  School  Board.  Wanted  an  Asaistant 
Mifltrees.  Chnrchwoman.  Salary  £35  per 
annum.    Apply,  with  teatimonials,  to  Oliver 
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XJoTd,    Cletrk    to    the    Board,    West    Street, 
ChiehNter;'* 

and,  whether  he  will  take  any  steps  to 
prevent  the  disqualificatioa  of  Noucon- 
forQiiats  as  teaohort*  ia  Board  Schools 
by  the  imposition  of  eccleaiastioal  tests  ? 
Mr,  SIUNDELLA  :  My  atteation  had 
not  been  called  to  the  adveriisement  in 
question  until  my  hon.  Friend  placed 
fiis  Notice  on  the  Paper.  I  find  that 
oounsers  opinion  was  taken  on  this 
point  in  1876,  and  that  he  advised  that 
the  Act  of  1870  gave  the  Department 
no  power  to  interfere.  Such  an  advor- 
tisement  appears  to  me  to  savour  of  iu* 
tolerance*  and  is  entirely  foreig^i  to  the 
spirit  and  intention  of  the  Act.  I  am, 
however,  glad  to  say  that  it  is  the  only 
case  of  the  kind  brought  before  me 
during  the  las^t  four  j-ears,  and  I  hope 
it  is  one  whiijh  wilt  not  rocur,  I 
think  hon.  Members  will  see  how  un- 
fair and  inconvenient  it  would  be  for 
School  Boards  with  alternating  majori- 
ties of  Churchmen  and  Nonconformiete 
to  restrict  their  choice  of  teachers  to 
those  of  their  own  religious  faith,  and 
to  introduce  considerations  whirh  are 
alien  to  the  purposes  of  the  Education 
Act. 

THE  EXE'EDITIONARY  FORCE  (EGYFr) 
—ARMY  CHAPLAINS. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  "V^Tiether  there  is 
a  Presh^ierian  chaplain  atfa«rhed  to  the 
Black  Watch  at  present  in  Uptper  Egypt ; 
and,  if  not,  whether,  considering  the 
large  number  of  Scottish  siddiers  in  that 
and  the  other  regiments  under  Lord 
Wolseley's  command,  he  will  issue  in- 
structions that  a  Presbyterian  chaplain 
be  sent  without  delay  to  join  the  ex- 
peditionary force  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAHTINCITON  : 
I  am  aware  of  the  great  interest  which 
is  taken  in  this  subject  in  Scotland,  and 
I  have  communicated  with  Lord  Wolseley 
upon  it.  I  have  not,  however,  received 
any  roply  to  the  letter.  So  far  as  the 
War  Office  is  coDcerned,  all  the  Presby- 
terian chaplains  who  were  considered 
necessary  by  the  General  Officer  com- 
manding the  troops  in  Egypt  have  been 
sent  I  have  also  authorized  the  em- 
ployment of  another  Presbyterian  clergy- 
maUt  who  is  available  at  Alexandria, 
which  would  set  free  an  additional 
chaplain  to  proceed  with  the  Expedition 
if  his  services  are  req^uired. 


INDIA— BOMBAY  CIVIL  SERVICE. 

Mr.  GIBSON  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Is  it  tlje  fact 
that  54,  or  more  than  one-third  of  the 
entire  Bombay  Civil  Service,  occupy  the 
three  years  1867-70  ;  and,  if  so,  what 
steps  does  he  intend  to  take  to  get  rid 
of  the  super 6 nous  men  or  their  discon- 
tented juniors  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.CROSS  :  No,  Sir;  it  is  not 
the  fact  that  54,  or  more  than  one-third 
of  the  entire  Bombay  Civil  Service, 
ocsjupy  the  three  years  1 867-70.  There 
are  160  men — including  five  statutory 
civilians — in  the  Bombay  Civil  Service. 
Of  these,  48  were  appointed  in  the  four 
years,  1867-70,  inclusive.  A  Memorial 
wa^  received  last  year  from  a  civilian, 
appointed  in  1869,  complaining  of  slow- 
ness of  promotion,  and  prnyiuj^  that  he 
might  be  allowed  to  retire  on  a  special 
pension.  In  forwarding  this  Memorial, 
the  Bombay  Government  said  that, 
"  while  conscious  that  at  present  there 
was  an  unfortunate  block  in  one  part  of 
the  Service,"  they  did  not  consider  it 
expedient  to  induce  special  retirements 
by  the  grant  of  proportionate  pensions* 
The  Secretary  of  State  refused  the 
application,  seeing  no  reaaon  for  dealing 
with  it  in  an  exceptional  manner. 

BOARD  OF  TRADE  (RAILWAYS)— POLI- 
TICAL DEMONSTRATIONS  AT  RAIL- 
WAY STATIONS. 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  as  to  the  condition  of  Preston 
Railway  Station  when  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  was  recently  passing 
through  that  town,  he  will  communicate 
with  the  Railway  authorities  as  to  the 
advisability  of  preventing  in  the  future 
political  demonstrations  at  Railway  sta- 
tions ? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN:  The  Board 
of  Trade  have  no  authority  or  control 
whatever  over  the  arrangements  which 
may  be  made  for  preserving  order  at 
railway  stations.  They  have  had  no 
complaints  addressed  to  them,  and  they 
have  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  Rail- 
way Companies  are  either  unable  or 
unwilling  to  protect  the  public  from 
danger ;  and,  under  these  circumstances, 
I  do  not  think  it  would  be  right  to  pro* 
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pose  legislation  giving  further  authority 
to  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  OHTJRCHILL  : 
Will  the  right  hoo.  Ghentlemati  make 
inquinoB  into  the  case  of  the  Glasgow 
Railway  Station,  where  there  was  un- 
doubted danger  from  the  great  crowd  ? 
Will  he  also  allow  me  to  place  him  in 
rpoesesfiion  of  several  letters  which  I  have 
lireceived  from  members  of  the  travelling 
public  complaining  of  the  inconvenience 
and  danger  they  were  subjected  to  at 
Preston  ? 

MR^GELAMBEELAm  :  If  the  noble 
Lord  has  any  eYidence  and  will  place  it 
at  my  disposal,  I  will  gladly  take  it  into 
oonsideration. 

LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  — REAPPOINT- 
MENT OF  THE  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'COXNOE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
landi  Whether  he  will  take  steps  for 
the  immediate  re^appoiutmeut  of  the 
Committee  on  the  operation  of  **  The 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Act,  1884?** 

The  solicitor  GENEHAL  for 
[IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkke)  said,  that 
the  Committee  last  year,  in  reporting  the 
evidence  it  had  taken,  recommended  its 
own  re-appointment.  The  re-appoint- 
ment of  the  Committee  did  not  rest  with 
the  Chief  Secretary ;  but  the  desire  ex- 
pressed on  the  subject  would  be  com- 
municated to  the  Prime  Minister  in 
order  to  ascertain  whether  Committee 
Business  would  be  taken  this  Session. 

POST  OFFICE-MAIL  SERVICE  IN  THE 
WEST  OF  LRELANB. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  the  Post- 
master General^  If,  considering  the  very 
nnaati 8 factory  state  of  the  Mail  Service 
to  the  West  of  Ireland,  he  could  ar- 
range to  run  a  train  leaving  Dublin  at 
8  a,m.,  reaching  Galway  in  three  hours 
and  a- half,  and  stopping  at  MulUngar, 
Athlone,  Ballinaaloe,  and  Athenry  only  ? 

Mb.  FAWCETT  :  I  can  assure  the 
hon.  Member  and  others  who  are  in- 
terested in  the  question  of  accelerating 
the  mails  to  Galway  and  Sligo  and  the 
West  of  Ireland  generally,  that  it  has 
not  been  lost  eight  of  by  the  Depart- 
ment. Negotiations  are  now  proceed- 
ing, and  directly  I  am  in  a  position  to 
come  to  a  decision  I  will  make  it  known 
to  the  hon,  Members  who  are  interested 
^  in  the  locality. 
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r08T  OFFICE—POST  CARDS— PUK- 
CHASE  OF  MATERIAL  FROM 
ABROAD. 
Mr.  GIBSON,  who  had  given  Notice 
of  the  following  Question  : — 

*'To  ask  the  Postmaster  General,  if  it  is  a 
fact  that  tho  Post  Office  Depiirtmeot  has  re* 
contly  given  a  large  contract  for  the  supply  of 
English  post  carda  in  Germany  ?  " 

intimated  that  in  consequence  of  the 
Fostmabter  (jreneraPs  letter^  which  had 
appeared  in  the  morning  papers,  he 
would  not  put  the  Question. 

Mr.  COLERIDGE  KENNARD,  who 
had  on  the  Paper  the  followiDg  Ques- 
tion : — 

**To  ask  the  Poatniaster  General,  whether 
he  will  inform  the  House  as  to  the  name 
of  the  German  firm  with  whom  Her  Majesty^a 
Government  have  contracted  for  the  supply  of 
tho  ptistal  cards  hitherto  manufactured  by  Bri- 
tish traders ;  and  if  he  will  name  the  yarioui 
firms  who  competed  for  the  GoTemmental 
order?*' 

asked  permissioa  to  substitute  a  Question 
to  the  elfect — Were  they  to  eonclude 
from  the  Postmaster  GeneraPs  letter 
that  the  opinion  ai  the  Government  was 
that  British  workmen  were  not  da- 
maged,  but  positively  bouefited,  by  the 
pincbaae  of  commodities  abroad  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  That  is  a  Question 
entirely  of  an  argumentative  character, 
and  is,  therefore,  irregular. 

TRADE  AND  COiBIERCE- DISTRESS  IN 
THE  SHIPBUILDING  TRADE. 

Mu.  GOURLEY  aaked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  If  he  is  aware  that 
thousands  of  workmen  connected  with 
the  Shipping  industry  have  for  several 
months  been  without  employment  on 
the  Wear,  Tyne»  Clyde,  and  other  ship- 
bnildiog  ports,  and  that  large  numbere 
with  their  families  are  now  in  a  condi- 
tion of  semi 'Starvation;  whether,  as  in 
the  case  of  Irish  distress  and  Indian 
famines,  he  will  endeavour  to  de^nse 
some  system  of  Imperial  relief  ;  if  he  is 
aware  that  in  this  yearns  Navy  Estimates 
authority  was  taken  to  build  additional 
ships  of  tho  Mers*ty  class  which  has  not 
yet  been  began  ;  and,  whether  he  will 
endeavour  to  arrange  with  the  Treasury 
and  Admiralty  that  ships  of  the  Alcrasy 
and  other  designs  may  be  built  on  the 
Wear  and  other  rivers^  allowing  the 
builders  a  reasonable  commission  as  re- 
muneration over  and  above  the  actual 
oost  ? 
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Mr.  T.  BIOHABpSON  mquired  w},c- 
ther  the  Prime  Minister  wa«  avvaro  tliat 
digtres8  in  the  same  trade  existed  at 
Hartlepool  and  on  the  Tees? 

Mb.  mac  IVER  aslfed  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  also  aware  that 
there  were  a  great  many  people  out  of 
emphiyment  at  Liveqwol  and  Birken- 
head, through  no  fault  of  their  own, 
and  that  no  less  than  5,000  sum- 
mouses  for  noa-pajment  of  rates  had 
been  taken  out  at  Liverpool  alone  ;  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
suggest  some  measure  for  the  relief  of 
the  distress,  and  give  precedence  to  the 
consideration  of  that  fiubje*t  over  fur- 
ther debate  on  the  Franchise  Bill  ? 

Mr.  GLAD£3T0NE  :  8ir,  I  am  aware, 
as  the  public  are  aware,  of  the  great 
distress  which  exists  to  a  very  consider- 
able extent  in  the  shipping  trades  at  the 
various  points  to  whidi  reference  has 
been  made,  and  in  regard  to  Bii'kenhead 
particularly,  because,  having  been  on 
the  spot  where  it  prevails  at  a  vorj  re- 
cent date,  I  have  had  au  opportunity  of 
knowing,  from  personnl  investigation, 
that  it  is  severe.  But  as  to  the  Ques- 
tion— 

**  Whether,  as  in  the  case  of  Irish  distress  and 
Indian  famines,  he  will  endeavour  to  devise 
Bomo  syattJin  of  Imperial  relief  ?  ^' 

and  as  to  the  corresponding  Question 
put  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead 
(Mr.  Mac  Iver),  I  have  to  say  that  I 
do  not  consider  that  the  precedents  of 
Irish  diHtress  and  Indian  famines  are 
applicable  to  periods  of  depression  in 
the  trades  of  the  United  Kingdom.  And 
I  must  Bay  that  I  cannot  help  regretting 
that  Members  of  Parliament  should  feel 
themselves  compelled  by  their  sense  of 
duty  to  suggest  in  regard  to  their  di tie- 
rent  neighbourhoods  that  when  they  are 
in  distress  from  any  wnnt  of  employment, 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  pro- 
vide  a  means  of  su])  plying  that  em  ploy - 
mcmt.  Every  Question  put  in  this  Houhr 
comes  with  a  certain  authority,  and  con- 
sequently we  have  to  regard  the  expec- 
tations wbich  are  raised,  and  to  consider 
whether  the  addressing  of  such  Ques- 
tions to  Ministers  is  beneBcial  to  the 
community  or  not.  I  think  they  are 
not ;  and  I  am  bound  to  Ba}%  as  to  the 
cose  of  Sunderland,  I  have  had  commu- 
nications suggesting  that  to  raise  any 
questions  of  this  Itind  in  regard  to  Sun- 
derland would,  at  the  present  time,  be 
particularly  inexpedient.     With  respect 
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to  the  other  part  of  the  Question  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  as  to  building  ships  on  the 
Wear,  the  Tyne,  the  Clyde,  and  other 
ports,  that  is  a  matter  on  whirh  it  would 
be  quite  contrary  to  the  principle  on 
which  the  duties  of  the  difJerent  De- 
partments are  distributed  were  the  Trea- 
sury to  interfere.  If  it  is  thought  that 
ships  can  be  built  there  advanta^eouslyj 
I  have  no  doubt  that  my  hon.  Friend  ia 
well  qualifiod  to  carry  on  communications 
with  the  Admiralty  on  the  subject.  But 
for  the  Treasury  to  undertake  to  direct 
the  Admiralty  to  build  its  ships  in  this 
place  or  in  that  pdace  would  be  practi^ 
cally  mischievous;  it  would  be  inverting 
the  relative  positions  of  the  Depart- 
ments, and  would  introduce  great  con- 
fusion into  the  conduct  of  Public  Busi- 
ness, 

EGYPT  (EVENTS  IN  THE  SOUD.IN)- 
RELIEF  OF  GENERAL  GURDON* 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  the  happy 
event  of  the  relief  of  General  Gordon 
by  Lord  Wcdselev,  the  former  officer,  as 
Governor  General  of  tlio  Soudan »  will 
be  in  supreme  autliorityT  <^r  whether 
liord  Wolheley,  as  Commander  in  Chief 
in  the  Soudan,  is  to  be  allowed  to  dic- 
tate orders  to  General  G^)rdon  what  he 
rs  to  do  or  not  to  do?  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber also  aUted  whether  it  was  still  the 
^►pinion  of  the  Qovoniment  that  their 
wliole  hope  of  the  solution  of  the  ques- 
tion of  the  relief  of  the  Soudan  garri- 
sons depended  on  the  fate  of  General 
Gordon  i* 

Mk.  GLADSTONE:  The  addition 
whi<  h  the  hon.  Member  has  made  to 
Ills  QuestiMU  is  really  a  matter  that  can 
i>nly  be  answ^ered  in  detail  in  di>ou8sion, 
and  is  not  a  matter  for  a  Question  and 
an  annwer  Aye  or  No.  Aja  to  the  hope 
which  he  suggests  that  General  Gordon 
is  likely  to  be  relieved  by  Lord  Wolse- 
ley,  the  hope  of  that  happy  event  the 
Government  entirely  shares  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  And  if  that  should  be 
the  case,  and  if  Lord  Wokeley  should 
be  brought  into  contact  wuth  General 
Gordon — at  present  he  has  not  been  so 
brought — the  Government  will  be  re- 
sponKible  for  providing  that  all  the  in- 
structions which  may  be  necessary  and 
useful  to  regulate  the  relations  of  those 
distinguished  persons  shall  be  appli- 
cable to  the  case.  The  Question  is  of  a 
hypothetical  characteri  and  at  present  it 
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would  be  premature  to  enter  upon  it. 
It  may,  however,  be  recollected  that 
Lord  Wolseley  is  the  General  Officer 
commanding  Her  Majesty's  Forces  in 
Egypt,  and  in  that  capacity  is  General 
Goraon's  military  superior,  so  that,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  certain  relations  be- 
tween General  Gordon  and  Lord  Wolse- 
ley would  arise  by  the  Bules  of  the 
Service. 

Mb.  ONSLOW:  General  Gordon  was 
not  only  appointed  Commander-in-Chief, 
but  was  appointed  by  the  Khedive  as 
Governor  General  of  the  Soudan.  What 
I  waut  to  know  is  whether  Lord  Wolse- 
ley will  supersede  him  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  think  that  the 
way  in  which  this  question  arises  shows 
how  very  premature  it  is  to  enter  upon 
the  consideration  of  circumstances  which 
have  not  arisen.  We  shall  be  respon- 
sible for  the  due  regulation  of  these 
matters.  To  the  direct  portion  of  the 
Question  T  have  already  replied,  and  I 
am  perfectly  aware  that  the  Khedive 
has  appointed  General  Gordon  to  that 
office  in  the  Soudan ;  but  I  do  not  ap- 
prehend that  that  appointment  by  the 
Khedive  can  have  any  operation  or  effect 
whatever  upon  the  Rules  which  regulate 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Mb.  BOURKE  :  Can  Her  Majesty's 
Government  give  the  House  any  infor- 
mation as  to  the  fate  of  Colonel  Stewart? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  very  much  regret  to  state  that  the  Go- 
vernment received  yesterday  a  telegram 
through  Lord  Wolseley,  which  is  almost 
similar  in  purport  to  that  which  appears 
in  the  public  newspapers.  I  am  afraid 
there  can  be  little  doubt  that  Colonel 
Stewart  was  among  the  party  which  was 
wrecked  in  the  steamer  on  the  Nile,  and 
which,  apparently,  with  two  exceptions, 
has  been  massacred.  I  am  sure  that  the 
House,  on  hearing  this  communication, 
will  share  with  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  the  regret  with  which  we  re- 
ceived this  information,  as  well  as  in 
the  great  admiration  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  feel  at  the  gallant 
conduct  of  Colonel  Stewart  in  sharing 
the  dangers  of  General  Gordon's  mis- 
sion, and  also,  as  far  as  intelligence 
leads  us  to  believe,  their  admiration  for 
the  manner  in  which  he  has  discharged 
the  duties  in  connection  with  that  mis- 
sion. 

Mr.  M^OOAN  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  the  actual  Report 
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of  Lord  Northbrook  on  his  mission  to 
Egypt,  or  only  **  the  result  of  its  con- 
sideration "  by  the  Cabinet,  will  be  com- 
municated to  Parliament  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  With  regard  to 
Lord  Northbrook's  Report,  it  would  be 
prematura  to  express  any  opinion.  It 
is  a  rule',  and  a  salutary  rule,  that  the 
Government  does  not  state  its  intention 
to  produce  Papers  of  this  kind  until  it 
has  seen  them. 

PAKLIAMENT  —  ORDER— UNCOVERING 
OF  MEMBERS  TO  ROYAL  MESSAGES. 
The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  :  I  request  per- 
mission, Mr.  Speaker,  to  ask  you  a  Ques- 
tion on  a  point  of  Order,  in  which  a  good 
many  others  besides  myself  are  inte- 
rested. When  you,  Sir,  commenced,  on 
Thursday  last,  to  read  Her  Majesty's 
Gracious  Speech,  I  happened  to  have  my 
hat  on,  and  I  did  not  remove  it,  but  re- 
mained covered.  The  suggestion  has  been 
made  that  I  did  not  act  properly  in  that 
respect,  or  in  accordance  with  the  Rules 
of  the  House,  and  if  so,  of  course,  I 
should  at  once  apologize  to  you  and  to 
the  House  for  having  violated  any  of 
its  Rules  and  customs.  But  since  I  have 
been  a  Member  of  Parliament  I  have 
always  understood  that  the  Rule  is, 
that  when  a  Member  appears  at  the  Bar 
and  informs  the  Speaker  that  he  has 
a  Message  from  Her  Majesty  to  this 
House,  signed  by  herself,  he  is  desired 
to  bring  it  up,  and  the  Message  is 
brought  up  to  the  Chair  and  read  by 
the  Speaker,  all  Members  being  un- 
covered ;  and  their  being  uncovered  is 
recorded  in  the  Votes  and  on  the 
Journals.  But  those  are  the  only  occa- 
sions on  which  Members  are  expected 
to  be  uncovered.  In  all  other  cases  of 
Royal  Messages  we  are  not,  I  under- 
stand, expected  to  remove  our  hats.  If 
I  am  right,  I  hope.  Sir,  that  you  will 
relieve  the  feelings  of  some  hon.  Gentle- 
men by  60  informing  the  House  ;  if  not, 
I  shall,  as  I  have  said,  at  once  apolo- 
gize to  it  and  to  you  ? 

Me.  SPEAKER :  In  reply  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  to  say  that  he 
has  correctly  drawn  the  distinction  be- 
tween Messages  direct  from  the  Crown 
under  the  Sign  Manual  and  read  from 
the  Chair,  and  Messages  in  answer  to 
Addresses  from  this  House.  With  re- 
ference to  the  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
what  is  read  by  the  Speaker  from  this 
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Chair  is  only  a  copy  of  the  Speech  which 
is  delivered  in  •*  another  place''  heforo 
both  Houses  of  Parlianic>nt,  It  is,  there- 
fore, not  regarded  as  directly  emanating 
from  the  Sovereign,  and  norther  by  the 
Eule  of  the  House,  nor  by  tlio  custom 
of  the  House,  is  it  obligatory  for  any 
hon.  Member  to  uncover. 

3I0TI0]^. 

PARLIAMENT^BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE--THE  QUEEN^^S  SPEECH-POST- 
PONEMENT OF  ORDERS  OF  THE 
DAY.-KESOLUTION. 
Motion  made,  aud  Question  proposed, 
*^  That  finy  proceedingB  on  the  Address  huve 
precedence    lo-morrow  and   Wednesday  over 
the  Noticei  of  ilotions  and  Ordere  of  the  Buy/* 
^{Mr,  Gtadstofie,) 

PUBLIC  MEETINGS  —  THE  RIuT  AT 
ASTON   HALL,   BIRMlNUUAil. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  It 
would  be  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House  to  have  some  information  as  to 
the  order  in  which  th**  various  subjects 
raised  on  the  Queen's  Speech  are  to  be 
taken.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  on 
Friday  niglit,  informed  the  House  that 
he  would  takn  an  early  opi>ort unity  of 
making  a  statement  in  explauatjou  of 
the  riots  at  Aston,  [Crtesof  **  No  1**1 
Well,  I  have  the  words  by  me,  aud  I 
believe  I  have  accurately  described  what 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
eaid.  It  is  quite  clear  that  if  an  early 
statement  is  to  be  made,  it  must  be  mad© 
on  the  Queen's  Speech^  because,  after 
the  Queen's  Speech  is  disposed  of,  ail  the 
time  of  the  House  will  be  occupied  with 
the  Franchise  Bill,  and,  therefore,  if  it  is 
not  pressing  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  too  much,  I  should  like  to 
know  on  which  of  tho  three  days  left  to 
us  he  proposes  to  make  his  promised 
statement  ? 

Mn.  CHAMBERLWN:  The  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
has  misunderstood  what  I  said ;  but  that 
i§  not  his  fault,  becauRO  I  observe  that  I 
was  incorrectly  reported  in  one  of  the 
newspapers.  In  the  other  papers  I  was 
correctly  reported.  What  I  really  said 
was,  that  I  should  be  happy  to  defend 
myself  and  my  constituents  against  any 
attacks  which  might  be  made  upon  me 
and  them  whenever  the  occasion  should 
arise.    I  am  waiting  for  the  occaBion, 
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statement  I  referred  to  I  believe  to  be 
accurate ;  but,  of  courfle,  if  the  rij^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  denies  it»  I  can  say  no- 
thing further.  As  reported  in  tho  paper 
which  claims  to  have  the  largest  circula- 
tion in  London »  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was — 

"I  muflt  Bay  that  while  the  procDedinprs  at 
Birfninghara  hnve  been  to  flomo  entcsnt  a  matter 
for  diHcusaion,  J  shall  he  pr<*imred  to  take  an 
early  opportunity  of  statinj^  to  the  House  what 
I  have  beiird  with  reference  to  them  from  irxj 
constituents,  some  of  wham  were  eyo-witneswis 
of  the  proceeding's/' 

Mr,  CHAPLIN  :  I  wish  to  remind 
the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  of  a  fact  which  he 
seems  to  have  forgotten — namely,  that 
an  attack  was  made  upon  him  only  the 
other  night  by  tho  hon.  Member  for 
Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff). 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  turned  off 
that  attnck  by  caDing  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Portsmouth  a  "jackal." 
I  should  like  to  know  what  guarantee 
we  have,  when  the  conduct  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  next  attacked,  that  he 
may  not  probably  call  the  hnn.  Member 
attacking  liini  a  hjrona?  Probably  he 
will  evade  the  point,  and  we  shall  never 
have  his  promised  explanation  at  alL 
[  Vri&8  of  *'  Order  !  **J  I  am  perfectly  in 
Order.  Hon.  Members  who  cry  out 
"  Order!"  appear  to  me  to  be  singularly 
Ignorant  of  the  procedure  of  this  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  tho  Board  of  Trade  has  distinctly 
stated  that,  when  challenged,  he  would 
be  prepared  to  defend  his  own  conduct 
and  that  of  his  constituents  who  have 
been  accused  of  behaving  so  outrageously. 
Well,  he  has  been  challenged*  He  has 
evaded  one  challenge,  and  we  have  no 
guarantee  that  he  will  not  evade  an- 
other. I  shall  consider  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  bo  distinctly  departing 
from  his  pledge  unless,  without  further 
delay,  ho  makes  the  defence  to  which  he 
has  pledged  himi=ielf. 

Mr.  OHAMBEHLAIN:  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  speech  to  which  we 
have  just  listened  is  a  Question  ;  but  if 
it  be  a  Question,  it  is  a  very  fair  one, 
and  I  will  endeavour  to  answer  it.  The 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
and  the  House  will  see  that  in  reference 
to  this  matter  I  am  probably  the  only 
person  who  will  bo  attacked,  and  the 
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only  person  who  can  offer  any  defence. 
I  think,  therefore,  that  it  is  only  fair 
that  I  should  wait  for  an  attack  or  an 
accusation  by  somebody  who  has  some 
personal  knowledge  of  the  events  in 
question.  When  the  hon.  Member  for 
Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff) 
attacked  me  the  other  day,  in  rather 
wild  and  burlesque  language,  I  recol- 
lected that  he,  at  all  events,  was  not 
present  at  Aston. 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
He  was  present.  He  was  at  the  meeting. 

Mb.  OHAMBERLiilN :  I  was  not 
aware  that  the  hon.  Member  was  pre- 
sent at  Aston,  and  I  thought  that  it 
was  only  fair  and  respectful  to  the  House 
that  I  should  wait  for  the  charges  and 
accusations  which  had  been  made  against 
me,  outside  the  House,  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill),  and  which  I 
thought  he  would  have  the  courage  to 
repeat  in  the  House.  Whenever  the 
noble  Lord  rises  in  his  place  and  repeats 
those  charges,  I  shall  be  perfectly  pre- 
pared to  meet  them. 

Sm  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF:  Not- 
withstanding  the  speech  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  made,  with  his 
usual  insolence — yCries  of  **  Order!" 
anrf**  Withdraw!'*] 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  hope  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  withdraw  that  expres- 
sion. 

Sib  H.  drummond  WOLFF:  I 
withdraw  the  word  **  insolence"  at 
once,  and  I  will  say  the  speech  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  with 
his  usual  courtesy.  I  was  present 
during  the  whole  of  the  proceedings 
at  Aston  Park.  I  witnessed  the  riots, 
which  were  incited  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself — incited  by  the  Body 
of  which  he  is  the  ruling  spirit,  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse 
Oollings),  and  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman afterwards,  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ipswich,  commended  publicly  at 
different  meetings.  I  made  this  charge 
against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  my 
own  responsibility,  having  witnessed 
the  riots,  and,  therefore,  the  excuse  he 
makes  to-day  is  one  hardly  worthy  of 
attention. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Allow  me  to  make  a  personal  explana- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
charged  me  with  want  of  courage  in  not 
stating  in  the  House  the  charge  which 
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I  made  outside  the  House.  Undoubtedly, 
I  stated  at  Birmingham  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  the  real  author  of 
the  riots.  No  denial  having  been  made 
to  that  charge— .[(7rtM  of  *'0h!"]-- 
none  whatever ;  the  statement  was 
made  perfectly  publicly ;  it  was  reported 
in  almost  every  newspaper — and  no  de- 
nial having  been  made  to  that  charge 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  con- 
sidered that  he  accepted  the  responsi- 
bility. But  another  reason  why  I  did 
not  wish  to  initiate  the  discussion  on 
this  subject  myself  was  very  much  the 
same  reason  as  that  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  given — namely,  because  I 
am  the  only  person  who  can  defend  my 
own  view  of  the  matter,  just  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  appears  to  be  the  only 
person  who  can  defend  his  view.  But  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  afraid  of 
giving  me  the  advantage  of  a  reply,  and 
if  he  declines  to  answer  any  charges 
made  by  any  other  hon.  Member  ex- 
cept myself,  if  1  am  in  Order,  I  will 
guarantee  to  the  House  that  I  will  take 
the  earliest  opportunity  I  can  to  draw 
the  badger. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE:  As  Member 
for  the  County  of  Warwick,  I  think 
I  can  throw  some  light  upon  this  sub* 
ject. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Newdegate)  that 
this  is  not  a  time  to  discuss  the  matter. 
We  are  now  considering  the  proceedings 
on  the  Address,  and  that  is  not  a  time 
for  discussing  the  alleged  riots  at  Bir- 
mingham. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE:  I  bow,  Sir,  to 
your  ruling.  I  wished  merely  to  say 
that  I  am  informed  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  present  at  Birming- 
him,  and  that  Mr.  Schnadhorst  was  not 
present ;  but  that  the  rioters  came  from 
South  Staffordshire,  and  were  led  by 
Mr.  Tangye. 

Mr.  Chamberlain  rose  amid  cries  of 
*' Order!" 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman can  speak,  with  the  permission 
of  the  House. 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN:  The  noble 
Lord  has  just  brought  a  very  strong 
charge  against  me  as  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  and  I  may  say  that,  while  I 
shall  be  prepared  to  enter  into  details 
on  the  proper  occasion,  for  the  present  I 
content  myself  with  absolutely  denying 
that  charge. 
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REPRESENTATION    OF    THE    PEOPLE 
BILL— SCHEMES  OF  VOTING. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether  ho  will 
devote  a  separate  day  for  the  discussion 
of  the  mode  of  votinp^'  to  be  adopted 
under  the  Francliiee  liill  ?  It  is  quite 
obvious  that  it  would  be  more  con- 
venient to  have  adiscusfiiou  on  that  sub- 
ject befctre  we  have  tlie  Bill  than  after- 
wards; it  would  mtich  facilitate  the 
Bueiuess  of  the  Government  if  we  could 
dispose  of  it  first. 

Mr.  GL.iDSTONE :  The  ttmo  has 
not  yet  arisen  for  the  discussion  of  this 
subject.  The  House  has  the  Businoas 
of  the  Address  to  proceed  with,  and 
then,  as  a  sequence,  th»3  Franchise  BilL 
These  matters  are  sufficient  for  the  pre- 
sent. I  do  not  think,  therefore,  that 
the  House  would  approve  of  such  di»5- 
cusaion  upon  the  matter  referred  to. 
When  further  progress  has  been  made 
there  would  come  a  further  question ; 
but  I  own  that  I  am  by  no  means  con- 
vinced that  it  would  be  most  con- 
venient to  diflcues  separately  the  mode  of 
voting. 

Ma.  R.  N,  FO  WLEE  (Lokd  Mayor)  : 
I  venture  to  express  a  hope  that  before 
the  debate  on  the  Address  closes  we 
shall  have  an  opportunity  of  hearing 
from  the  Representative  of  the  Colonies 
some  further  explanation  as  to  the  state 
of  thing's  in  South  Africa. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  said,  he  had 
obtained  first  place  on  Wedneedny  next 
for  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Amendment 
Bill,  which  vra.9  regarded  as  an  important 
Bill  by  the  Members  of  his  Party,  If 
Wednesday  should  be  taken  for  the  de- 
bate on  the  Address,  he  hoped  the  Prime 
Minister  would  give  some  other  oppor- 
tunity for  the  discussion  of  the  BilL 

Mr,  ELEALY  wished  to  know  whether 
it  was  proposed  to  hang  up  the  debate 
on  the  Address  on  Thursday^  and  go  on 
with  the  Franchise  Bill?  If  the  Land 
Bill  should  sufier  on  Wednesday,  it 
would  be  too  much  to  ask  them  to  give 
the  Government  Thursday  for  the  Fran- 
chise Bill.  After  the  Irish  Members 
had  finished  with  the  Address,  perhaps 
soQJO  Gentleman  above  the  Gangway 
jjiight  like  to  tackle  it. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  There  is  no  in- 
tention of  suspending  the  proceedings 
on  the  Address. 

Question  put,  and  agned  to. 


Resolved^  That  any  procecdingfl  on  the  Ad- 
dress have  precedence  To-morrow  and  Wednes- 
day over  the  Notiooa  of  Motions  and  Ordera  of 
the  Day. 

ORDER  OF  THE  DAT, 


ADDEESS    IN    ANSWER    TO    HER    MA- 
JESTY'S MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[aDJOURNTID    DEDATK]      [tHIBD    IflOHT,] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amoudmeat  proposed  to  Ques- 
tion L23rd  OotoberJ  *»  That,  &e."— [^^^ 
page.  69.] 

And  which  Amendaient  was, 

To  insert  lu  the  ninth  paragraph,  after  the  word 
**ii8/'  the  wordij  **  and  humhly  to  iissure  Her  Ma- 
jesty that  it  IB  the  opinion  of  ii  vnst  numljc  r  of  the 
Irish  people  thut  the  pveaout  method  of  adminis- 
tering the  LnwiQ  Ireland^  more eapeci.^1 1 y  under 
the  Crimes  Act^  huit  workwd  manifold  injustico, 
and,  in  the  cjiso  of  the  priaoners  tried  for  the 
Miwmtraama  murder,  has  led  to  the  execution  of 
an  innocent  man  and  to  the  conviction  of  four 
other  persons  equally  innocent,  and  this  House 
humhly  assures  Her  Majesty  thzit  it  would  ensure 
much  greater  confidence  in  the  administration  of 
the  Law  in  Ireland  if  a  full  and  public  inquiry 
were  j^rranted  into  the  execution  of  Myles  Joyce 
and  the  continued  incarceration  or  Patrick 
Joyce,  Thomas  Joyce^  Martin  Joyce,  and  John 
Casey.'*— (J/r.  Harrington.) 

Question  af^ain  proposed,**  That  those 
words  bo  there  inserted." 

Debate  mume(f, 

AMEND^fKNT  (MR.  HARBmGTON)-^ 
THE  !kIAAMTllASNA  MURDERS- 
CONVICTION  OF  MYLES  JOYCE 
AND  OTHERS. 
Mr.  PARNELL:  I  think,  Sir,  it 
would  be  proper  for  me,  in  the  com- 
mencement of  what  I  have  to  say  upon 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Westmeath  (Mr,  Harring- 
ton), to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  what  that  Amendment  really  aska. 
One  would  suppose,  from  the  line  of 
defence  which  has  been  taken  by  tho 
two  Government  fipeakers,  that  we  were 
asking  the  House  here^  with  all  the 
dithtiilties  attending  a  Parliamentary 
investigation  into  judicial  proceedings, 
for  a  particular  inquii'j  in  order  to  do 
away  with  and  annul  the  verdict  under 
which  three  men  were  executed,  and 
under  which  five  men  are  now  suffering 
penal  servitude  for  life.  Neither  we 
nor  tho  Amendment  aak  for  that.  We 
feimply  ask  for  an  inquiry ;  and  in  making 
out  our  case  for  that  inquiry,  we  have 


\Thixi  m^\\,:\ 


267 


Addrsii  in 


(OOMMONS] 


Answer  to  Ser 


ie6 


brought  forward  evidence  which  is  evi- 
dently too  strong  for  the  Government 
defenders,  since  they  say,  or  practically 
admit,  or  lead  us  to  suppose,  that  if  this 
inquiry  be  granted  the  reversal  of  that 
verdict  will  necessarily  follow.  Apart 
from  the  strength  of  our  case,  or  the 
nature  of  the  evidence  that  we  should 
be  prepared  to  bring  before  the  tribunal 
or  Dody  which  we  ask  this  House  to 
appoint  for  the  investigation  of  this 
important  matter,  we  claim  that  if  any 
reliance  is  to  be  placed  for  the  future 
upon  the  pledged  credit  of  a  responsible 
Minister  of  the  Crown— if,  in  our  de- 
bates, we  can  take  the  words  of  a  Minis- 
ter of  the  Crown  to  mean  what  they 
were  evidently  intended  to  mean  when 
uttered,  that  the  Government  are  bound 
by  all  the  considerations  of  honour  and 
of  regard  for  their  word,  to  give  that 
inquiry,  or  some  inquiry  of  the  kind, 
which  we  now  ask  from  this  House.  It 
is  true  that  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington),  upon  the  two 
separate  occasions  when  his  promises 
were  made  in  the  late  hours  of  almost 
the  last  day  of  last  Session,  did  guard 
himself  by  an  **  if."  He  protected  him- 
self from  pledgiog  himself  definitely  to 
any  particular  inquiry ;  but  he  did 
promise  us  most  definitely  some  inquiry 
into  this  matter,  if  the  allegations  which 
were  made  by  my  hon.  Friends  in  the 
debate  which  produced  his  two  speeches 
turned  out  to  be  correct.  On  the  first 
occasion  when  the  subject  was  raised, 
on  the  Motion  for  going  into  Committee 
on  the  Appropriation  Bill,  the  noble 
Marquess  wound  up  his  statement  to  the 
House  by  this  declaration — 

•*  If  the  statements  appear  to  be  vouched  for 
in  the  manner  I  have  described,  inquiry  will  be  > 
made.'*--(3  Hansard,  [292]  677.) 

The  only  coodition  was  that  the  state- 
ments should  be  vouched  for  in  the 
manner  the  noble  Marquess  had  de- 
scribed, and  the  manner  in  which  those 
statements  were  to  be  vouched  for  was 
that  His  Grace  the  Archbishop  of  Tuam 
should  vouch  for  the  statement  of  facts 
as  detailed  on  that  evening  by  my  hon. 
Friends  in  debate.  On  the  second  occa- 
sion when  my  hon.  Friends,  desirous  of 
having  some  clearer  statement  or  pledge 
from  the  noble  Marquess,  recurred  to 
the  matter  on  the  same  evening  when 
the  House  had  gone  into  Committee,  the 
noble  Marquess  said — 

Mr.  Pamell 


"He  refrained  from  absolutely  promising 
that  an  inquiry  should  be  instituted,  for  it  was 
premature  to  say  what  would  be  the  statement 
vouched  for  by  the  Archbishop  of  Tuam  or  any 
other  person  who  might  make  representations 
to  the  Government.  All  he  had  ventured  to  say 
on  the  case  as  presented  to  him — all  he  could 
say  was,  he  would  promise  that  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment should  take  any  representation  made 
to  them  into  consideration,  and  if  the  facts 
appeared  to  be  as  they  had  been  alleged  to  be 
that  night,  then  an  inquiry  should  be  made.*'— 
(Ibid,  689.) 

The  only  condition  attached  to  granting 
some  inquiry  was,  that  the  facts  should 
be  found  on  inquiry  to  be  as  stated  by 
my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Harrington). 
These  facts  had  reference  to  statements 
made  before  the  Archbishop  by  one  of 
the  informers,  and  of  the  confession  by 
this  informer,  that  all  he  swore  on  the 
trial  was  false,  perjured,  and  dictated 
by  a  desire  to  save  his  life ;  and  it  is 
impossible  for  us  to  believe  that  the 
noble  Marquess,  when  making  that 
statement,  did  not  absolutely  intend  that 
if  it  was  found  that  the  facts  as  stated 
by  my  hon.  Friend  were  correct,  a  full, 
fair,  and  impartial  inquiry  would  have 
been  granted  into  this  most  grave  and 
important  question.  I  believe  the  issues 
involved  in  the  matter  are  more  im- 
portant than  any  matter  ever  brought 
by  my  boo.  Friends  before  the  House; 
and  I  feel  convinced  that  the  conviction 
is  gaining  in  strength  day  by  day  that 
some  of  the  Irish  Government  officials 
have  very  good  reasons  why  they  con- 
sider that  this  inquiry  should  not  be 
granted.  They  know  that  if  the  dying 
depositions  of  the  two  guilty  men  who 
were  executed  in  Galway  Goal  two  years 
ago — depositions  which  admitted  their 
own  guilt,  and  bore  the  strongest  testi- 
mony to  the  innocence  of  Myies  Joyce 
and  of  four  out  of  the  five  who  were 
convicted,  and  who  are  now  suffering 
penal  servitude — they  know  that  if  these 
depositions  were  produced,  that  the 
House  would  be  unable  to  resist  the 
granting  of  this  Motion.  Why  have 
these  depositions  been  withheld?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  is  very 
anxious  that  these  depositions  should 
not  be  produced,  and,  in  fact,  he  is  so 
anxious  that  he  absolutely  stooped  to 
misrepresent  the  statement  of  the  Prime 
Minister  to  this  House.  He  sought,  in 
his  speech,  to  pin  the  Prime  Minister  to 
a  statement  which  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman never  made.    He  said  that  thQ 
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Rime  Minister  bad  refused  to  grant  the 
depositions.  Tbe  Prime  Minister  never 
did  fto.  He  was  appealed  to  in  an  ofF- 
hand  manner  by  one  of  my  hon.  Friends 
(Mr.  Callan)  ;  and  he  said,  in  reply, 
that  it  was  not  ufual  in  such  cases  **  to 
grant  them/'  But  ho  never  absolutely 
refused  to  grant  them;  he  never  did 
what  he  was  represented  to  have  douo 
by  the  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
— refused  to  grant  them;  and  until  he 
does  absolutely  refuse,  I  will  rufuse  to 
believe  that  he  will  do  so.  We  havo  a 
Tery  strong  case  \  that  is  admitted  ;  and 
I  believe  that  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  apprehension  that  so  great  and  so 
good  a  man  as  Earl  Spencer — if  it 
were  not  for  the  apprehension  that  bo 
great  and  good  a  man  as  Earl  Spencer 
bad  mad e'a  mistake — and  a  fatal  mistake 
as  regarded  tho  life  of  one  of  his 
fellow- creatures — we  should  have  bad 
the  production  of  these  depositions. 
Failing  in  that,  %ve  have  had  an 
inquiry  into  the  case  of  Kilmartin — an 
inquiry  first  of  all  refused  to  us  by  the 
late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland^  and 
which  was  afterwards  granted  to  us  in  the 
absence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  by 
the  noble  Marquees  the  8ccrt4ary  of 
State  for  War,  with  the  result  that  Kil- 
martin, who  had  been  sentenced  to  penal 
aervitude«  was  released  and  restored  to 
his  family.  Now,  Sir,  I  believe  we 
should  have  had  this  inquiry,  and  I 
muf^t  protest  against  the  tone  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland .  lie  almost  let 
tbe  cat  out  of  the  bag  in  an  eloquent 
and  powerful  passage  in  his  spt'och, 
when  he  gave  the  House  to  understand 
— for  no  other  inference  could  be  de- 
rived frooa  that  passage  —  that  if  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  had  made  a  mistake — 
and  the  mistakes  in  question  involved 
the  life  of  one  person  and  tho  liberties 
of  others — that  if  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
had  made  such  grave  mistakes,  he  (Mi% 
Trevolyanj  would  feel  **  consolation  " — 
that  was  his  expression — for  these  mi&- 
t&kest  by  the  fact  that  crime  and  out- 
rage in  Ireland  had  been  put  an  end  to, 
and  that  the  majesty  of  tho  law  had 
been  vindicated.  That  is  our  whole 
contention  —  that  there  are  officials  in 
Ireland  w*ho  consider  it  is  their  highest 
duty  to  use  every  means  and  all  means, 
legitimate  and  otherwise,  to  put  down 
crime  and  outrage,  uphold  the** majesty 
of  the  law,"  andrestoro  **law  and  order.'* 


I  say  that,  if  that  is  the  position  of  tho 
Chief  {Secretary  for  Ireland,  no  more 
fatal  mistake  was  ever  made  by  any 
Predecessor  of  his*  than  to  suppose  that 
they  can  ever  obtain  the  respect  of  the 
Irish  people  for  law  and  order,  until 
th*?y  thoroughly  purify  and  purge  theip 
tribunals  from  the  suspicion  of  partiality 
and  injustice,  which  cases  like  this  must 
throw  upon  them.  Until  then  it  is  im- 
posaiblti  to  suppose  that  the  Irish  people 
can  have  that  confidence  in  law  and 
order,  and  can  have  that  desire  to  up- 
hold law  and  order  in  Ireland  without 
which  you  will  never  be  able  to  govern 
— certainly  never  even  with  such  a  Coer- 
cion Act  as  now  stains  the  Statute  Book. 
Now,  I  wish  to  say  that  our  case  rests 
not,  as  rnpreseuted  by  the  late  Chief  Se* 
oretary  for  Ireland,  solely  on  the  testi- 
mony of  an  informer  and  a  murderer, 
who  admitted  formerly  on  the  trial  that 
he  was  a  murderer,  and  now  admits 
again  that  he  is  a  murderer,  and  who 
desires  to  unsay  what  he  has  said.  Our 
case  rests  not  upon  this,  but  upon  a  vast 
variety  of  other  facts.  It  is  pure  irony 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say,  and 
it  is  misleading  the  House  for  him  to 
say,  that  our  case  rests  on  the  evidence 
of  Casey,  the  informer.  I  say,  throw 
away  the  informer  Casey.  Put  his  evi- 
dence out  of  the  case  altogether;  dis- 
regard it,  as  the  Lord  Lieutenant  now 
wishes  to  do ;  put  him  on  one  side,  and 
I  say  we  have  as  strong  and  unanswer- 
able a  case  as  if  we  bad  no  Casey  at  all. 
We  have  the  evidence  of  the  three  *'  in- 
dependent witnesses"  themselves — its 
improbable  character  ;  its  inconsistency 
w  ilh  itself  and  with  the  evidence  of  the 
other  informers;  the  impossibility  of 
the  alleged  case  of  identification  on  the 
dark  night  of  the  murder ;  the  physical 
impossibility  of  the  story  being  true. 
These  were  amongst  the  grounds  on 
which  they  based  their  eases.  The  fact 
is  that,  in  several  instances  in  which 
those  independent  witnesses  swore  that 
they  were  in  a  certain  position  from 
which  they  could  identify  persons  at  a 
considerable  distance  on  a  dark  night, 
it  was  physically  impossible  for  them  to 
do  so  even  in  broad  daylight,  any  more 
than  it  would  be  possible  for  anyone 
sitting  on  that  side  of  the  House  to  see 
a  Member  in  the  Division  L^ibby  through 
the  wail.  If  I  say,  standing  here,  that 
I  could  see  through  the  wall  opposite, 
no  person  here  would  believe  mo.     This 
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trial  was  beld  a  distanoe  from  the  locale 
of  the  murder.  Some  10  days  were 
given  for  counsel  for  the  accused  to 
prepare  the  defence.  The  journey  to 
the  place  involved  a  whole  day's  rail- 
way travelling,  and  portions  of  the 
night  by  horse  conveyance,  and  the 
same  time  back.  Only  20  guineas  were 
allowed  to  the  counsel,  described  by  the 
hon.  and  learoed  Gentleman  the  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  as  one  of  the 
most  celebrated  in  Ireland — only  20 
guineas  were  allowed  to  enable  him  to 
travel  all  that  journey  and  make  his  in- 
vestigations in  an  Iriph-speaking  dis- 
trict, where  the  only  interpreters  were 
the  police,  who  could  not  be  used  for  the 
purpose.  Twenty  guineas  would  have 
been  little  enough  to  give  a  surveyor 
for  making  the  plans  and  drawings  that 
were  necessary,  and  one  of  my  charges 
against  the  Irish  officials  is  that  they 
deliberately  neglected  to  have  the  pro- 
per plans  prepared.  No  detailed  plaos 
were  made  of  the  house  and  the  posi- 
tions which  the  witnesses  swore  that 
they  occupied  on  the  night  in  question. 
It  was,  therefore,  impossible  for  the 
counsel  to  test  the  accuracy  of  the  wit- 
nesses on  those  important  poiots.  The 
defence,  in  fact,  was  so  crippled,  that  it 
was  impossible  for  the  counsel  represent- 
ing the  accused  to  do  their  duty  by  their 
clients.  It  was  made  impossible  for  the 
defence  to  obtain  by  cross-examination 
the  necessary  information  with  which  to 
rebut  the  testimony  of  the  informers. 
Therefore,  although  four  of  the  men 
happened  to  be  guilty,  the  whole  trial 
was  a  farce  and  a  prostitution  of  justice, 
and  the  conviction  was  obtained  upon 
perjury  of  a  most  infamous  character 
committed  by  the  witnesses,  one  of  whom 
— the  approver — swore  that  he  was  stand- 
ing in  the  same  place  where  the  three '  *  in- 
dependent" witnesses  swore  they  were 
at  the  time  the  alleged  identification 
took  place.  An  adjournment  for  re- 
examination of  the  district  after  the  ap- 
provers' evidence — which  was  absolutely 
new — was  refused,  nor  was  leave  given 
to  go  into  a  rebutting  case.  Now,  I 
think  I  had  better  explain  to  the  House, 
as  there  is  considerable  confusion  as  to 
names,  by  giving  an  outline  of  it,  what 
the  Crown  case  was  against  the  10 
persons  charged,  and  what  our  case  now 
is  by  the  light  of  subsequent  revelations. 
The  Government  case  was  that  the  mur- 
der was  committed  by  10  men.    Three 
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of  these  men  have  been  hanged,  and  the 
guilt  of  two  out  of  these  three  we  admit ; 
five  of  the  10  were  sentenced  to  penal 
servitude  for  life,  and  two  of  the  10 
turned  approvers.  We  also  admit  the 
guilt  of  one  of  the  five  who  were  sent  to 
penal  servitude ;  but  we  strenuously  as- 
sert, and  can  prove  on  inquiry,  the  ab- 
solute innocence  of  the  remaining  four. 
We  also  admit  the  guilt  of  one  of  the 
two  approvers  ;  but  say  that  the  second, 
in  our  opinion,  is  innocent,  and  that  he 
was  compelled  by  fear  of  death  to  swear  to 
that  which  was  absolutely  false.  No  ade- 
quate motive  for  the  commission  of  the 
crime  was  assigned  at  the  trial  by  the 
Crown  against  any  of  these  1 0  men.  It  was 
partly  suggested  that  the  murder  was 
the  outcome  of  a  general  conspiracy  in 
Ireland,  and  the  result  of  an  order  issued 
from  some  secret  tribunal  at  a  distance, 
and,  for  the  purpose,  the  names  of  two 
men — Kelly  and  Nee — were  brought 
into  the  case  by  one  of  the  witnesses, 
who  turned  approver ;  but  as  this  addi- 
tion would  have  made  the  supposed 
number  of  those  who  committed  the  deed 
12  instead  of  10,  and  as  the  other  wit- 
nesses had  sworn  that  the  number  was 
10,  the  attempt  to  impute  the  motive 
suggested  by  the  evidence  of  the  ap- 
prover was  not  persisted  in  by  the 
Crown.  Therefore,  afterwards,  all  the 
witnesses,  independent  and  otherwise, 
swore  to  10.  Now,  on  the  other  hand, 
we  have  it  in  our  power  to  present  the 
strongest  motives  for  the  commission  of 
the  crime  by  the  persons  we  can  prove 
guilty.  Our  case  is  that  seven,  and  not 
10,  committed  this  murder ;  that  of  these 
seven,  two  have  been  rightly  executed, 
and  are  undoubtedly  guilty,  and  that 
one  is  in  penal  servitude  who  is  also 
guilty,  and  who  admits  his  guilt,  and, 
strange  to  say,  protests  the  innocence  of 
the  other  men.  We,  however,  protest 
that  the  other  men  whom  the  jury  have 
found  guilty  are  innocent.  The  Irish 
Members  also  hold  that  one  of  the  two 
approvers  is  among  the  guilty,  that  two 
of  the  guilty  men  are  at  large  at  this 
moment  in  the  locality  where  the  mur« 
der  was  committed— one  of  them  being 
the  ringleader  and  paymaster  of  the  locu 
Bibbon  Society  to  which  they  belonged 
— and  that  another  of  the  miscreants  is 
now  in  England.  According  to  our  case, 
a  motive  can  easily  be  assigned  for  the 
crime.  We  can  prove  that  the  murdered 
man  was  the  treasurer  of  a  Bibbon  So* 
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cietj»  that  he  had  been  accused  of  making 
away  with  some  nf  the  f'lmds — ^aa  accu- 
sation which  is  al  way  sufficient  to  insure 
the  murder  of  the  person  accused — and 
that,  on  more  than  one  occasion,  he  had 
attempted  t<j  shoot  the  leader  and  pay- 
master of  the  gang  wlio  murdered  hira. 
We  can  also  prove  that  tbo  murdered 
man  was  a  notoriously  bad  character,  a 
Bibbon  man,  and  a  alieep  stealer,  and 
that  he  was  murdered  in  accordance  with 
the  decree  of  a  local  Eibbon  Society,  as 
a  punishment  for  oifences  against  the 
Society  and  against  his  neighbours.  It 
must  alfto  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  in- 
dependent witnesses  who  have  given 
te&timony  against  the  10  men  who  were 
tried  had  lived  on  the  worst  of  terms 
with  the  majority  of  the  men  whom  they 
accused,  and  bad  been  involved  in  liti- 
gation with  them  in  consequence  of  boun- 
dary disputes.  On  one  occasion  Anthony 
Joyce,  the  chief  of  the  independent  wit- 
nesses, had  a  fight  with  Myles  Joyce,  in 
which  he  was  worsted.  He  then  had  re- 
course to  law,  and  Myles  Joyce  was  sen- 
tenced to  be  imprisoned  for  two  or  three 
months.  In  fact,  thu  independent  wit- 
nesses at  the  trial  formed  one  faction, 
and  the  accused  persons  another,  aud  the 
result  was  that,  when  the  murder  was 
aunounced,  the  three  independent  wit- 
nesses held  a  family  council,  and  agreed 
among  themselves  as  to  who  were  likely 
to  have  desired  the  death  of  the  mur* 
dered  man.  By  guess  work  they  were 
able  to  indicate  three  or  four  of  the 
assassins,  and  by  implicating  the  re- 
mainder of  the  prisoners  they  not  only 
obtained  a  large  rewai-d,  but  avenged 
themselves  against  such  of  their  neigh- 
bours as  were  obnoxious  to  them.  It 
is  a  terrible  thing  to  think  that  murder 
so  atrocious  could  be  deliberately  planned 
lor  such  an  object ;  but,  unfortunately,  it 
is  but  too  true  that  in  these  wild  dis- 
tricts of  the  country  the  smallest  pretexts 
are  sometimes  sufficient  for  the  coramis- 
aion  of  such  crime.  I  invite  the  House 
to  put  out  of  consideration  altogether  for 
the  moment  the  evidence  of  the  two  in- 
formers. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
said,  in  his  defence  of  the  Government 
the  other  night,  that  the  depositions 
that  were  made  in  the  case  were  all 
produced.  Now,  it  Is  a  part  of  the  case 
of  the  Irish  Members,  that  the  depo- 
aitioQB  of  the  two  young  Joyces,  the  sur- 
TiTors  of  the  massacre,  and  which  would 


have  discredited  the  evidence  of  the  in- 
dependent witnesses,  were  dehberately 
withheld  by  the  Crown,  by  Mr.  Bolton, 
who  was  the  solicitor  in  charge  of  the 
Crown  proceetlings,  from  the  cognizance 
of  tht3  counsel  for  the  defence.  That,  we 
contend,  was  a  disadvantage  additional 
to  all  the  other  disadvantages  w*ith  which 
counsel  had  to  contend.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
first  of  all,  denied  point  blank  that  any 
depositions  had  been  withheld.  Then 
he  mended  that  a  little^  and  said  there 
were  no  depositions  withheld,  and  that 
all  that  had  been  withheld  had  been  de- 
clarations and  informations.  Ho  said 
all  the  depositions  wore  given.  How- 
ever, having  a  littlo  mox*e  time  owing  to 
some  interruptions  on  the  part  of  my 
hon.Friends^ — interruptions  which  I  very 
much  deprecate,  because  I  think  it 
would  have  been  much  better  if  they 
had  allowed  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman to  liouoder  on,  I  will  not  say 
with  his  untruthful,  but,  nt  any  rate, 
his  unfounded  statements  —  he  was 
allow(*d  to  collect  his  thoughts,  and, 
after  having  done  so,  he  said  that  all 
the  depositions  given  at  the  inquest  were 
supplied  to  the  defenders  of  the  pri- 
soners. But,  8ir,  these  learned  gentle- 
men did  not  want  the  depositions  given 
at  the  inquest,  because  they  had  them 
already.  They  were  matters  of  noto- 
riety, and  had  been  published  in  the 
newspapers ;  but  what  these  gentlemen 
had  not  received,  and  what  should  havo 
bt^en  given  to  them,  were  the  two  dying 
depositions  that  it  was  impossible  for 
them  to  get.  These  were  withheld,  and 
that  wti  have  on  the  admission  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  compelled  to 
renounce  his  miserable  quibbling  about 
the  ditTerence  between  depositions  and 
declarations.  Ho  was  compelled  to  ad- 
mit that  the  depositions  had  been  with- 
held, and  to  enter  into  his  ridiculous  ex- 
planation of  the  reasons  why  they  were 
withheld.  Sir,  the  depositions  which  I 
refer  to — the  depositions  of  the  two  boys 
who  were  both  supposed  to  be  dying, 
although  one  afterwards  recovered^ 
were  duly  taken  by  the  stipendiary  ma- 
gistrate having  charge  of  the  case.  They 
were  duly  attested  by  the  magistrate,  and 
thoy,  from  the  circumstances  in  which 
he  took  them,  and  the  internal  evidence 
in  them,  show  that  they  wore  drafted 
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and  taken  to  be  used  as  evidence  for  the 
Crown,  and  that  no  idea  had  presented 
itself  to  the  mind  of  the  magistrate 
that  the  two  boy  a  were  not  in  a  6t 
position  to  make  depositions-  As  a 
matter  of  faot,  one  of  them  was,  because 
he  recovered,  and  having  recovered,  and 
having  received  a  good  education  from 
the  good  Christian  Brothers  at  Artano 
Industrial  Schools,  contrast! ag  Bomo- 
"what  with  the  education  he  had  received 
whilst  in  the  custody  of  George  Bolton, 
lie  is  able  and  willing,  now  he  is  re- 
coveredi  to  corruborate  the  testimony  he 
then  gave.  These  depositions  had  re- 
ference to  the  blankened  faces  of  the  as- 
sassins. The  independent  witnesses  had 
sworn  as  the  result  of  their  constant  ob- 
servation of  tho  10  alleged  assassins — 
that  constant  observation  extending 
throughout  three  miles,  during  which, 
the  witnesses  stated,  they  were  close 
to  the  assassins — positively  to  the  fea- 
tures of  the  men,  and  also  that  they 
wore  dark  clothes.  Well,  in  the  sup- 
pressed depositions  of  the  two  boys,  who 
were  themselves  amongst  the  viotims  of 
the  attack,  and  it  must  be  remembered 
that  these  boys  bad  an  opportunity  of 
seeing  closely  by  the  light  of  torchf^s  the 
features  of  the  miirderers,  it  was  set 
forth  that  the  men  had  blackened  facesj 
and  that  they  wore  white  jackets.  The 
boya  stated  this  repeatedly,  and,  first  of 
all,  informed  the  policeman  of  it— the 
constable  who  came  to  ask  about  the 
murder  the  moroing  it  was  discovered. 
They  said  the  men  had  their  faces 
blackened,  and  \vore  white  jackets. 
Well,  such  a  "remarkable  discrepancy 
as  that  which  existed  between  the 
evidence  of  the  principal  witnesses 
would,  if  it  had  been  known  to  the 
counsel  for  the  defence  at  the  time  of 
the  trial,  have  been  taken  hold  of,  and 
strongly  represented  to  the  jury.  But 
he  was  absolutely  ignorant  of  tho-^e 
facts.  The  two  depositions  were  sup- 
pressed. This  was  not  e violence  given 
by  informers  a  long  time  after  the  mas- 
sacre, but  evidence  given  by  two  of  the 
parsons  attacked  a  day  or  two  after  tho 
occurrence.  Tbe  depo*sitions  were  stu- 
diously kept  from  the  jury,  but  not  from 
the  Judge,  because  if  he  had  chosen  to 
look  through  the  brief  of  the  learned 
counsel  for  the  prosecution — the  brief 
which  has  fallen  into  our  hands— he 
might  have  found  these  tw^o  depositiims, 
and  he  might  also  have  noticed  the  re- 


mark — ^'Patrick  Joyce  has  recovered, 
but  his  evidence  is  worthless."  Well, 
these  vital  documents  were  withheld 
from  the  prisoners'  counsel.  Why?  I 
really  think  wo  should  have  a  more 
satisfactory  attempt  at  an  explanation 
for  the  withholding  of  such  documents 
than  we  have  yet  received.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief  Secre^ 
tary  for  Ireland  left  the  point  to  be 
dealt  with  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  j 
but  I  venture  to  say  that  no  one  who 
heard  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
defence  can  feel  satisfied  in  his  con- 
science that  that  defence  was  satisfac- 
tory. But  the  Irish  Members  charge 
other  syppressions  against  the  Crown. 
They  charge  the  Crown  with  the  sup- 
pression of  the  declarations  made  by 
Philbifi.  The  first  statements  made  to 
Mr.  Bolton  were  not  furnished  to  tho 
counsel  for  the  prisoners.  The  Govern- 
ment, in  their  defence,  rely  upon  the 
technical  point  that  these  statementa 
were  not  depositions,  but  declarations. 
If  the  evidence  had  been  the  evidence 
of  an  apx)rover  who  was  in  prison,  coun- 
sel for  the  defence  would  have  obtained 
knowledge  of  it  in  the  ordinary  way, 
because  he  would  have  been  present, 
and  would  have  made  application  for  it, 
lu  that  case,  the  depositions  could  not 
have  been  withheld ;  but,  owing  to  the 
frtct  that  some  of  the  proceedings  took 
place  in  the  secrecy  of  the  gaol,  the 
Crown  thought  they  might  venture  upon 
their  suppression,  1  ask  every  fair- 
minded  Englishman,  whether^  trying 
those  ignorant  peasants  with  all  tbe  dis- 
advantages that  necessarily  attend  their 
defence,  should  evidence  of  this  kind  be 
withheld  from  the  ordinary  investiga- 
tians  whii^h  the  counsel  for  the  defence 
would,  under  other  circumstances,  have 
made  ?  iSir^  I  venture  to  say  that  the 
answer  wiU  be  **No,^*  The  answer  will 
be  that  the  Crown  officials  charged  with, 
the  prosecution  acted  unfairly  in  this 
matter,  and  in  such  a  way  as  to  defeat 
the  ends  of  justice,  by  withholding  tliese 
deposit! on s»  and  that  according  to  the 
dictates  of  honour,  honesty,  and  of  a  de- 
sire to  secure  a  fair  trial,  which  must 
even  be  present  occasionally  in  the  bosom 
of  a  Crown  Solicitor  in  Ireland,  they 
must  stand  condemned  in  this  matter.  I 
do  not  wish  to  trouble  the  House  by 
going  into  the  details  again.  My  hon, 
Friends  have  done  that  for  me  very  fuUyj 
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but  no  attempt  Las  been  really  made  by 
the  Government  to  meet  our  case.  I 
could  go  on  for  another  hour  if  the 
House  would  derive  any  satia  fact  ion 
from  my  doing  so  ;  but  in  default  of  a 
reply  from  the  Government,  I  do  not 
think  it  is  necessary  to  do  eo.  If  the 
House   19   satisfied  with   the   trial   and 

funishnient  of  these  men,  nothing  that 
could  say  would  be  of  any  use  ;  but  if, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  House  is  not 
satisfied,  and  thinks  there  has  been  a 
defect  in  these  proceediugs,  that  these 
men  were  tried  under  circumstances  of 
great  public  excitement,  when  a  large 
section  of  tho  public  were  clamouring 
for  blood;  and  when  the  Irish  Executive* 
were  thirsting  t?agerly  for  eonvictionis, 
and  if  the  House  considers  that  an  in- 
vestigation of  the  case  is  desirable — and 
there  hns  been  ample  means  placed  in 
its  hand  for  making  up  its  mind  in  the 
pamphlet  which  ha,s  been  cirtiilatud  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Westmeath  (Mr. 
Harriagton)^f  the  House  thinks  this, 
and  that  there  is  a  considerable  dii*crep* 
ancy  in  the  evidence  of  the  witnesses, 
and  that  the  statements  of  the  approvers 
in  the  light  of  the  evidence  of  indepen- 
dent witnessos  is  unreliable  on  many 
important  points — if,  on  reflection^  it  is 
thought  that  the  suppression  of  the  two 
depositions  made  by  the  dying  lad  and 
his  brother  were  vitally  important  to 
the  defence,  and  that  the  CVown  Prose- 
cutors were  culpable  in  not  producing 
theni — then  I  say  the  House  will  vote 
for  the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
It  may  lie  said  by  the  late  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland — it  has  been  said —that 
the  foundations  of  law  and  justice  in 
Ireland  would  bo  shaken  if  this  inquiry 
were  granted.  Well,  Sir,  I  deny  it.  I 
believe  that  if  the  Irish  Executive  could 
show  that  it  was  strong  enough  to  grant 
this  inquiry,  the  result,  whatever  it 
might  be,  would,  from  the  point  of  view 
of  the  Executive  itself,  be  beneficial,  be- 
cause you  cannot  smother  this  matter. 
It  is  there.  It  is  of  such  a  nature  that 
it  will  receive  attention  when  it  is 
brought  up  again  and  again  ;  and  if  an 
unwilling  Executive  in  Ireland,  fearful 
for  the  stability  of  its  own  position^ 
knowing  well  that  there  has  been  in- 
justice done,  refuses  inquiry  to-day,  and 
if  the  Government  supports  it  in  that 
refusal  under  a  threat  of  resignation 
from  Lord  Spencer,  at  any  rate  the  day 
muat  come  when  such  an  inquiry  will  be 


instituted,  and  when  the  whole  truth 
and  nothing  but  the  truth  will  be  known 
in  reference  to  the  Maamtrasna  mas- 
sacre. 

t^iR  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  said, 
that  although  he  was  not  directly  con- 
nected with  the  administration  of  justice 
in  Ireland,  yet  the  Office  which  he  held 
was  directly  concerned  with  iuvestiga- 
tions  (if  the  same  character  as  the  one 
now  at  issue ;  and  he  should  ask  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  subject  of  that  painful 
debate.  He  spoke  with  some  respon- 
sibility in  this  matter,  because  Lord 
Spencer  desired,  with  regard  to  the  case, 
that  everything  bhculd  be  done  in  Ire- 
land exactly  upon  the  same  principles 
and  precisely  in  the  same  manner  as  a 
similar  case  would  be  dealt  with  in  Eng- 
land. Before  he  gave  his  final  decision 
on  this  subject,  and  before  he  sent  his 
answer  to  the  Arch  bishop  of  Tuam,  Lord 
Spencer  requested  him  carefully  to  in* 
restignte  the  case.  Of  course,  he  did  so 
with  all  the  care  he  could.  He  did  it 
under  the  same  sense  of  responsibility 
as  he  should  have  done  if  called  upon  to 
decide  a  case  in  England  or  Scotland. 
He  had  no  hesitation  whatever  in  telling 
Lord  Spencer  that  he  considered  there 
was  no  justification  whatever  for  inter- 
fering with  the  sentence  of  the  law. 
[Zaw^A/tfr.]  Hon.  Gentlemen  might 
laugh,  but  it  was  a  responsible  position 
to  hold,  and  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  accept 
his  share  of  that  responsihility.  He 
would  ask  the  House  to  oousider  what 
was  the  exact  duty  of  the  Executive 
Government  with  reference  to  criminal 
cases,  and  especially  criminal  cases  in- 
volving life.  It  was  an  entire  mistake 
to  suppose  that  the  duty  of  the  Executive 
Government  was  to  review  and  retry 
a  case.  That  was  not  their  business. 
Tbo  responsibility  for  the  verdict  and 
the  sentence  belong  to  the  judical  bod}'' — 
the  jury  and  the  Judge.  The  responsi- 
bility of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Ireland 
and  the  Home  Seoretary  in  the  rest  of 
the  Tfnited  Kingdom  was  to  advise  the 
Crown  af?  to  the  exercise  of  the  Preroga- 
tive of  meicyj  and  to  do  that  by  consider- 
ing care  full  Yj  anxiously,  and  fairly  any 
circumstances  which  had  afterwards 
supervened  which  might  properly  be 
considered  to  intluenco  the  case  and  thd 
execution  of  the  sentence  passed.  It 
was  a  very  anxious  duty  for  any  man. 
Everybody  would  feel  that.     He  did  not 
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think  anybody  who  had  not  borne  that 
I*espou9ibilitj  could  appreciate  the  whole 
extent  of  it.  He  did  not  bt)Ueve  that 
any  man  who  ever  had  that  responsi- 
bility had  been  wanting  in  a  desire  to 
give  full  and  perhaps  more  than  full 
weight  to  those  considerations  which 
inclined  towards  mercy.  They  were  cot 
there  to  retry  the  case.  But  what  was 
the  original  case,  and  what  were  the  sub- 
sequent all*?gations  upon  which  it  was 
BQggested  that  the  sentence  should  bo 
Taried  ?  When  this  horrible  murder 
took  place  there  came  forward  three 
men — ^Anthony  Joyce  and  two  others. 
He  said  that  ha  gaw  these  men  in  the 
dead  of  the  nighty  and  fearing  they  were 
on  some  secret  errand  he  watched  them. 
This  evidence  was  confirmed  by  a  young 
woman.  [Mr.  Habrinotox  ;  His  daugh- 
ter.] That  did  not  invalidate  her  evi- 
dence. These  three  men,  against  whom 
nothing  was  alleged,  followed  theso  men 
to  the  very  scene  of  the  murder.  That 
was  strong  evidence.  Then  came  for- 
ward Phil  bin.  Now,  in  mtiny  of  these 
eases  tbey  had  to  get  the  e\4dence  of 
approvers  corroborated  by  othfT  ovi- 
denee,  but  that  was  not  the  case  here. 
The  approvers  corroborated  independent 
evidence  given  by  the  principal  wit- 
nesses. After  Philbin  came  the  ap- 
prover Thomas  Casey,  and  be  also  cor- 
roborated the  principal  witu eases.  The 
extraordinary  result  of  the  trials  was 
that  out  of  10  men  accused,  nine  in  one 
fonn  or  another^  at  one  time  or  othori 
had  acknowledged  their  guilt;  and  if 
they  were  guilty,  the  tenth  could  not 
have  been  innocent^  because  the  whole 
story  involved  his  gyilt.  Was  there 
ever  a  case  in  which  the  evidence  waa 
60  absolutely  overwhelming?  It  was 
said  that  this  was  a  packed  jury.  The 
pamphlet  which  had  been  issued  said— 
**  The  jury  were  packed  after  the  man- 
ner of  all  political  and  agrarian  trials  in 
Ireland."  And  an  hgn,  Member,  reading 
from  the  brief,  charged  the  counsel  with 
having  marked  the  names  of  jurors  in 
order  to  pack  the  juries.  On  the  face  of 
it»to  eaythat  juries  wore  packed  because 
they  found  verdicts  of  murder  ou  such 
evidence,  was  to  make  an  unfounded 
charge ;  no  jury,  with  such  evidence 
before  it,  could  have  done,  or  ought  to 
have  done,  anything  else  but  convict. 
Then,  what  was  the  meaning  of  the 
chai^ge  of  packing  juries  ?  He  did  not 
wish  to  argue  agsiinst  anything  that  was 
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admitted ;  and  he  implied  that  it  waa 
admitted  that  there  were  fair  juries. 
[Mr.  Fakxell:  Two  of  them.]  But 
you  coid-d  not  draw  any  distinction,  be- 
cause the  three  had  the  same  evidence 
before  them ;  and  thus  three  juries,  in- 
dependeully  one  of  another,  found  a 
verdict  of  guilty.  He  supposed  there 
was  no  charge  against  Lord  Spencer  or 
tho  Executive  Government  for  acting 
upon  verdicts  found  and  sentences  passed 
upon  such  evidence.  So  the  matter  stood 
till  last  August.  [An  hon.  Member  : 
No  ;  the  dying  declai^ations.]  He 
would  speak  of  them  afterwards  \  but 
as  regarded  the  evideneej  so  matters 
stood. 

Ma.  HARRINGTON  :  In  April,  1883, 
immediately  after  my  release  from  Qal- 
way  Gaol,  I  called  the  attention  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  to  the  facts 
of  this  case. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUBT:  Yes; 
but  there  was  a  difference  between  a 
Member  doing  that  and  the  production 
of  any  evidence  on  which  the  Executive 
Government  could  act  in  displacing  such 
verdicta  and  sentences.  It  was  not  quite 
correct  to  say  that  there  the  matter  stood, 
because  in  the  18  months  or  thereabouts, 
between  the  time  when  Thomas  Casey 
gave  his  evidence  and  last  August,  he 
twice  rei>eated  the  same  story  upon  sei>a- 
rate  occasion  a,  not  under  pressure  from 
Mr.  Bolton  or  under  fear  for  his  life, 
which  was  safe ;  and  upon  these  two 
occasions   the   same   informer   repeated 
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the  evidence. 

could  not  be  met  by  contradiction  of 
this  sort ;  the  documents  existed ;  and 
it  was  perfectly  well  known  that  in  the 
compensation  ease — [^'  No,  no ! '']  Hon» 
Members  must  please  not  deal  with  him 
in  that  way ;  they  would  have  plenty  of 
ox>port unity  for  correcting  him  j  he  would 
state  matters  as  fairly  as  he  could,  ac- 
cording to  the  information  he  had. 
Thomas  Casey  stated  first  of  all  that 
Philbin  was  there ;  upon  another  occa- 
sion that  Miles  Joyce  was  present,  aU 
though  he  did  not  enter  the  house. 
Then,  last  August^  Thomas  Casey,  the 
informer,  came  forward  to  retract  all 
that  he  had  said  at  the  trial,  and  all 
that  he  had  said  subse^piently,  and  to 
put  forward  the  story  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  had  stated  so  clearly, 
admitting  that  he  was  a  murderer^  that 


lie  was  concerned  in  the  murder,  only 
saying  that  it  wa^  don©  by  a  different 
gang"  from  the  gang  he  had  previously 
sworn  to.  This  was  the  first  now  evidence 
that  was  before  Lord  Spunc?er.  There 
was  nothing  new  in  the  declaration  of 
the  son  of  the  murdered  man.  The  tirst 
new  fact  was  the  det'laration  on  the  part 
of  tho  Casey,  the  informer.  To  explain 
his  now  having  a  different  story,  he 
said  that  he  had  formerly  been  coerced 
by  Mr.  Bolion,  the  Crown  Solicitor, 
and  Mr.  Brady,  the  Resident  Magis- 
trate. It  was  said  that  this  ouf^ht  to  be 
inquired  into;  but  how  could  it  be  in- 
quired into?  It  rested  entirely  upon 
the  Btatenient  of  Thomas  Oasey  on  one 
8ide»  and  on  the  other  of  Mr.  Bolton 
and  of  Mi\  Brady,  and  also  of  the  Go- 
vernor of  the  gaol,  who  was  said  to  have 
been  present  on  some  of  these  occasions. 
The  question  was— would  you  believe 
Thomas  Casey,  the  twice-perjured  mur- 
derer, or  would  3'ou  believe  Mr.  Bolton 
and  Mr.  Brady?  ['*Hear,  hear  I  "J 
The  House  would  form  its  own  opinion ; 
Irish  Members  preferred  to  beheve 
Thomas  Casey.  They  had  brought 
charges  against  Mr.  Bolton  ;  thoao 
charges  had  been  submitted  to  juries, 
and  they  had  not  been  sustained .  He 
saw  no  reason  whatever  for  disbelieving 
Mr,  Bolton,  Mr,  Brady,  and  tho  Go- 
vernor of  the  gaol  when  they  said  that 
the  statements  of  Thomas  Casey  were 
foho.  For  one,  he  did  not  believe 
Thomas  Casey.  And  what  was  his 
story  ?  Casey  now  said  that  Anthony 
and  John  Joyce  were  not  there  at  all — 
it  was  proved  by  the  daughter  that  they 
wont  out  that  night — that  they  never 
saw  anybody  at  all,  and  that  they  had 
invented  the  whole  story  to  which  he  had 
previously  sworn.  Casey  admitted  that 
Philbiu  had  hit  upon  four  of  the  right 
men ;  he  had  heard  the  explanation  of 
the  singular  circumstance  by  which 
making  a  false  charge  altogether  he  had 
hit  upon  four  of  the  men.  The  case  was 
that  Philbio^  the  informer,  who  first 
proffered  himself  under  no  pressure 
what^jver  ti  give  evidence,  was  never 
there  at  all,  and  that  he  had  no  cog- 
nizaDce  of  the  transaction  of  any  kind; 
and  yot  one  of  the  men  executed,  who 
admitted  his  own  guilty  put  the  question 
the  moment  he  was  apprehended  whe- 
ther Fhilbtn  had  been  arrested.  What 
an  extraordinary  circumstame  that  lie 
ahottld  ask  about  a  man  who  was  not , 
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there,  "Was  it  possible  for  any  purpose 
whatever  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  could  set  aside 
the  verdict  of  a  jury  and  the  sentence  of 
a  J\jdge  upon  evidence  such  as  this? 
Con^iidor  what  Thomas  Casey  was.  He 
bectame  now  a  new  itx former  ;  he  was  an 
informer  before  tigainst  one  set  of  men ; 
he  was  an  ioformer  now  against  another 
set  of  men.  As  a  new  informer,  was 
there  any  corroboration  of  his  statoment? 
If  his  evidence  was  worth  considering 
for  one  moment  it  ought  to  be  such  that 
you  could  found  upon  it  an  indictment 
against  guilty  men  whom  the  hon,  Mem- 
ber  for  Cork  said  were  now  at  large. 
Who  would  believe  Casey.  Who  would 
find  a  verdict  upon  such  evidence?  What 
Public  Prosecutor  dare  present  an  in- 
dictment upon  such  evidence  ?  Conceive 
it  done,  and  Casey  put  forward  j  he 
would  be  confronted  with  his  own  oath 
proving  that  he  had  foresw^mi  himself 
against  others.  He  would  be  contra- 
dicted by  the  evidence  of  Philbtn,  the 
other  informer,  who  swore  to  the  men 
first  charged,  a  ad  by  the  confessions  of  the 
i\v(i  men  who  had  pleaded  guilty.  It  was 
nhsolutely  impossible  for  a  Public  Pro- 
secutor to  undertake  to  charge  men  upon 
such  evidence.  And  yet  Lord  Spencer 
was  condemned  because  he  had  not  ac- 
cepted this  evidence  of  that  perjured 
murderer.  Lord  Spencer  was  bound  to 
decido  that  such  evidence  as  that  waa  of 
no  account.  Then  there  was  the  ques- 
tion of  the  depositions,  which  had  been 
made  a  v^yj  serious  charge  against  the 
administration  of  justice  in  Ireland — not 
a  charge  again t  Mr.  Bolton — hon.  Mem- 
bora  opposite  were  aiming  at  much 
higher  game  than  that.  The  charge  was 
that  those  depositions  were  taken  away 
and  hidden  j  but  it  was  a  strange  way 
of  hiding  them  to  put  them  in  a  brief. 
They  wore  submitted  to  the  Crown 
c)unsel.  It  was  not  for  Mr.  Bolton  to 
detide  whether  they  should  be  used  or 
not,  but  for  the  Crown  counsel  to  exer- 
cise his  discretion.  But  it  waa  said  that 
they  were  unknown  to  the  counsel  for 
the  defence.  It  was  alleged  that  the 
children's  statement  about  the  blackened 
faces  was  kept  back>  and  that  if  it  had 
been  known  to  the  comisel  for  the  de- 
fence it  would  have  been  brought  before 
the  jury.  Now,  the  fact  was  that  the 
whole  of  these  facts  were  perfectly  well 
known  to  the  counsel  for  the  defence  and  to 
everybody  in  Ii'eland.     It  was  notorious 
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that  those  boys  had  made  tbii  state- 
ment, and  iu  proof  of  that  aasftrtion  ho 
wouhl  refer  to  Tht  Fruman^B  Journd  of 
August  21,  in  the  first  account  of  what 
had  taken  place.  It  was  therein  stated 
that,  according  to  the  evidence,  the  faces 
of  the  men  were  Wack.  Then  there  was 
the  evidence  of  John  Colh'ns  at  the 
Coroner's  inquest,  which  was  also  held 
in  the  month  of  August.  That  state- 
ment in  The  Fneman^  Journal^  and  the 
evidence  of  John  CollinB,  embraced  in 
substance,  if  not  in  words,  all  that 
was  conveyed  in  the  depositions  of 
the  two  boys.  The  same  facts  were 
brought  out  on  the  trial  by  the  Attorney 
General.  He  had  thus  conclusively 
shown  that  it  was  perfectly  well  kn<»wii 
that  both  these  bays  had  stated  that  tlie 
faces  of  the^e  men  were  black*  and  it 
was  perfectly  competent  for  the  pri- 
Bonera^  counsel  U>  deal  with  the  matter  if 
they  had  thought  fit.  Now,  what  did 
the  counsel  for  the  Crown  do?  They 
came  to  the  conclusion — having  regard 
to  that  evidence  and  to  the  condition  of 
these  children,  who  said  they  could  not 
identify  the  persons,  and  having  regard 
to  what  was  evident  upon  the  face  of  the 
depositions,  that  these  children  were  not 
witnesses  to  be  vouched  in  the  case — 
that  they  could  not  undertake  the  re* 
sponsibility  of  vouching  them  as  wit- 
nesses for  the  prosecution.  But  they 
offered  them  to  the  defence  as  witnesses 
fur  the  defence.  [*'No,  no!*'  ^' One 
was  dead'/']  But  the  one  who  was 
living  was  produced  in  Court,  and 
the  counsel  for  ih^^  defence,  with  fuLl 
knowledge  of  what  lie  had  stated p  could 
have  questioned  him  if  he  had  thought 
proper. 

Mk.  QORST  said,  he  was  quite  sure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  in- 
tentionally mislead ;  but  he  wished  to 
remind  him  that  the  child  could  not  have 
been  sworn,  because  he  had  not  sufficient 
religious  belief. 

8m  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
the  child  could  have  been  sworn  if  the 
counsel  for  the  defence  had  brought  him 
forward. 

Mk.  TARNELL  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  the  fact  that  these 
depositions  had  been  made  was  really 
brought  to  the  knowledge  of  the  counsel 
for  the  defenco  ? 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAECOUItT :  The 
hon.  Member  had  taken  a  perfectly  fair 
distinction,   but  the  statement   at    the 
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Ooroner's  inquest  was  ji^rfectly  well 
known  ;  there  was  no  suppression  of  the 
fact  that  these  boys  had  made  the  state- 
ment which  was  perfectly  notorious  to  the 
whole  world.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
City  was  under  the  erroneous  impres- 
sion that  the  fact  had  been  deliberately 
withheld.  The  facts  contained  in  these 
depositions  were  entirely  immaterial  to 
the  case  in  the  opinion,  not  only  of  the 
counsel  for  the  Crown,  but  altiO  in  the 
opinion  of  the  counsel  for  the  defence. 
There  was  scarcely  any  criminal  convic- 
tion in  which  there  was  no  room  for 
doubt ;  but  the  question  for  the  person 
who  had  the  responsibility  of  deciding 
was,  whether  the  doubt  was  such  as  to 
over  weigh  and  overwhelm  the  weight  of 
evidence  for  the  prosecution.  He  ven- 
tured to  say  that  no  reasonable  man  in 
this  ease  could  have  come  to  a  different 
conclusion  from  that  which  was  arrived 
at.  Next,  he  came  to  the  confession  of 
the  men  who  were  executed.  He  had 
been  asked  by  an  hon.  Member  the 
other  day  what  had  been  done  in  the 
case  of  Peace.  He  had  just  looked  into 
that  case  at  the  Home  Offico,  and  he 
found  that  no  precedent  was  to  be  found 
in  that  ease  for  what  the  Government 
was  asked  to  do.  His  Predecessor  had 
refused  in  that  case  to  produce  the  con- 
fession. A  similar  refusal  was  made  also 
in  Wainwright'a  case.  There  was  a  very 
great  difference  between  the  confession 
of  a  man  in  respect  to  himself  and  a  con- 
fession which  he  might  choesa  to  make 
about  other  ponjilo.  In  a  dying  confes- 
sion of  this  kind  n  man  became  an  in- 
former; he  might  accuse  one  set  of 
people  and  acquit  another  set  of  people 
as  he  chose;  and  if  we  were  to  accredit 
a  document  of  that  kind,  which  could  not 
be  examined  and  tested,  we  should  intro- 
duce the  most  dangerous  element  it  was 
possible  to  have  into  the  revision  of 
capital  sentences.  AVe  should  leave  it 
to  the  man  making  the  confession,  who 
would  be  in  reality  an  informer^  to  have 
the  liberty  and  the  lives  of  other  men  at 
his  mercy ;  and  for  this  reason  the  Exe- 
cutive Government  always  had  refused, 
and  always  ought  to  refuse,  to  produce 
confessions  of  such  a  character.  In  re- 
gard to  the  Liddle  case,  at  Durham,  it 
was  often  stated  that  the  man  was  let  off 
simply  on  the  confession  of  the  prisoner 
who  had  been  accused  with  him. 
This  was  not  80»  for  ho  himself,  in 
consequence  of  what   he  had  learned, 
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entertained  so  mucli  eiispicion  with  re- 
gard to  the  caso  that  he  instituted  an 
inquiry  into  it  quite  independently  of 
the  statement  of  the  other  prisoner  That 
was  a  course  which  he  had  always  foU 
lowed,  and  which  Lord  Spencer  had  also 
followed.  It  was  followed  in  the  ease 
of  Kihnartin.  The  release  of  Liddle« 
though  afterwards  confirmed  hy  the 
Btatement  of  Lowson,  was  not  founded 
upon  that  statement. 

Mr,  HE.U.Y:  How  did  LowBon'a 
statement  ^et  out  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCODET :  Such 
statements  eometiraes  got  out  by  means 
which  were  not  known  to  the  Home 
Uliice;  but  statements  afi'ecting  other 
persons  ought  not  to  be  published  on 
authority.  It  was  obvious  that  this 
ehould  be  so.  What  defence  could  any 
man  have  against  a  confession  of  this 
kindj  made  by  a  man  who  was  dead, 
and  who  could  not  be  called  to  account 
for  it  ?  The  sort  of  importance  which  was 
attached  to  these  dying^  declarations  was 
founded  upon  what  one  would  wiah  to 
believe  was  always  the  case — namely, 
that  men  in  thatsituati<m  told  the  trulJu 
He  was  sorry  to  say  he  liad  seen  a  good 
many  of  these  declarations  which  did 
not  bear  out  that  theory.  In  making 
such  statements  men  of  depraved  minds 
were  actuated  by  mixed  motives.  It  had 
been  alleged  that  the  statements  made 
by  these  men  to  their  priests  were  neces- 
sarily true ;  but  the  circumstances  in  this 
case  shook  that  opi^nion  very  much.  Four 
or  five  of  these  men  consulted  their 
priest,  who  said  that  although  from  their 
statements  he  believed  them  to  be  inno- 
cent, yet  he  advised  them  to  plead 
guilty, 

Mr.  IIARRINGTON  said,  their  state- 
ment WAS  not  made  in  confession^  and  a 
dying  confession  stood  upon  a  different 
ground.  The  prisoners  refused  to  plead 
guilty.  Overtures  were  made  to  them 
to  the  effect  that  they  would  not  receive 
capital  punishment  if  they  pleaded 
guilty.  The  first  prisoner,  Michael 
Casey,  was  ready  to  plead  guilty  be- 
cause he  was  really  guilty  j  but  the 
Crown  Solicitor  declined  to  accept  the 
plea  unless  the  other  prisoners  pleaded 
with  him.  In  these  circumstances,  the 
priest  advised  them  to  plead  guilty.  It 
was  to  be  remarked,  however,  that  al- 
though tliQy  pleaded  guilty  in  Court,  on 
their  return  to  the  gaol  they  still  protested 
their  inziocence* 


Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOTJRT  said, 
he  WAS  not  desirous  of  condemning  the 
conduct  of  the  priest ;  that  was  not  Ms 
duty  ;  but  he  must  call  attention  to  what 
the  priest  did*  The  reverend  gentleman 
said — 

"Th<?  ca»o  was  laid  before  me,  and  in  Ih© 
interest  of  the  prisoners  I  considored  it  the 
wisest  course  for  tbem  to  plead  guilty.  I  wae 
by  no  means  clear  in  my  own  mmd  as  to  whe- 
ther they  were  innocent.  I  was  inclinod  to 
believo  that  they  were,  hut  I  had  no|^^und  for 
autih  a  belief  except  their  own  declarations  to  roe." 

The  reverend  gentleman  added  that  ho 
argued  with  himself  that  if  they  were 
guilty  their  plea  of  guilty  would  do  them 
no  harm,  while^  if  they  were  innocent, 
the  truth  would  bn  euro  to  come  out» 
He  would  not  say  that  the  priest  had  not 
excellent  motives ;  but  he  ventured,  in 
the  interests  of  justice  and  truth,  to 
point  out  the  infinite  mischief  of  such  a 
course  as  that,  If>  believing  these  men 
to  be  innncentj  he  advised  them  to  plead 
guilty,  was  it  not  obvious  that  he  sealed 
the  fate  of  the  men  who  had  been  con- 
victed ?  Was  it  not  also  plain  that  he 
defeated  the  course  of  justice?  Even 
if  these  men  expected  to  get  off,  their 
pleading  guilty  would  set  justice  off  the 
track  of  the  true  criminals.  Therefore, 
he  must  protest  against  such  a  course  as 
being  most  injurious  to  the  interests  of 
justice.  It  had  been  said  that  his  noble 
Friend  the  Marquess  of  Hartingtoa  had 
promised  an  inquiry.  It  was  not  neces- 
sary that  his  noble  Friend  should  have 
promised  nu  inquiry.  Au  ine^uiry  cer* 
tainly  must  and  would  have  taken  place. 
There  was  no  caso  of  murder  in  which  a 
man  came  forward  with  a  statement  of 
this  character,  whether  in  England  or  in 
Ireland^  where  inquiry  would  not  have 
taken  place.  If  this  case  had  occurred 
in  England,  he  should  have  instituted 
an  inquiry  at  once  into  the  etatementa 
which  had  been  made.  If  there  were 
any  new  facta  which  required  investiga- 
tion, he  should  have  employed  agents  of 
his  own  to  make  inquii^y  into  those 
facts.  But  the  responsibility  of  the  de- 
cision would  have  been  his  own.  That 
was  done  in  Kilmartin's  case,  8uoh  an 
inquiry,  if  held  at  all,  must  be  made  by 
the  person  who  was  responsible  for  the 
decision.  The  Government,  however, 
were  asked  to  grant  an  independent 
inquiry.  The  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock  had  said  that 
Lord  Spencer,  in  the  inquiry  he  had 
made,  was  deciding  in  his  own  case. 
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But    who    had    aTitbority    to     appoint 
the  indBpcmdeiit  tribunal   intlicatod   by 
the   Amendmtmt  ?     If  a  Court  of   Cri- 
minal Appeal  were  to  be  eBtablished,  it 
must  be  established  by  legislation^  and 
neither  Lord  Spencer,  the  Cabinet,  the 
Qtieen,    nor  the   House    of    Commons, 
could   authorize   anyone  to  take   upon 
themselves  duties  which  the  ConstitutioE 
bad   devolved  upon  others,   and  which 
really  had  to  be  discharged  by  the  Judge 
and  the  jury^    and  by  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant.   He  had  been  astonished  to  hear 
the  euggestion  of  the  hon,  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Ooretl^  that 
the  whole  subject  should  be  referred  to 
Lord    Bramwell,   who,   he  was  certain, 
would   decHne   to   enter  upon    such    a 
task.     Whether  Lord  Bramwell  or  any- 
one else  were  appointed  to  conduct  the 
inquiry    asked   fur,    the    House  w^oiild 
throw   the   responsibility   for   any   acta 
done  by  the  Executive  of  Ireland,  not 
upon  the  person  so  appointed^  btit  upon 
the  proper  Executive  otficur.     The  hun. 
Member  for  Monaghan  had  suggested 
that  a  Select  Committee  of  that  House 
should  be  appointed  to  in*iiiire  into  the 
matter.      It   wn^,    however,    absurd    to 
suggest  that  a  Select  Committee  of  that 
House  could  advise  the  Crown  to  exer- 
cise  the  Prerogative  of  mercy.     What 
hon.  Members  opposite  were  seeking  to 
do,  and  one  thing  which  the  House  of 
Commons  could  do,  was  to  censure  the 
Kxecutive  (iovemment   of   Ireland   for 
the    manner    in    which    they   had   dis- 
charged their   duties.      That   was    thv 
true    C ^institutional    course,    and    that 
was  what   they  were   asked  to  do  that 
night.       They    could     condemn     EluI 
Spencer,   and  they  could  condemn  the 
ofEeiala  for  their  conduct  in  these  trans- 
actions  J    but    ho    did    not   think    that 
the  House  of  Commons  would  do  that. 
That   was   the   proper   province  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  that  was  a  very 
clear  and  distinct  issue.    The  Keaoluiion 
proposed  to  pass  a  broad  and  sweeping 
censure  upon  the  method  of  administer- 
ing the  law  in  Ireland.  L^'  Hear,  Hear  !  *' 
from  tJts  Irish  M'^mhern.']     Yea  ;  that  was 
the  issue  before  them.     Hon.  Members 
opposit*?  asked  for  a  general  condemna- 
tion of  the  administration  of  the   Cri- 
minal Law  in  Ireland  under  the  Crimes 
Act.     If  there  had  been  any  doubt  upon 
the  point,  the  noble  Lord  the  Memner 
for  Woodstock  had  taken  care  to  **  dot 
the  i*e."     The  noble  Lord  had  said  that 
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if  the  Goveroment  yieldtfd  upon   this 
question,    they  woukl  gain  some  Irish 
votes  on  the  Division.     Her  Majesty's 
Government  did  not  intend  to  deal  with 
this  question,    which  involved  life  and 
death,   with    a   view   to   gaining  votes. 
The  noble  Lord  opposite  had  made  him- 
self the  endorsee  of  this  charge  against 
the  administration  of  the  law  in  Ireland. 
The  noble  Lord  had  said  that  no  one 
would  condemn  the  course  taken  by  the 
Crown  counsel  in  this  case  more  than 
the  Attorney  General  for  England.   The 
noble  Lord,  however,  should  have  taken 
the  statement  of  his  witness  before  he 
called  him,  because    he   believed    that 
the  witness  he  colled  would  put  him  nut 
of  court.     Why  did  not  the  noble  Lord 
appeal  to  those  Attorneys  General  for 
Ireland  who  had  been   connected  with 
the  Administration  of  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  one  of  whom  sitting  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Gibson)  was  one  of  tho  most 
distinguished  Members  of  that  House, 
and  whose  Colleague  was  absent  from 
his  place  that  night  from  a  cause  which 
they  must  all  deplore  ?     He  should  bo 
content   to   call  those   right    hon.   and 
learned  Gentlemen  as  witnesses  agfunet 
the  noble  Lord.     The  noble  Lord  had 
said  that  the  Crown  counsel  had  kept 
back   important  evidence   at  the   trial, 
and  that  the  officials  charged  with  the 
administration  of  the  law  had  shrunk 
from  hardly  any  process  in  order  to  ob- 
tain a  (-'onviction.      He  was  aware  tliat 
that  was  the  contention  of  hon.  Members 
opposite,    and   of   the  noble  Lord  who 
acted  with  them.     That  was  the  charge 
made  in  the  prusunce  of  men  sitting  upon 
the  B*meh  opposite  who  had  been  re- 
sponsible for  the  government  of  Ireland, 
and  who  might   be  responsible  for   it 
again.     They  knew  these  Crown  counsel 
— men  who  had  been  the  ornaments  of 
the  Irish  Bar,  and  many  of  whom  were 
now  upon   the   Bench— and   how    they 
were  in  tho  habit  »>f  administering  the  law 
in  Ireland,   and  what  foundation  thero 
was   for   this    charge  which  was   made 
against  the  honour  of  the  Irish  Bar  and  * 
against  th**  integrity  of  the  Irish  Bench.  1 
Hon.  Members  opposite  asked  the  House 
to  believe  that  the  witnesses  were  per- 
jured, that  the  juries  were  packed,  and 
that  the  Judges,  the  Crown  counsel,  the 
Resident  Magistrates,  and  Lord  Spencer  j 
were  engaged  in  a  common  conspiracy^ 
to  do  to  death  men  of  whom  they  knew 
nothing.     [''All  but  the  jury  and  the 
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Judge *?**]J Well,  then,  the  Crown  coimeel, 
the  Eesideut  Magistrates,  and  Lord 
Spencer.  That  was  tho  distinct  charge 
which  had  been  brought  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite.  He  wished  the  Ilouae 
to  know  what  the  indictinGnt  was,  in 
order  that  it  might  be  met.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  majority  of  that  House 
would  not  hold  that  that  charge  had 
been  established.  If  the  House  were  to 
come  t-o  a  contrary  decision  on  the  ques- 
tion, they  would  not  only  make  Lord 
8pencer*8  position  untenable,  but  tho 
position  of  hia  Successor  impossible*  He 
belioved  that  such  a  d<?oiaion  on  the  part 
of  the  House  of  Commons  would  be  not 
only  unjust,  but  would  be  fatal  to  the 
administration  of  the  law*  in  Ireland ; 
because  if,  upon  the  evidence  produced, 
they  were  to  set  aside  the  Judiciary  of 
Ireland  and  the  decision  of  the  Exetu- 
tive  of  Ireland,  deliberately,  and,  as  he 
belieyed,  properly  arrived  at,  they  would 
destroy  and  paralyze  justice,  and  won  Id 
revive  that  reign  of  terror  and  that  im- 
munity of  murder  which  the  firm  and 
just  administration  of  Lord  Spencer  had 
happily  broken  down,  and  had  so  re- 
deemed Ireland  from  the  stain  which 
bad  made  her  a  byword  among  nations. 
Mh.  EDWARD  OLAEKE  said,  he 
wished  to  make  a  few  observations  as  to 
the  considerations  upon  which  he  had 
found  himself  unwilfingly  compelled  to 
Tote  in  support  of  the  Motion  before  the 
House.  There  had  been,  during  the 
past  two  years,  several  matters  connected 
with  the  admiuistration  of  the  Criminal 
Law  in  Ireland  which  had  caused  every 
lawyer  in  the  House  a  great  deal  of  con- 
cern and  anxiety*  He  had  hitherto  held 
his  peace  from  a  feeling  of  the  great  im- 
portance of  the  considerations  which  had 
been  addressed  to  the  House  from  the 
Treasury  Bench — the  importance  of  not 
interfering  at  all  in  the  responsibility  of 
those  engaged  at  a  difficult  time  in  ad- 
minislering  the  law.  But  now  they  had 
a  clear  and  distinct  issue,  and  he  had 
listened  with  the  greatest  poaaiblo  atten- 
tion to  the  three  speeches  from  the  Trea- 
sury Bench,  and  with  especial  attention 
to  the  last  speech,  which,  in  the  judicial 
character  of  its  observations,  was  in 
etnking  contrast  to  the  extraordinary 
delivery  of  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ii-e- 
land.  He  did  not  deny  that  the  t^peech 
uf  the  Home  Secretary  might  aller  to 
some  extent  the  decision  of  the  House, 
for  with  great  chivalry  the  Home  Secre- 
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tary  had  come  forward  and  placed  his 
responsibility  between  the  House  and 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland.  Ho 
had  known ^  from  perBonal  experience, 
what  great  anxiety  and  care  the  right 
hon,  and  learned  Oentleman  had  shown 
during  the  time  he  had  held  Office  in 
the  administration  of  the  Oriminol  Law, 
and  he  believed  he  would  always  he 
honoured  by  those  who  knew  anything 
of  the  administration  of  the  law  for  the 
anxious  care  he  had  shown  in  the  per- 
formance of  his  duties  ;  but  tho  speeoh 
he  had  just  delivered  seemed  to  him  to 
leave  absolutely  nnanswered  some  of  tho 
gravest  considerations  connected  with 
this  case.  Of  course,  if  by  supporting 
this  Motion  he  wore  called  upon  to  sup- 
port the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westmeath  (Mr.  Harrington),  or  to  ex- 
press a  judgment  upon  the  facts  as  put 
before  the  House  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr,  Parnell),  he 
would,  on  that  ground,  have  declined  to 
support  it*  Ho  could  not  support  it,  be- 
cause he  did  not  see  a  shadow  of  evi- 
dence that  Lord  Spencer  had  been  party 
to  any  such  atrocious  conspiracy  as  had 
been  suggested  by  some  Members  below 
the  Gangway.  He  had,  too,  the  strongest 
feeling  that  the  late  Chief  Secretary  was 
perfectly  justified  in  saying  that  the 
House  of  Commons  could  never  be  made 
a  Court  of  Appeal,  He  believed  the 
House  would  be  tho  worst  possible 
Court  of  Appeal  that  could  bo  used  in 
criminal  matters ;  and  for  that  reason  he 
declined  altogether  to  consider  whether 
the  evidence  before  the  jury  at  the  time 
they  gave  their  verdict  was  such  that 
the  verdict  could  properly  be  given. 
He  had  no  doiibt  the  jury,  with  the 
evidence  before  them,  acted  honestly, 
and  he  did  not  say  they  acted 
mistakenly.  There  were,  however,  cir- 
cumstances connected  with  the  trial 
which  he  did  not  think  had  been  ex- 
plained in  either  of  the  three  speeches 
from  the  Treasury  Bench,  and  which 
made  it,  in  his  judgment,  absolutely  im- 
perative, if  the  Government  were  anxious 
to  preserve  public  respect  for  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  in  Ireland,  there 
should  be  something  more  of  reasonable 
and  fair  inquiry  into  this  case  than  had 
yet  taken  place.  He  certainly  regretted 
the  tone  of  the  speech  of  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  though  it  was  care- 
fully prepared,  and  delivered  from  notes. 
A  more  violent  or  partizan  speech  in 
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dealing  with  evidence  it  had  never  been 
his  niisfoi  tune  to  heiir;  and  he  did  regret 
to  heai'  a  Law  Officer  of  the  Orowix  de- 
liver  in  vindication  of  the  verdict  of 
a  jury  a  speech  which  he  scaroely 
thought  would  have  been  allowed  by 
a  Judge  in  this  country  from  a  prose- 
cuting; counsol.  While  challenging,  and 
rightly  challenging^  the  competence  of 
the  HouKe  as  a  Court  of  Crirainal 
Appeal,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
nevertheless,  went  hack  over  the  evi- 
dence as  a  counsel  for  ono  side  usually 
did,  and  asked  the  House  to  ad^pt  and 
act  upon  his  version ,  or  rather  his  view 
of  the  weight  of  the  evidence.  And  the 
late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  tonk 
very  much  the  same  course,  denying  the 
competency  of  the  House  as  a  Court  of 
Criminal  Appeah  and  yet  discussing  the 
evidence  before  them.  As  to  the  ca^^e  of 
Thomas  Casey,  the  Home  Secretary  bad 
put  a  fallacious  test  before  the  House — 
namely,  whether  it  would  be  possible 
now  to  convict  other  persons  tban  those 
previously  convicted  upon  thn  evidence 
of  Thomas  Casey?  He  should  say  it 
would  not ;  but  that  fact  was  no  reason 
for  allowing  the  evidence  still  to  prevail 
against  four  men  who  were  innocent; 
and  be  thought  it  oueht  to  be  tested 
without  reference  to  a  hypothetical  pro- 
secution, in  which  they  were  all  agreed 
it  would  bttve  no  effect  at  alL  He 
thought  that  if  the  statement  pn^pared 
for  the  Lord  Lieutenant  were  carefully 
examined,  it  would  be  found  that  there 
was  no  real  convict  between  Casey  on 
the  one  side,  and  Brady  and  the  Go- 
vernor of  the  Gaol  on  the  other.  He 
agreed,  however,  that  there  was  a  con- 
flict between  Casey  and  Mr.  George 
BoitOD.  Discredited  as  Casey  bad  been 
and  must  be.  and  infamous  as  he  was  as 
a  witness,  if  it  were  a  conflict  of  evi- 
dence between  him  and  Mr.  George 
Bolton »  be  did  not  think  the  balane© 
would  be  greatly  in  favour  of  Mr.  Bolton, 
He  was  sorry  to  have  to  say  it,  but  his 
view  was  that  the  very  gravest  misfor- 
tune that  had  befalktn  the  Government 
in  Ireland  during  the  last  two  years  had 
been  the  having,  as  one  of  its  trusted 
and  responsible  servants  in  a  position  of 
great  responsibility,  a  man  of  the  ante- 
cedents and  character  they  knew  George 
Bolton  to  be.  There  was  one  circum- 
stance— as  it  seenied  to  him  a  most 
serious  on e-^ which  had  not  been  greatly 
dealt  with  in  the  course  of  the  debate, 
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and  that  was  with  regard  to  the  ciroum- 
fitances  under  which  the  jury  were  em- 
panm-lled  when  Myles  Joyce  w-as  put 
upon  his  trial.  Two  men  had  been  tried 
and  convicted^  and  then  it  appeared 
that  the  Judge,  in  the  presence  of  the 
jurors  about  to  try  Myles  Joyce^  sen- 
tenced the  men,  who.  upon  the  same 
evidence  then  to  be  produced,  had  been 
found  guilty.  He  read  that  the  Judge 
said,  in  the  presence  of  these  jurymfu, 
that  the  evidence  had  established  the 
guilt  of  these  men  clearly  and  eon- 
clusively,  and  so  as  not  to  leave  a 
doubt  m\  the  mind  of  any  sane  man.  If 
the  Judge  used  these  words  before  a 
jury  who  were  about  to  try  another  man 
on  the  same  evidence,  he  (Mr.  K.  Clarke) 
said  it  was  one  of  the  most  deplorable 
incidents  that  had  ever  occurred.  And 
it  did  not  stop  there,  for  he  found  that 
immediately  after  these  men  had  been 
sentenced,  those  jurors  were  empan- 
n  el  led  to  try  Myles  Joyce,  and  an  appli- 
cation was  made  by  the  counsel  for  the 
defence — who  had  probably  heard  the 
Judge's  words,  and  must  have  felt  bow- 
terrible  were  the  odd^  against  Myles 
Joyce — for  the  postponement  of  the  trial. 
But  the  application  was  oppoeed  by  the 
counsel  for  the  Crown,  and  refused.  He 
BOW  came  to  the  incident  of  the  deposi- 
tions. They  were  the  declarations  of 
two  lads  who  were  attacked  that  night, 
made  under  the  belief  that  they  were 
dying.  One  lad  did  die  ;  and  it  now  ap- 
peared to  be  admitted  that,  although 
the  depositions  were  fur qi  ally  taken, 
and  taken  by  a  person  who  knew  the 
importance  of  the  form,  and  although 
they  were  copied  into  the  Crown  brief, 
they  were  never  communicated  to  the 
counsel  for  the  defence.  The  answer 
now  made  was  that  the  contents  of 
these  depositions  were  unimportant, 
and  that  they  were  known  to  the 
prisoners'  counsel.  He  denied  both 
these  assertions.  It  was  clear  on  the 
e\4dence  in  the  case  that  the  persons 
who  identified  the  prisoners  had  but 
slight  opportunities  of  doing  so,  and 
they  spoke  of  the  men  whom  they 
followed  Iteing  dressed  in  long,  dark 
clothes.  The  boys,  however,  whose 
dying  depositions  were  taken,  stated 
that  the  men  had  blackened  faces  and 
white  jackets.  The  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  su^^gosted  that  the  clothes 
had  been  white,  but  must  have  become 
black.     It  was  now  stated  that  the  facts 
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contained  m  these  depositions  wero 
known  to  counsel  for  tbo  defence.  That 
was  not  accurate.  The  fact  thafc  wit- 
nesses had  at  the  inquest  stated  that  the 
boja  said  tho  men  had  blackened  faces 
was  no  doubt  known  ;  but,  at  the  in- 
quest, nothing  waa  said  about  the  white 
jackets.  Counsel  for  the  prisoners  did 
not  know  that  there  were  in  existence 
dying  deelarations  which  they  might 
have  claimed  to  uee.  They  knew  that 
witnesses  had,  at  the  inquest,  repeated 
certain  conversations.  But  that  was  a 
▼ory  different  thing.  Depositions  could 
be  seen,  and  then  put  in  ;  but  to  cross- 
examine  a  witness  on  what  someone 
else  had  told  him  waa  most  dangerous. 
He  said  deliberately,  as  one  who  spoke 
from  no  small  experience  of  professional 
work,  that  he  believed  if  counsel  for  the 
prisoners  had  known  that  the  deposi- 
tions were  in  existence  containing  those 
two  fa«l8  about  the  colour  of  the  faces 
and  the  colour  of  the  coats,  they  would 
hare  taken  a  different  Hue  in  the  de- 
fence, which  would,  in  his  judgment,  have 
been  extremely  likely  to  alter  the  verdict 
of  the  jury.  He  regretted  to  iind  that 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  and  in 
a  qualified  way  the  Home  Secretary, 
defended  the  course  taken  by  the  Crown 
counsel.  He  ventured  to  say  that 
under  no  consideration  on  earth  would 
the  late  distinguished  Attorney  General 
of  the  Conaorvativo  Government,  to 
whom  reference  had  been  made,  have 
allowed  a  verdict  of  guilty  to  be  re* 
turned  in  a  capital  case,  when  he  had 
in  his  brief  depositions  which  hi 55  x^*"*^*" 
fessional  experience  told  him  might  have 
some  weight  with  the  jury  in  the  de- 
fence of  the  prisoners.  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  (Sir  Henry 
James)  took  part  in  the  debate,  he  hoped 
he  would  remember  that  he  was  not 
only  a  Member  of  the  Government,  but 
the  leader  and  pattern  to  the  English 
Bar ;  and  he  hoped  that  he  would  not 
allow  a  sentence  to  dmp  which  might 
hereafter  be  quoted  to  justify  in  a  trial 
for  murder  the  exclusion  from  the  know- 
ledge of  the  jury  of  matters  which  might 
influence  their  verdict.  A  strong  attack 
bad  been  made  by  the  late  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  on  the  priest  after  con- 
sultation vrhh  whom  those  men  pleaded 
guilty.  This  attack  did  not  appear  war- 
ranted by  the  facts.  The  plea  of 
guilty  waa  not  a  confession  in  the 
•enjse  that  it  purported  to  be  a  state- 


ment by  the  men.  Throe  men  had 
already,  one  after  another,  been  found 
guilty  and  sentenced  to  be  hanged 
on  the  same  endence  that  was  to  be  ad- 
duced against  these  men.  The  priest, 
therefore,  thought  that  if  they  went  to 
trial  they  would,  one  after  another,  be 
sentenced  to  death ;  but  that,  by  plead- 
ing guilty,  they  would,  if  innocent,  have 
an  opportunity  of  subsequently  proving 
their  innocence.  Taking  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case — and,  though  he  was 
inclined  to  believe  them  innocent,  yet 
tho  priest  waa  not  clear  on  the  point — he 
did  not  think  that  the  attacks  made  on 
the  priest  were  jtistified.  Ought  there 
to  be  an  inquiry  ?  It  was  said  that  an 
inquiry  had  already  taken  place*  But 
that  inquiry  was  by  no  means  satisfac- 
tory. It  was  held  by  persons  who  were, 
to  some  extent,  implicated  in  the  case^ 
who,  at  all  events,  wero  desirous  of  main- 
taining tho  verdict.  They  had  heard  the 
tone  of  the  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land and  of  the  Solicitor  General ;  and 
what  shifts  and  expedients  would  not 
smaller  men  resort  to  in  order  to  protect 
thomeolves?  It  was  said  that  the  law 
in  Ireland  must  be  vindicated  and  up- 
held ;  but  there  were  different  ways  of 
doing  this.  Justice  aimed  not  merely 
at  the  infliction  of  punishment,  Justico 
was  as  peremptory  in  demanding  tho 
proclamation  of  the  innocence  of  a  per* 
5on  wrongly  charged,  as  in  inflicting 
punishment  on  a  guilty  pei'son.  Thej 
wanted  to  punish  crime ;  but  they  also 
wanted  to  give  the  people  the  assurance 
that  there  should  be  an  honest  and  fair 
and  careful  investigation  into  the  allega- 
tions of  crime ;  but  if  tho  Government 
had  dealt  with  the  matter  in  such  a  way 
as  to  leave  on  thu  niinda  of  the  masses  of 
the  people  a  belief — and  that  belief  not 
unsupported  by  reason — that  there  had 
been  a  miscarriage  of  justice — ^whon 
they  had  to  deal  not  with  a  mere  Lis- 
toric  inqniry  into  the  innocence  or  guilt 
of  men  who  had  passed  away,  but  with 
the  responsibility  of  finding  out  the  in- 
nocence or  guilt  of  four  men  who,  if  no 
inquiry  was  made,  might,  perhaps,  for 
years  to  come,  be  kept  in  penal  servi- 
tude— there  was  an  imperative  duty 
resting  on  administrators  to  make  further 
inquiry  into  the  matter.  He  would  not 
have  spoken  in  this  debate  but  for  a 
feeling  that  a  matter  of  this  kind*  having 
been  brought  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, it  was  one's  duty  to  look  all  the 
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facts  in  the  face,  and  then  YOte  on  one*a 
own  independent  judgment.  He  re- 
gretted to  hear  the  line  taken  bj  the 
Home  Secretary  at  the  end  of  his  speech. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  said  that  the  administration  of  jas- 
tioe  in  Ireland  was  a  matter  in  which 
the  Government  had  tlio  duty  of  ex* 
amination  with  the  view  of  doing  the 
right  thing.  He  quite  agreed  tliat  it 
was  the  duty  of  tho  Government  to 
examine  \  but  it  made  a  mistake,  and 
weakened  terribly  its  hold  upon  tho 
allegiance  of  the  people^  if  it  allowed  it 
for  one  moment  to  be  supposed  that  the 
Judicial  Bench  was  befng  used  ae  the  in- 
fttrument  of  the  Executive  Govornmfint, 
The  safeguard  of  the  Governmeut  would 
be  to  dissociate  one  from  tho  other.  Let 
the  Government  say — '*We  have  done 
our  part  to  the  best  of  our  ability — wo 
have  investigated  into  the  matter^  and 
vee  have  come  to  this  conclusion;  *^  but 
if,  in  spite  of  that,  they  found  that  there 
was  a  real  desiro  that  further  inquiry 
should  be  made  with  the  view  of  ob- 
taining complete  justice,  surely  it  would 
be  hotter  for  them  to  stand  aside  and 
let  the  inquiry  be  made. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  was 
understood  to  ask  who  would  make  the 
inquiry  ? 

HIr,  EDWAED  CI^VRKE  :  Let  thci 
Govemment  select  any  person  indepen- 
dent enough  of  the  present  I'arty  Go- 
vernment. No  one  asked  for  a  partizan 
on  one  side  or  the  other  ;  but  there  were 
plenty  of  men  who  would  do  the  w^ork 
which  was  done  in  the  case  of  Kil- 
martin.  He  believed  in  Kilmartin's  caso 
a  distinguished  member  of  the  Irish  Bar 
was  sent  to  inquire  and  report-  Let  the 
Government  make  some  inquiry  of  that 
kind,  and  then  he  believed  those  who 
had  brought  forward  this  Motion  w^ould 
be  satisfied  ;  or,  if  not  satisfied,  it  might 
be  their  animosities — [CVf>5  of  '*Ko, 
no!  "  from  the  Home  Rule  Benches,'] — he 
was  not  addressing  those  Gentlemen, 
but  those  who  had  but  little  syinpathy 
with  them — if  those  hon.  Member?,  from 
Party  spirit  or  any  other  motive  tliat 
was  unworthy  of  them,  still  pressed 
their  accusations,  at  all  events ^the  mat- 
ter would  have  been  cleared  in  the  eyes 
of  men  who  were  free  from  those  aui- 
mosities.  Holding  those  opinions,  he 
ehould  feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to  v«»te  for 
the  Amendment  placed  on  the  Paper, 
That  Amendment  was  not  a  condemna- 

Mr.  Edwt^rd  Claris 


tion  of  the  Govemment,  [^'  Oh,  oh  t  *'] 
If  the  hon.  Geotleman  who  said  ^*  Oh, 
oh  !  **  would  read  the  Amendment  over 
again,  he  would  see  that  it  did  not  pur- 
port to  be  a  condemnation  of  the  Go- 
vernment. It  stated  that  a  number  of 
the  Iri»h  people  had  formed  a  particular 
opinion,  and  then  it  went  on  to  ask  that 
an  inquiry  should  be  made.  It  was  on 
the^e  grounds  that  he  should  vote  fur 
the  Anienrfment. 

Mk,  LABOHCHERE  said,  he  thought 
they  might  dismi.^s  a  very  great  deal  of 
what  had  been  said  during  the  debate 
as  entirely  irrelevant  to  the  issue  before 
the  House^  which  was,  not  whether  this 
man  was  guilty  or  whether  thits  man  was 
innocent,  but  whether  a  fair  case  had 
been  made  out  for  inquiry.  He  paid 
little  attention  to  the  dying  deularationa 
of  men  about  to  be  hanged  respecting 
their  own  innocence,  or  to  the  assertions 
of  such  men  as  Casey,  because  he  made 
himself  a  murderer  and  a  liar.  There 
were»  however,  two  clear  and  prominent 
facts  which  had  come  forward  in  the 
coui*se  of  the  debate,  and  which,  he 
thought,  justified  them  in  voting  with 
tho  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  demanded 
this  investigation.  One  of  those  facta 
was  connected  with  the  depositions.  The 
men  were  convicted  on  the  evidence  of 
three  persons  who  had  eeen  them  go 
into  the  house  where  the  murder  had 
been  committed.  Those  three  persons 
stated  that  the  men  had  not  blackened 
faces,  and  that  they  had  bbuk  clothes* 
It  was  altogether  extraordinary  that  iu 
whal^  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
caJled  a  bright,  starry  night  it  was 
possible  to  see  whether  the  men  had 
blackened  faces  or  not,  sufficiently  clearly 
to  he  able  to  distinguiah  their  features; 
but  it  was  evident  that  if  these  men  had 
had  blackened  faces,  it  would  have  been 
absolutely  impossible  for  their  features 
to  havo  been  distinguished.  It  was  put 
before  the  jury  that  there  was  no  evi- 
dence to  show  that  other  persons  had 
seen  these  men,  and  that  they  had  not 
blackened  faces.  What  were  the  real 
facts  of  the  case  ?  Two  persons  in  this 
family  were  boys,  one  aged  17  and  the 
other  nine.  The  elder  boy  not  only 
made  a  statement  to  the  policeman,  but 
he  had  made  a  deposition  before  a 
magistrate  and  had  sworn  to  it.  That 
deposition  had  not  been  produced,  and 
he  said  there  was  a  deliberate  intention 
on  the  part  of  the  counsel  for  the  prose- 
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cutiou  to  conceal  tlie  fact.  The  younger 
boy,  who  had  been  taken  away  by  the 
police,  and  who,  therefore,  could  not 
have  beea  in  cL»llu8ion  with  the  othnr 
boy,  made  a  deposition  similar  to  tliat 
of  his  elder  brother^  that  the  men  had 
blackened  faces,  ond  that  they  wore 
white  coats.  The  whole  case  turned  on 
thoso  depositions,  and  the  jury  ought  to 
have  had  those  two  facts  before  them — 
that  the  three  men  on  the  one  aide 
swore  that  those  men  had  not  blackened 
faces  and  recognized  them,  and  that 
those  two  boys  swore  they  had  blackened 
faces  and  did  not  recognize  them.  The 
complaint  was  that  the  trial  was  unfair 
ah  imtio  from  this  determination  on  the 
part  of  the  prosecuting  counsel  not  to 
submit  this  evidence  to  the  jury.  There 
wa^  also  the  statement  of  the  parish  priest 
that  hobelieved  them  en  w^ere  innocent,  al- 
though he  had  urged  them  to  plead  guilty 
as  the  only  mode  of  saving  their  lives. 
He  thought  that  in  doing  so  the  priest 
had  acted  most  wrongly;  but  stiU  the 
statement  ought  to  be  considered.  He 
had  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  if  the 
same  circumstances  had  taken  place  in 
this  country,  and  if  the  facts  bad  been 
backed  up  by  the  English  Members  in 
the  same  way  as  this  ease  had  been  by 
Irish  Members,  the  inquiry  would  have 
been  granted.  If  a  demand  for  an  in- 
vestigation had  been  endorsed  by  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  was  it  to  be 
supposed  that  the  Home  Secretary  would 
neglect  it  ?  It  was  because  they  applied 
one  system  of  justice  to  Ireland  and  an- 
oth€*r  to  England  that  they  got  into  nil 
those  difficulties  about  Ireland.  They 
had  been  told  that  an  investigation  had 
been  granted ;  but  what  had  been  the 
understanding  ?  The  Irish  Members  had 
been  told,  during  the  discusaioD  of  the 
Estimatesi,  that  if  they  would  not  discuss 
this  matter  and  allowed  certain  Esti- 
mates to  go  through  earlier  than  perhaps 
they  otherwise  would  have  done,  an  in- 
vestigation would  be  granted  provided 
the  Archbishop  of  Tuam  demanded  it. 
Having  got  the  quid  pro  quo^  Lord  Spencer 
put  them  otf  with  an  inquiry  by  the  offi- 
cials into  the  conduct  of  the  ofhrials.  He 
did  not  know  anything  about  Mr.  George 
Bolton  except  what  he  had  seen  in  the 
newspapers ;  but  that  gentleman  did  not 
seem  tu  be  a  likely  pernon  to  bring  him- 
self in  guilty  if  he  had  to  decide  the 
question.  The  Home  Secretary  asked 
who  irft9  to  be  sent  to  make  the  inquiry, 


and  said  that  Lord  Spencer  could  not 
go  himself.  Nobody  asked  that  Lord 
Spencer  should  go  hiragelf ;  but  he  could 
send  someone,  and  could  act  on  the  de- 
cision of  that  person.  He  thought  it 
was  a  reasonable  proposal  that  some 
English  lawyer  connected  with  no  Party 
should  make  a  fair  and  impartial  inquiry. 
They  had  now  in  prison  four  men  who 
had  been  sentenced  to  penal  servitude 
for  life;  and  the  question  before  the 
House  was — Did  they  think  that  the 
hearing  had  been  fairly  conducted,  not 
so  much  into  their  innocence,  as  into  the 
question  whether  there  should  be  a 
second  trial  ?  On  that  question  he  would 
give  his  vote  for  the  Amendment  of  bis 
hou.  Friend  opposite,  not withitan  ding 
what  had  fallen  from  the  Home  Secre- 
tary as  to  the  aspersion  it  would  cast  upon 
Earl  Spencer.  He  thought,  however, 
that  his  hon.  Friend  would  get  a  little 
more  support  if  he  were  to  strike  out  of 
the  Amendment  the  earlier  part  of  it, 
which  expressed  dissatisfaction  with  the 
general  administration  of  the  law,  and 
would  limit  it  to  the  words — 

"Thia  House  humbly  aaauret  Her  Majeity 
that  it  woald  ensure  much  great«r  confidence  ia 
tho  adminijitratiou  of  the  Law  in  Ireland  if  a  full 
and  public  inquiry  were  granted  into  the  exe- 
cution of  Mylea  Joyce,  and  the  continued  incar- 
CGKition  of  Patrick  Joyc4%  Thomas  Joyce,  Martin 
Joyce,  and  John  Casey." 

Mr,  HARHIKGTON  said,  he  had  no 
objection  to  amend  his  proposed  Amend- 
ment in  the  manner  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  aaid  pro- 
posofl  Amendment, 

To  Icrtvo  out  all  the  words  ttft<*r  the  <7ordB 
"  and  humbly,*'  to  the  word  '*  innocent/ '  in- 
clnaive.  —  (J/r.  Lahoucher*,) 

Question,  **  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment,'*  put,  and  negaiiced* 

Question  proposed » 

"  That  tho  words  *  and  this  Ilonse  humbly 
aHsurca  Her  Majesty  that  it  would  ensure  much, 
greater  confidence  in  the  admiiiiatrAtioo  of  tho 
Jjftw  in  Ireland  if  a  full  and  public  inquiry  were 
gjanted  into  the  execution  of  Jlyles  Joyce  and 
the  continued  incarceration  of  fatrick  Joyce, 
Thuniaa  Joyce,  Martin  Joyce,  and  John  Caaey,' 
bo  iaBerted  after  the  word  *  oa '  in  paragraph  9/' 

Mk.  GREGORY  aaid,  that  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House  was  one  entirely 
free  from  Party  character,  and  resolved 
itself  merely  into  one  of  what  would  be 
the  effect  upon  the  Executive  Government 
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in  Ireland.  They  hod  bad  a  capital  con- 
Tiction  before  a  Judge  and  juty,  or  rather 
three  suocessive  convictions,  for  a  crime 
of  no  ordinary  atrocity,  and  also  verdicts 
against  five  other  men  ;  and  it  was  now 
Bought  practically  to  disturb  those  con- 
victions, and  to  couBtitute  tiie  House  of 
Commons,  for  that  case,  a  Court  of 
Criminal  AppeaK  He  hardly  thought 
it  a  very  proper  tribunal  for  th.e  pur- 
pose; but,  as  it  was  souglit  to  impose  the 
duty  upon  it,  it  was  necessary  to  examine 
the  ca«e  upon  which  it  was  founded 
calmly,  dispassionately,  and  even  jndi- 
cially.  It  depended  mainly  upon  a 
statement  made  by  the  informer,  Casey, 
supplemented  by  some  inferences  of  the 
hoQ.  Gentleman  who  originated  the 
Motion,  to  which  ho  would  subsequently 
advert.  Now,  Casey  was  avowedly  a 
principal  in  one  of  the  most  atrocious 
crimes  ever  committed.  He  had,  upon 
oath,  on  three  several  trials  given  his 
account  of  the  transaction  ;  but  he  subse* 
quently  made  a  statement  involving 
other  persons  as  the  criminals  than  those 
against  whom  his  evidence  was  directed. 
Now,  as  a  general  rule,  when  a  man 
gave  you  two  ditfex^oot  versions  of  the 
same  transaction  you  disbelieved  both  j 
but,  in  this  instance,  the  evidence  of 
Caaey  was  not  only  corroborated  by 
other  evidence,  but  two  of  the  men  who 
were  executed  confessed  their  guilt,  and 
five  others  pleaded  guilty  to  the  indict- 
ment. As  regarded  the  independent 
witnesses,  the  main  evidence  was 
that  of  the  three  Joyces  who  followed 
and  tracked  the  prisoners.  Their 
evidence  was  wholly  unimpeached; 
thero  was  no  allegation  against  their 
character,  nor  any  motive  or  animosity 
against  the  accused  attributed  to  them. 
Tney  followed  the  x>riBonGra  for  two 
miles,'  they  were  within  about  20  yards  of 
them  when  the  murder  was  committed; 
and  the  prisoners  being  well  known  to 
them  it  was  easy  for  them  to  identify  them. 
It  was  alleged  that  it  was  a  dark  night, 
and  that,  the  faces  of  the  men  being 
blackened,  the  Joyces  could  not  recog- 
nize them  ;  but  it  was  not  always  neces- 
sary to  see  a  man's  face  to  identify  him. 
You  follow  a  man  you  know  in  the  street, 
and  you  recognize  him  by  his  figure, 
walk,  gait,  and  bearing.  You  walk  up 
to  him  and  accost  him  on  the  strength 
of  that,  and  you  are  generally  right. 
With  respect,  again,  to  the  blackening 
of  the  faces,  it  was  a  singular  thing  that 
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the  counsel  for  the  defence  had  never 
ventured  to  ask  a  single  question  on  the 
subject.  It  was  admitted  that  the  coun- 
sel were  informed  of  the  depositions 
made  by  the  boys,  such  as  they  were, 
and  they  had  four  witnesses  put  into  the 
box  by  the  Crown  who  could  have  an- 
swered the  question.  How  could  the 
defence  have  been  prejudiced  by  the 
answer  ?— because,  if  it  had  been  in  the 
negative,  it  only  It^ft  the  ease  as  it  ulti- 
mately went  to  the  jury.  With  regard 
to  Myles  Joyce,  it  would  have  been  a  con* 
venience  if  they  could  hiive  had  the  con- 
fessions of  the  two  men;  but  it  seemed 
that  there  was  a  rule  in  the  Irish  Office 
which  prevented  their  being  produced. 
They  had,  however,  the  statement  o!  Lord 
Spencer  that  there  was  nothing  in 
these  declarations  which  would  pre- 
vent the  inference  that  Myles  Joyce 
had  been  a  party  to  the  committal  of 
the  crime*  even  if  ho  had  not  actually 
struck  the  blow.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered that  there  was  a  common  belief 
among  ignorant  men  that  if  a  prisoner 
had  not  actually  strnok  the  blow  he  was 
not  guilty.  As  to  the  five  men  now  under 
penal  semtudo,  they  had  deliberately 
pleaded  guilty,  and  now  they  sought  to 
withdraw  their  plea.  But  il  they  were 
totally  innocent  of  the  crime,  where  had 
they  been  when  it  took  place  ?  What 
evidence  did  they  give  of  their  where- 
abouts on  the  occasion.  Some  of  them 
presumably  were  married  men  with  chil- 
dren, and  they  might  have  called  their 
children  as  witneaaes  if  they  had  been 
at  their  homes.  The  hon.  Member  who 
brought  forward  this  Motion  had  made 
great  use  of  the  brief  of  the  Crown ;  but, 
for  himself,  he  would  like  to  see  the  brief 
for  the  defence  as  well.  If  an  alibi  waa 
a  true  one  it  was  a  complete  defence, 
and  it  seemed  strange  that  if  these  men 
were  totally  innocent  there  was  no  such 
evidence  brought  forward  by  the  do- 
fence.  Why,  again,  should  not  Casey 
have  given  the  right  names  in  the  first 
instance  ?  It  was  evidence  of  the  orime 
that  was  wanting — not  evidence  against 
anyone  in  particular — and  there  was 
no  reason  why  he  should  have  given 
false  evidence.  He  had  deliberately 
made  a  statement  against  these  men, 
and  it  had  been  a  voluntary  one. 
It  Had  been  he  himself  who  had 
opened  negotiations  with  the  Crown* 
For  his  own  part,  under  all  the  circum- 
stances, he  could  not  but  look  upon  thie 
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Amendment  and  the  monnor  in  which 
it  had  been  treated  as  an  attempt  to 
Irufetrate  the  maintenance  of  law  and 
ord«r  in  Ireland,  and  as  an  attack  upon 
the  Executive  in  that  country.  Although 
lie  was  opposed  to  the  whole  Irish  policy 
of  Her  Majesty^ a  Government,  he  con- 
sidered it  his  duty  to  support  them  on 
thia  occasion  by  voting  against  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  said,  he 
must  complain  of  the  tone  of  the  speeches 
delivered  by  Members  of  the  Goveru- 
mont  in  the  debate.  The  desire  of  the 
Irish  Members  was  to  bring  a  very 
doubtful  case  to  a  just  issue  ;  but,  judg- 
ing from  the  fierceness  and  the  language 
of  the  Home  Seci'etary^  one  would  ima- 
gine that  they  were  cou spiring  together 
to  upset  law  and  order  in  Ireland.  In 
any  r£*mark8  he  (Mr.  W.  Redmotid) 
might  make  he  did  not  expect  to  alter 
the  determination  of  the  Government. 
In  dealing  with  the  present  case  they 
were  holding  up  to  view  the  whole  Rya- 
tem  of  the  administration  of  the  law  in 
Ireland.  The  great  evil  and  cause  of 
the  failure  of  the  Government  of  Ire- 
land was  that,  instead  of  placing  the 
administration  of  affairs  beyond  suspi- 
cion, Her  Majesty's  Government  did  all 
they  could  to  fill  the  minds  of  the  people 
with  suspicious  feelings.  It  should  be 
remembered  that  when  the  murder  took 
place,  and  the  trial  took  place,  Ireland 
was  in  the  midst  of  n  violent  agrarian 
agitation.  The  Executive  were  aoxious 
to  obtain  a  conviction,  and  as  a  result 
the  trial  of  the  men  in  f^uestion  was 
hurried  on  in  an  unsatisfactory  manner. 
The  people  of  Ireland  could  not  under- 
stand why  such  a  reasonable  thing  as 
an  inquiry  should  be  refused.  He  had 
travelled  throughout  In^land  during  the 
Beceas,  and  he  could  inform  the  House 
that  the  conclusion  the  people  of  Ireland 
arrived  at  was  that  the  Govi?rnment,  in 
refusing  thi^  in(£uiry,  refused  it  because 
it  would  revoal  a  most  decided  and  terri- 
ble miscarriage  of  justice,  and  that  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  wanted  to  shield 
Earl  Spencer  and  other  Government  offi- 
cials in  Dublin  Castle  from  the  conse- 
quences of  their  acts.  Ho  belie vedt  and 
Irelaud  believed,  that  if  that  inquiry 
wa«  still  refused,  that  that  was  the  rea- 
Bon,  and  the  sole  reason,  for  it^  It  was 
impossible  to  deny  that  there  were  cir- 
cumstances connected  with  the  case  which 
threw  grave  doubts  on  th«  oorrectnuss  of 


the  verdict.  When  such  a  reasonable 
doubt  existed  it  was  obviously  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  institute  an  in- 
quiry. He  warned  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  Government; 
that  there  could  be  nothing  more  fatal 
to  tho  future  administration  of  justice  in 
Ireland,  and  nothing  more  calculated  to 
intensify  the  hatred  of  the  Irish  people 
for  the  English  Government,  than  a  re- 
fusal to  grant  a  full  and  fair  inquiry 
into  a  case  which  was  so  admittedly 
doubtful. 

Mk.  MELLOE  said,  that  an  inquiry 
had  already  been  made  by  Earl  Spencer 
himself;  he  had  not  left  it  to  any  sub- 
ordinate, but  had  made  every  inquiry 
himself,  and  liad  consulted  the  Judge 
who  tried  the  case.  The  Judge  was  per- 
fectly satisfied  with  the  verdict,  and  to 
grant  a  fresh  inquiry,  when  no  fresh 
facts  had  been  brought  to  light,  would 
be  to  cast  a  most  unjust  redection  on 
the  conduct  of  the  highest  officials  in 
thii  country.  There  was  no  ground  for 
casting  such  a  reflection  upon  them ; 
and  though,  if  any  fresh  evidence  had 
beon  brought  forward,  he  would  sup- 
port an  examination  into  the  whole  case, 
he  saw  no  grounds  for  asking  the  Go- 
vernment  to  reconsider  their  attitude  in 
the  matter.  By  granting  the  inquiry 
asked  for,  the  House  would  be  declar- 
ing that  there  was  reason  to  believe 
that  the  independent  witnesses  had 
committed  perjury  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  the  conviction  of  innocent 
men.  It  was  impossible,  after  reading 
the  evidence  in  the  case  and  considering 
all  the  facts,  to  adopt  the  views  of  hon. 
Members  who  supported  the  Amend- 
ment. The  Lord  Lieutenant  and  the 
Irish  officials  could  have  had  no  pos- 
sible interest  in  this  case  but  to  see  that 
justice  was  done.  This  was  in  no  sense 
a  political  crime.  What  could  it  matter 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  or  the  other 
officials  whether  Myles  Joyce  was  con- 
victed or  not?  Therefore,  they  ought 
not  to  be  censured  for  the  action 
which  th«y  took.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  E.  Clarke) 
said  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Oown  to  put 
the  two  dying  declarations,  of  which  so 
much  had  been  said,  in  evidence ;  but 
tho  House  should  remember  that  the  pro- 
secuting counsel  had  to  exeruise  his  dis- 
cretion in  the  matter.  It  was  known 
to  the  counsel  for  the  defence,  and  to 
everybody  in  Court  at  tho  time  of  the 
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^trialsi  that  at  the  Coroner's  inquest 
foHce -con stable  Johnson  eaid  that  the 
boy  s  h  ad  stated  that  the  per  sons  whooamo 
into  the  house  hud  hlackened  faces*  The 
prisoners'  counsel  might  have  satisfied 
bemselvos  on  that  point  by  cross-exa- 
mining Johnson  ;  but  this  thoy  did  not 
do,  althoujj^h  Johnson  was  called  by  the 
Attorney  General,  so  that  they  could  put 
any  question  to  him.  It  was  unfair, 
tinder  such  circumstances,  to  sny  that  the 
counsel  for  the  Crown  failed  in  his  duty 
in  not  putting  in  these  statements,  or  in 
not  communicating  them  to  the  counsel 
for  the  defence.  Inquiry  had  been 
made  by  tUe  highest  officials,  and  the 
result  was  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and 
everyone  else  were  satisfied  that  it  would 
be  dangerous  to  reopen  this  case ;  and  if 
they  did  so,  case  after  case  might  simi- 
larly be  reopened. 

Mb,  lewis  said,  it  was  admitted  on 
both  sides  that  the  case  had  been  stated 
Tvith  great  power  and  fulness,  and  his 
excuse  for  interposing  for  a  few  moments 
must  rest  on  this — he  was  not  aware  that 
any  Member  from  Ireland  had  expressed 
himself  adverse  to  the  Amendment ;  and 
he  took  the  opportunity  of  saying  he  felt 
bound  to  disagree  from  the  course  most 
unfortunately  taken  by  the  three  hon. 
Members  who  had  spoken  from  the 
Conservative  side.  Looking  at  the 
Aojendment  as  it  stood,  it  pointed  to 
a  new  inquiry ;  whereas  what  was  really 
meant  was  a  new  trial.  There  had  been 
a  great  confusion  of  terms  throughout 
the  debate;  and  when  they  spoke  about 
a  new  trial,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Korthamptott  (Mr,  Labouchere)  did. 
although  that  hon.  Member  might  think 
such  a  thing  possible,  yet  they  knew 
that  the  law  permitted  no  such  thing  to 
be  done.  He  (Mr.  Lewis)  supposed 
that  what  was  meant  was  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  was  to  act  as  if  it  were  a  new 
trial,  and  be  plajing  the  part  of  Judge 
and  jury,  going  over,  as  if  he  were  a 
Judge,  each  case  tried  and  decided 
by  Judge  and  jury  under  proper  pro- 
cess of  law.  Now,  if  that  was  so,  he 
must  say,  taking  the  matter  as  it  was 
supported,  there  was  no  case.  The  begin- 
ning and  the  end  of  it  was  the  recantation 
of  the  evidence  of  the  approver,  Thomas 
Casey.  The  Home  Secretary,  in  his  very 
able  speech,  pointed  out — and,  as  it  was 
a  point  not  to  bo  forgotten,  it  might  be 
repeated — Casey  was  not  an  informer  on 
whose  evidence  conviction   of  the  pri- 
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sonera  rested.  He  was  merely  a  re- 
dundant witness,  brought  in  for  the 
purpose  of  supplementing  the  mass  of 
evidence  that  supported  the  prosecution, 
and  was  introduced  solely  for  the  pur- 
pose of  removing  all  possible  doubt.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  in  calling  this  ap- 
prover the  Crown  counsel  rather  overdid 
his  case  than  supported  it.  But,  putting 
his  e\^dence  nside,  if  the  verdict  was  not 
to  be  supported,  then  no  verdict  in  the 
United  Kingdom  in  a  murder  trial  could 
be  sustained.  On  the  other  hand,  if  this 
verdict  could  justifiably  be  attacked,  how 
could  the  administration  of  justice  be 
carried  on  in  any  Court  in  the  United 
Kingdom?  Complaint  was  made  that 
the  tost  the  Homo  Secretary  put  as  to 
the  mode  of  investigation  was  not  a 
proper  one ;  but  it  was  a  very  proper 
one.  If  this  man^a  new  evidence  was 
right,  then  other  men  ought  to  bo  put 
on  their  trial  who  had  not  been  tried, 
for  he  pointed  to  A.  and  B.  aa  guilty  j 
and,  therefore,  if  his  evidence  was  to  be 
credited,  they  ought  to  bo  put  on  trial ; 
and,  if  they  were^  would  any  jury  deli- 
berate for  a  second  in  coming  to  a  con- 
clusion V  The  Crown  would  be  told 
hereafter — **  The  witnesses  you  brought 
forward  on  a  former  occasion  are  now 
convicted  of  perjury,  and  you  produce 
them  for  convicting  in  the  present  triah" 
Here  was  a  kind  of  composite  case. 
Was  the  informer  to  be  credited  as  re- 
garded half  the  prisoners^  but  perjured 
as  regarded  the  other  half?  That 
seemed  to  him  an  impossible  position  to 
take  ;  and  when  they  raised  the  question 
of  identification  there  was  the  same 
trouble  as  regarded  the  five  who 
acknowledged  themselves  guilty  as 
the  five  who  did  not.  With  regard 
to  what  had  been  said  about  the 
blackened  faces,  all  he  could  say  was 
that  he  could  just  as  much  identify  a  man 
from  his  back  as  from  his  face.  As  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Sussex  (Mr,  Gre- 
gory)  had  pointed  out,  if  they  saw  a  man 
whose  gait,  whose  manner,  whose  dress 
wa^  perfectly  well  known  to  them,  they 
did  not  want  to  see  his  face  to  identify 
him  in  the  street  many  yards  off.  He  was 
startled  and  grievously  disappointed  to 
Und  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Plymouth  (Mr.  E.  Clarke),  with  his 
reputation,  condescend  to  such  pueri- 
litaes  as  he  did.  What  did  he  think  of 
most  importance  ?  He,  with  lus  know- 
ledge of  the  law,  asked  for  an  inquiry  j 
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and  two  things  he  put  forward  in  support 
of  his  view — first,  that  after  the  two  tirst 
prisoners  wore  convicted,  and  before  the 

i'ury  were  sworn  for  the  next  case,  the 
udge  made  some  observation  a  on  their 
guilt.  But  if  the  Judg^e  did  so,  wna 
that  any  reason  fur  attacking  a  verdict 
arrived  at  by  any  independent  jury  ? 
Another  objection  was  that  an  adjourn- 
ment of  the  trial  was  refused.  Now, 
assuming  that  was  an  improper  or  un- 
wise exercise  of  discretion,  was  it  a  rea- 
son  why  the  solemnity  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  should  he  despised  and 
condemned,  and  Judge,  jury,  and  coun- 
sel be  accused  of  being  engaged  in  a 
conspiracy  ?  He  would  venture  to  say, 
if  the  House  were  for  a  moment  to 
attempt  to  interfere  in  this  case,  they 
must  not  expect  to  have  law  and  order 
abiding  in  Ireland.  The  Oppoaition  in 
that  House  had  frequently  to  oumplaiu  of 
the  inaction  of  the  present  Government  in 
Ireland  ;  and  he  would  ask  hon.  Gentle- 
men around  him  how  they  could  con- 
fiisteutly  turn  round  upon  the  Adminis- 
tration, now  that  thoy  were  supporting 
the  due  administration  of  law  in  that 
country  ?  Hoav  could  they  now  censure 
Her  Majesty's  Ggvernnient  for  the  legi- 
timate performance  of  their  duty  ?  He 
would  not  he  representing  the  opinion 
of  his  constituents  if  he  were  to  Join  in 
this  attack  on  the  Government.  All  he 
could  say,  with  great  humility^  was,  he 
deeply  i^egretted  to  find  the  Amendment 
had  any  support  amongst  Conservative 
Members.  It  was  greatly  to  be  regretted 
that  they,  who  had  so  often  had  to  sup- 
port the  Government  in  protecting  life 
and  property,  should,  in  reference  to  the 
punishment  of  one  of  the  most  dreadful 
butcheries  that  ever  disgraced  a  civilized 
country,  be  called  upon  to  cast  stones  at 
a  Government  standing  by  a  Judge  and 

J'ury  in  the  due  administiation  of  the 
aw.  He  sincerely  hoped  the  House 
would  not  entertain  the  Motion. 

Ma.  MITCHELL  HENRY  observed, 
that  the  more  this  case  was  discussed  in 
the  House  the  more  painful  it  became. 
It  had  gone  beyond  the  question  of  ad- 
ministration  of  juatico  in  Ireland,  and 
touched  vital  points  in  the  administration 
of  justice  in  England  also.  The  ques- 
tion of  the  propriety  of  withholding 
ftom.  a  jury  the  dying  declarations  that 
were  made  by  two  men — one  of  whom 
was  fatally  injured,  and  the  other  only 
recovered  after  a  pi*otracted  illness — was 


a  question  that  had  been  debated  by 
lawyers  on  both  sides  of  the  House  j  but 
he  was  surprised  to  hear  his  hen,  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Grantham 
(Mr.  Mellor)  contend  that  a  proaecutor^s 
counsel  was  right  in  not  placing  these 
dying  declarations  before  the  Judge  and 
jury.  Personally,  he  had  always  thought 
it  was  the  duty  of  counsel  in  Eng- 
land to  put  everything  before  the  jury 
that  could  conduce  to  the  elucidation  of 
the  truth.  Did  anyone  mean  to  say 
that  the  great  discrepancies  shown  by 
these  depositions,  as  compared  with  the 
statements  made  by  tbe  witnesses,  would 
have  had  no  influence  on  the  minds  of 
the  jury  who  had  heard  the  case  ?  He 
had  reason  to  believe,  from  what  he  had 
heard  stated,  that  the  Judge  was  aware 
of  the  existence  of  these  depositions  ; 
and  yet  was  it  possible  that  the  Judge 
should  have  known,  and  yet  should  have 
stopped  one  of  the  jurymen  from  asking 
a  question  respecting  them?  It  was 
said  that  the  boy  who  made  them  was 
raving-  but,  if  so,  why  did  Mr,  Brady 
take  them  ?  Why  was  that  declaration 
made  in  which  ilichael  Joyce  stated, 
among  other  things,  that  the  men  had 
black  upon  their  faces?  The  young 
brother  of  that  witness,  when  he  was 
snpposed  to  be  djnng,  though  lie  re^ 
covered  after  many  months,  also  made  a 
statement  to  the  same  effect.  When  he 
was  put  on  the  table  to  be  examined  he 
was  asked  whether  he  understood  the 
natnro  of  an  oath,  and  when  he  an- 
swered that  he  did  not  he  was  told  to 
stand  down.  Where  was  that  boy  dur- 
ing the  three  or  four  months  before  the 
trial?  [Mr.  Callax:  At  George  Bol- 
ton*8.]  He  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  knew 
where  the  boy  was,  and  he  did  not  need 
hon.  Gentlemen  to  interrupt  him  in  that 
way.  Why  was  not  the  boy,  in  the 
meant i me >  instructed  in  the  value  of  an 
oath,  in  order  that  his  evidence  could 
have  been  admitted  ?  He  had  read  over 
and  over  again  that  a  Judge  had  post- 
poned a  trial  for  tbe  express  purpose  of 
allowing  an  important  witness  to  be  in- 
structed in  the  nature  of  an  oath.  Thia 
murder  was  undoubtedly  the  most  atro- 
cious crime  that  had  come  under  the 
notice  of  civilized  Ireland  or  Ed  gland 
during  the  present  century,  and  was 
committed  within  25  miles  of  his  own 
house.  iSuch  a  concatenation  of  depra- 
vity and  wickedness  as  had  attended  tha 
oiroumstances  of  this  mtirder — the  per- 
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jurj  committed  admittedly  by  the  ap-  | 
prover;  the  perjury  admitted  in  the  con* 
lessioD  to  the  clergy ;  the  utter  absence 
of  knowledge  of  even  the  existence  of  a 
God  on  the  part  of  some  of  the  witnesses, 
filled  his  mind  with  perfect  horror.  As  to 
the  condition  of  Ireland,  no  one  was 
doiDg  good  service  to  the  Irieh  nation 
who  excited  the  minds  of  the  Irish 
people  to  believe  that  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant was  himself  personally  criminal 
in  this  matter.  ['^Oh,  oh!"  fmm  thtf 
Home  Rule  Benches. ~\  Did  anyone,  then, 
think  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  per- 
sonaUy  criminal  in  this  matter?  [Mr. 
Biooar:  Ye?,  yea.]  Any  Member  who 
made  such  aceuaations  was  only  exciting 
prejudices  against  the  best  case  that 
could  be  brought  forward,  that  would  be 
fatal  to  its  calm  consideration  by  that 
House.  Personally,  he  made  no  charge 
against  the  Executive,  he  made  no 
charge  against  the  jury,  aad  he  made 
no  charge  against  tbe  Judge.  As  to 
makiog  a  charge  against  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary or  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  suggest- 
ing that  they  were  actually  thirsting  for 
blood,  it  was  too  disgusting  and  too 
horrible  to  be  even  uttered  in  that 
House.  But  there  was  something  more 
than  this.  The  depositions  in  question 
did  not  touch  the  guilt  of  other  persons. 
He  could  quite  understand  such  declara- 
tions not  being  easy  to  cross-examine 
upon  when  they  aflected  the  guilt  of 
other  people  ;  but,  in  this  instance,  they 
did  nothing  more  than  say  that  they 
were  unable  to  accuse  anybody,  because 
the  faces  of  the  mui*derers  were  black- 
ened. He  asked  how  could  counsel  for 
the  Crown  think  he  was  doing  his  duty 
when  he  kept  back  those  declarations, 
and  thus  concealed  a  material  fact, 
which,  if  believed,  would  have  negatived 
the  evidence  on  which  these  men  were 
hanged  ?  The  two  stories  were  incom- 
patible, Either  the  independent  wit- 
nesses swore  truly,  or  the  two  young 
Joyces  stated  that  which  was  false  to 
the  magistrate  who  took  their  deposi- 
tions. His  claim  was  that  it  should 
have  been  left  to  the  jury  to  see  whe- 
ther those  discrepancies  could  be  recon- 
ciled. He  quite  agreed  with  the  Home 
Secretary  that  too  much  reliance  should 
not  be  placed  upon  dying  confessions  ; 
but  in  the  case  of  Myles  Joyce  it  should 
be  remembered  that  he  was  acquitted 
by  his  fellow- prisoners  even  when  they 
admitted  their  own  guilt.  But  there  was 
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one  important  question  he  desired  to 
have  answered.  To  whom  did  these  men 
make  the  declaration  ?  It  was  said  it 
was  a  statement  not  made  to  the  Go- 
vernor of  the  prison,  but  a  solemn 
statement  made  to  the  Resident  Magis- 
trate engaged  in  the  case,  and  that  it 
was  made  upon  oath  in  the  form  of  a  de- 
position. Was  that  true,  or  was  it  false  ? 
Was  it  possiblo  that  in  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  in  Ireland  a  deposition  on 
oath  could  be  taken  from  a  criminal 
previous  to  death  exculpating  himself 
and  inculpating  anyone  else,  and  for 
an  official  of  the  Crown  to  take  it  ?  If 
it  was  not  true  that  the  statement  waa 
taken  upon  oath,  why  did  not  some  oflB.^ 
oial  of  the  Crown  say  so  ?  If  there  was 
anything  in  that  deposition  which  would 
throw  light  on  any  part  of  the  affair, 
why,  in  the  name  of  the  God  of  justice, 
was  it  not  produced?  It  was  with  the 
greatest  pain  that  he  had  come  forward 
in  this  matter.  Everybody  knew  that 
he  was  not  in  perfect  accord  with  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite;  everybody  knew 
also  that  his  voice  had  not  been  silent 
in  denouncing  those  crimes  that  were  a 
disgrace  to  the  country  during  the  time 
they  prevailed,  and  that  he  endeavoured 
to  put  tho  saddle  upon  the  right  horse 
in  such  cases  if  he  could ;  but  he  could 
not  i-emain  silent  there  aftc^r  reading  the 
pamphlet  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Weet- 
mcath  (Mr.  Harrington).  The  questions 
were  few  and  simple,  and  if  they  were 
no  t  m  ore  sa  t  i  sf  a  ct  orily  an  8  wer  ed  t  han  t  hey 
had  hitherto  boen,  all  he  could  say  wi 
this — that  the  conclusion  which  would 
be  come  to,  not  only  in  Ireland,  but  in 
evei^  country  where  they  took  the 
trouble  to  road  these  pi*ocee dings,  was 
that  there  was  something  to  conceal.  If 
anyone  wanted  to  know  what  feeling 
had  been  excited  in  Ireland  on  this  sub- 
ject, he  had  only  to  read  the  article  in 
The  Times  of  to-day  from  their  own  cor- 
respondent. It  should  be  remembered 
that  the  Archbishop  of  Tuam  had 
hitherto  been  a  strenuous  supporter  of 
law  and  or  dor,  and  had  acted  with  a 
courage  that  was  deserving  of  the 
highest  honour.  Did  the  Government 
think  they  did  well  to  discourage  such 
men  P  The  question  would  not  only  be 
debated  in  Ireland  now,  but  would  go 
on  to  be  debated,  and  it  would  be  hean^ 
of  again  in  that  House.  By  refusing  a: 
inquiry  they  would  greatly  embitter  tha 
hatted  of  the  Irish  people  in  regard  to 
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the  manner   in  which  justice  was  ad- 
ministered* Considering  that  there  were 
ibur  men  now  lying  under  sentence  of 
penal  servitude  for  life  who  were  alleged 
to  be  innocent,  he  saw  no  good  reason 
why   the   Lord  Lieutenant   should   not 
follow  the  precedent  he  had  set  in  Kil- 
martin's  case,  and  send  down  a  Queen's 
unsel  to  investigate  tbe  matter.     If 
inquiry  were  refused,  he  should  eay 
at  justice  had  been  frustrated  in  Ire- 
d,  and  not  for  the  first  time. 
Mk,  MAOFAELiVNE  explained  that 
would  have  been  very  difficult  for  him 
have  voted  for  the  Amendment  as  it 
originally  stood.     He  should  have  been 
obliged  to  explain  that  his  vote  went 
inly  in  favour  of  an  inquiry,  and  not  as 
dorsing  in  the    smallest    degree   the 
persions  that  had  been  cast  upon  many 
the  ofhciala  of  the  Grown  in  Ireland. 
e  was  sorry  such  a  charge  was  made 
"nat  Lord  8pencer,  because  he  could 
iot  believe  that  any  Nobleman   would 
tad  himself  to  such  a   thing.      There 
ere  three  reasons  which  should  induce 
'the  Government   to  grant  an   inquiry. 
The  first  was  the  possibility  that  there 
had  been  a  miscarriage  of  justice  j  the 
second,  and  the  most  important  one,  was 
that  the  public  was  convinced,   rightly 
or  wrongly — a  very  large  mass  of  the 
public — that   injustice  had  been   done. 
That  was  not  desirable  in  any  country, 
and  least  of  all  in  Ireland,     But  there 
was  another  reason,  and  that  was  the 
ssibility  that  an  inquiry  might  enable 
em  to  deal  with  this  perjured  vLHain, 
homas  Casey.     Let  him  be  asked  tx> 
ear   to  the   truth   of   the  statement 
-which  he  now  made  in  contradiction  of 
the  statement  he  had  previously  made, 
and  then  it  would  be  in  the  power  of 
the  Government  to  prosecute  Mr.  Casey 
for  perjury,  and  that  of  itself  would  be 
a  great   advantage,  because   a   greater 
villain  never  walked  the  earth,   by  his 
own  confession.     It  was  very  much  to 
be  regretted  that  the  dpng  deposition 
included  in  the  brief  for  the  Crown  had 
been  withheld  from  the  counsel  for  the 

Wice.     No  one  had  noticed  the  par- 
Kr  point  that  Michael  Joyce  never 
that  he  did  not  recognize  the  men  ; 
on   the   contrary,  there  was    a  distinct 
statement  that  he  did.     The  reason  why 
the  Government,  as  he  understood  it,  re- 
an  inquiry  was  that  it  would  dis* 
justice  in  Ireland.  But  he  did  not 
that  justice  could  be  further  dis- 


credited than  it  was  in  Ireland.  He  was 
sorry  the  Government  had  made  such  a 
determined  stand,  because  ho  thought 
they  had  made  a  mistake.  He  trueted 
the  Government  would  reconsider  the 
question  and  grant  this  inquiry. 

Ma.  ROUNDELL  said,  he  had  listened 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon,  and  learned 
Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  E.  Clarke) 
with  extreme  regret,  because  he  con- 
sidered that  the  question  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  was  one  far  too  sacred 
and  too  important  to  be  made  a  matter 
of  Party  politics.  He  was  content  to 
express  his  strong  conviction  of  the  utter 
groundlessness  of  the  charges  which 
had  been  brought  against  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment, to  protest  against  this  attempt 
to  impeach  the  administration  of  justice 
iu  connection  with  these  murders,  and 
to  rest  the  vindication  of  the  conduct  of 
these  trials  and  of  the  action  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  upon  the  speeches  which 
had  been  delivered  by  various  Members 
of  the  Government.  His  object  in  rising 
was  to  express  his  strong  and  very  deep 
sense  of  the  utter  mischiovousnesa  and 
the  wicked  recklessness  of  these  charges, 
which  had  been  brought  upon  the  fl.im- 
siest  foundation,  and  which  had  been 
trumped  up  for  Party  purposes  in  order 
to  discredit  the  administration  of  justice, 

Mn.  HABEINGTON  rose  to  Order. 
He  wished  to  know  from  the  Speaker 
whether  the  hon,  Member  was  in  Order 
in  asserting  that  he  and  those  hon. 
Members  who  supported  his  Amendment 
had  trumped  up  charges  for  political 
purposes  ? 

Mr,  SPEAI^R  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  in  Order  in  stating  that  hon. 
Members  have  trumped  up  charges  with 
that  motive.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  I  am 
sure*  will  withdraw  that  expression, 

Mb.  ROUNDELL  begged  to  with- 
draw the  expression,  with  an  expression 
of  regret  for  having  used  it.  He  would 
say  that  these  charges  struck  at  the  very 
root  of  the  administration  of  justice  in. 
Ii-eland ;  and  if  the  Resolution  were 
carried  it  would  render  government  im- 
possible in  that  country.  It  was  impos- 
sible to  reprobate  too  strongly  the  con- 
duct of  those  who  were  dealing  this 
blow  at  the  administration  of  justice  in 
Ireland,  or  the  political  profligacy  of 
those  who  were  willing  to  play  ducks 
and  drakes  with  such  a  sacred  subject 
for  Party  purposes.  Some  hon.  Mem- 
bers appeared    to    be  content  to   coat 
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common  honesty,  patriotism,  and  national 
interests  to  the  winds  as  long  as  tbey 
could  embarrass  the  Q-overnment.  The 
object  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
meath  (Mr.  Harrington),  and  of  those 
who  acted  with  him,  was  evidently  to 
discredit  the  administration  of  justice  in 
Ireland. 

Mb.  CALLAN  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  justified  in  saying  that  the  ob- 
ject of  any  Member  of  that  House  was 
to  discredit  the  administration  of  justice  ? 

Me.  SPEAKER:  I  did  not  gather 
that  the  hon.  Member  made  such  a 
charge. 

Mb.  OALLAN  :  Those  were  his  words. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
had  not  completed  his  sentence. 

Me.  ROUNDELL  said,  he  had  ob- 
served that  the  object  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Westmeath,  and  of  those  who 
acted  with  him,  was  evidently  to  dis- 
credit the  administration  of  justice  in 
Ireland. 

Mr.  aORST  rose  to  Order.  The  Ian- 
g^age  of  the  hon.  Member  was  quite 
clear ;  and  he  wished  to  know  whether 
the  hon.  Member  was  in  Order  in  using 
it  ?  The  statement  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  was  that  the  object  of  the 
Mover  of  the  Amendment  to  the  Ad- 
dress, and  of  those  who  acted  with  him, 
was  to  discredit  the  administration  of 
justice. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
did  not  appear  to  have  finished  his  sen- 
tence. He  used  some  words  which  did 
not  reach  my  ear.  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  repeat  those  words  ? 

Mb.  ROUNDELL  :  What  I  said  was 
that  their  object  was  to  discredit  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY ;  I  rise  to 
Order.  Is  that  expression  Parliamen- 
tary? 

Me.  SPEAKER:  I  cannot  say  that 
the  hon.  Member,  in  attributing  mo- 
tives of  that  kind  to  hon.  Members  of 
this  House,  is  regular,  or  is  using  Par- 
liamentary language.  After  that  ex- 
pression of  opinion,  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  hon..  Member  will  withdraw 
the  observation. 

Mb.  ROUNDELL  said,  that  after  the 
ruling  of  the  Chair  he  would  at  once 
withdraw  the  expression.  The  object 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Westmeath,  and 
of  those  who  acted  with  him,  was  to  pre- 
vent, if  possible,  the  renewal   of   the 

Mr.  Roundell 


Prevention  of  Crime  Act— an  Act  which, 
in  his  judgment,  alone  answered  for 
such  measure  of  law  and  order  as  now— 
outwardly  at  least — prevailed  in  Ireland. 
Of  this  he  was  sure— that  he  spoke 
with  the  full  assent  of  the  great  majority 
of  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  when  he  said,  deliberately, 
with  the  strongest  emphasis  and  with. 
the  deepest  conviction,  that  the  renewal 
of  that  Act,  in  its  main  provisions  at 
least,  and  possibly  with  an  extension  of 
some  of  its  provisions  to  the  United 
Kingdom,  was  a  vital  necessity,  para- 
mount in  importance  overall  minor  con- 
siderations of  its  possible  effect  upon  the 
fortunes  of  this  or  that  Ministry. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  that  a  Motion  like 
that  now  before  the  House  was  one 
which  would  always  receive  the  atten- 
tion and  anxious  O/Onsideration  of  all 
Parties ;  and,  therefore,  he  was  not  sur- 
prised to  find  that  hon.  Members  had 
given  great  attention  to  this  question. 
For  the  purposes  of  argument,  he  was 
content  to  pass  by  the  magnitude  and 
the  atrocity  of  these  murders.  It  was 
conceded  that  there  was  no  reflection  on 
the  Judge  who  presided  at  the  trial.  It 
was  also  conceded  that  the  juries,  upon 
the  evidence  submitted  to  them,  were 
within  their  rights  in  the  way  in  which 
they  had  performed  their  duties ;  and  it 
was  further  admitted,  and  not  to  be  de- 
nied, that  the  prisoners  had  the  advan- 
tage of  the  defence  of  the  Queen's 
Counsel  and  junior  counsel  they  them- 
selves had  selected.  These  being  mat- 
ters of  great  importance,  and  out  of  the 
controversy,  what  remained?  It  was 
sought  to  set  aside  trials  that  were  had 
before  that  Judge  and  before  those 
juries,  and  with  the  advantage  of  that 
defence,  and  also  to  repeal  judicial  pro- 
ceedings in  which  four  men,  now  alleged 
to  be  innocent,  had  themselves  elected 
in  open  Court  to  plead  guilty.  Of 
course,  he  need  hardly  say  that  proposi- 
tions of  that  immense  breadth  required 
the  most  close  and  jealous  examination 
when  they  were  gravely  submitted  to 
any  tribunal,  or  to  any  assembly ;  and  it 
was  obvious  that  a  proposition  to  set 
aside  or  impeach  or  invalidate  proceed- 
ings of  that  nature  could  not  be  gravely 
entertained  without  very  powerful  argu- 
ments, and  without  almost  overwhelm- 
ing proofs.  He  would  not  go  at  aU  into 
the  details  of  the  evidence ;  but  he  would 
take  the  three  chief,  broad  facts  which 
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atood  out  in  conepicaons  relief — first,  that 
'  »f  the  10  men  who  were  charged  with  beiag- 
arties  to  this  murder,  niae  of  them,  at 
me  time  or  other,  optsDly  admitted  their 
uilt.     Tbat  was  a  great  and  important 
t.     The  next  great  fact  by  which  he 
ad  bean  struck  was  that  threo  indepen- 
dent witnesses,  not  mixed  up  or  involved 
the  crime,  had  given  evidenoOi  and 
ren   it  at   once,    two   days  after   the 
ffence,    from   which    they    had    never 
aried  or  swerv^ed.     That  evidence  was 
pported  by  the  fact  that  nine  out  of  the 
0  had  admitted  their  guilt     The  other 
fact  to  which  he  would  refer  was  of  less 
mportanoe^ — namely,    that    there   were 
two  approvers;   and  he   put  that  last, 
ecause  he    thought  it    the   least   im- 
portant     It  merely  accentaated   facta 
which  had,  in   reality »  an   independent 
existence.      Those    being    the    broad, 
essential   facts    that    struck    the   mind, 
what  wa3  it  that  first   started    tliis  in- 
quiry, and  put  it  within  the  purview  of 
examination  ?    It  was  the  fact  that  these 
ipprovora  had  made  a  statement  incon- 
istent   with    their    previous    evidence, 
would,   however,  pass   by  thc3   ap- 
ra  with  the  observation  that  at  one 
me  they  admitted — and  one  of  them 
till  admitted— that  they  were  guilty  of 
urder ;    and    they   now  asked    to    bo 
edited   with   implicit   belief    in   their 
ent  statements,  because  they  had  now 
sdded  the  further  admission  that  they 
had    been   guilty  of    a  perjury  which 
asaiated  in  the  conviction  and  execution 
of  a  man  whom  they  knew  at  the  time 
io  be  innocent.     The   approvers'  cnse 
as  that   they  were    suborned   by  the 
fficers   of   the  Crown,  who    possessed 
full  knowledge  of  the  fact^^  deliberately 
to  come  forward  and   swear  away  the 
life  of  an  innocent  man.    He  could  only 
Bay  that  that  was  a  most  terrific  chargo, 
and,  just  as  it  was  a  terrific  charge,  so  it 
rendered    them    bound   to   examine   it 
closely,  and  to  see  that  they  were  not 

iearried  by  their  feelings  to  a  hurried 
BOnclusion— one  which  they  were  not 
goerced  to  by  other  cogent  evidence. 
When  they  were  asked  to  assume  such  a 
■late  of  unheard-of  crimes  the  question 
|w:curred  to  them,  what  was  the  motive 
that  drove  tlieae  men  to  such  an  appal- 
ling state  of  crime  and  wickedness? 
This  was  n»jt  a  case  of  loyalty  and  dis- 
loyalty, or  landlord  and  tenant :  it  was 
not  a  case  of  class  hatreds  or  sectarian 
LOdities;   it  was  a  case  of  peasants 


against  peasants.  He  felt  bound  to  say, 
with  the  advantage  of  his  professional 
training  as  a  barrister,  that,  looking 
at  the  matter  as  closely  as  he  could, 
he  was  unable  to  arrive  at  the  con- 
el  us  ion  at  which  they  were  asked  to 
arrive.  The  Archbishop  of  Tuam  had 
made  himself  the  medium  of  communi- 
cation in  regard  to  this  extraordinary 
statement  of  the  ajiprovers ;  and  ho  had 
no  doubt  that  when  the  Archbishop 
found  himself  the  depository  of  it,  he 
thought  it  his  duty  to  communicate  it  to 
the  Head  of  the  Executive  in  Ireland. 
That  was  the  state  of  facts  presented  to 
the  House  of  Commons  last  August  j  but 
he  would  make  neither  observation  nor 
criticism  on  the  way  in  which  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
undertook  that  the  matter  ehnuld  be 
exiimined  into.  At  any  rate,  Earl  Spencer 
had  felt  himself  bound  to  examine  into 
the  question;  and  the  letter  of  Sir 
Eobert  Hamilton ^  with  the  Memorandum 
attached,  embodied  the  result  of  that 
examination.  That  letter  was  not  the 
isolated  work  of  the  Viceroy  himself. 
He  had  able  advisers,  and  no  doubt  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  himself,  a  most 
able  and  capable  man,  assisted  in  every 
step  of  the  examination.  That  being  so, 
they  were  asked  to  regard  that  inquiry 
aa  naught,  because  the  three  officials, 
who^e  names  had  been  referred  to,  were 
heard  in  the  matter  and  took  some 
part  in  it.  He  failed  to  find  anything 
to  lead  to  tlie  conclusion  that,  beyond 
supplying  the  Executive  with  such  in* 
formation  as  they  were  asked  for,  those 
officials  took  any  more  active  part  in  the 
inquiry.  It  was  impossible  to  make  an 
inquiry  into  the  matter  without  inquiring 
of  those  three  men  what  their  acta  had 
been,  and  the  only  other  persons  who  could 
possibly  be  mixed  up  in  the  matter  were 
the  two  informers.  The  statement  of  th0 
informers  was,  of  course,  known  to  the 
Executive  j  for  it  was  contained  in  the 
letter  which  the  Executive  received 
from  the  Archbishop,  With  all  the 
information  thus  before  him,  Earl 
Spencer  had  exercised  the  grave  respon- 
sibility of  deciding  on  the  case.  It  was, 
however,  urged  that  apart  altogether 
from  the  question  of  the  informei-s,  in 
consequence  of  certain  evidence  having 
been  kept  back  at  the  time  of  the  trial, 
which  had  been  given  at  the  Coroner's 
inquest,  in  reference  to  the  statements 
by  the  two  boys  Joyce  that  the  mur- 
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derers  had  their  faces  blackened,  an 
inquiry  should  now  be  granted.  It 
was  asserted  that  this  evidence  was 
kept  back,  not  through  carelessness 
or  neglect,  but  deliberately,  as  a  piece 
of  malpractice,  knowing  that  such 
evidence  would  advance  the  case  of 
the  prisoners.  That  was  the  charge 
which  was  now  made.  But  where  was 
the  motive  on  the  part  of  those  who 
were  thus  charged  with  such  mal- 
practices ?  This  was  not  a  case  between 
class  and  class,  but  between  Galway 
peasants  on  the  one  hand,  and  Galway 
peasants  on  the  other ;  and  several  con- 
victions, admittedly  just,  had  already 
taken  place  in  regard  to  the  murders. 
Where  was  the  motive  to  induce  the 
Crown  counsel  to  be  guilty  of  such  a 
malpractice  ?  A  great  deal  had  been 
said  with  regard  to  depositions;  but 
there  were  two  depositions  in  the 
possession  of  the  prisoners'  counsel 
— ^namely,  the  depositions  of  Collins 
and  Johnson,  made  at  the  inquest, 
in  which  they  said  that  the  two  boys 
had  told  them  the  men  had  blackened 
faces.  [Mr.  Habrinqton  :  No.]  He 
was  dealing  with  the  debate  as  it  had 
gone  on  ;  and  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  had  made  that  statement  in  the 
House  on  the  responsibility  of  his  posi- 
tion. He  confined  himself  to  the  de- 
claration of  the  Solicitor  General,  who 
pledged  himself  to  the  fact  that  the  de- 
positions of  Collins  and  Constable  John- 
son substantiaUy  embodied  the  declara- 
tions of  these  two  boys,  which  were  made 
on  the  morning  after  the  murder,  and 
were  in  the  hands  of  prisoners'  counsel. 
The  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westmeath  (Mr.  Harrington)  was 
that  the  depositions  of  the  two  boys 
were  not  in  the  possession  of  the 
prisoners'  coxmsel.  He  (Mr.  Gibson) 
had  no  means  of  examining  these 
matters  any  more  than  other  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen ;  but  he  accepted  the  statements 
that  were  made  on  the  responsibility  of 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland.  The 
two  depositions  purported  to  be  dying 
declarations;  but  it  was  quite  certain 
that  the  declaration  of  Patrick  Joyce 
could  not,  from  any  aspect  of  the  case, 
be  made  evidence  as  a  dying  declara- 
tion. [Mr.  Harrington:  Why  not?] 
The  person  who  made  the  declaration 
was  not  dead.  On  the  contrary,  he  was 
produced  in  Court  on  the  trial,  and  it 
nad  been  pointed  out  by  hon.  Members 

2Ir.  Gibson 


that  he  was  unable  to  be  examined 
owing  to  the  circumstance  that  he  was 
not  sufficiently  informed  to  understand 
the  nature  of  an  oath.  Therefore  he 
assumed  that,  whatever  that  particular 
declaration  might  be  called,  it  could  not 
be  made  evidence  in  any  shape  or  form 
in  itself,  or  by  the  persons  to  whom  it 
was  given.  Of  course,  that  left  the  case 
of  Michael  Joyce  untouched;  but  the  de- 
clarations of  both  boys  were  noticed  by 
Collins  and  Constable  Johnson,  and  the 
reference  to  them  would  be  foimd  in 
their  depositions.  He  was  glad  that 
the  fact  had  been  stated,  because, 
no  doubt,  it  was  perfectly  right  that 
the  prisoners'  counsel  should  be  fully 
seized  and  possessed  of  every  topic 
that  might  be  ultimately  urged,  and  tnat 
could  throw  light  upon  the  transaction, 
leaving  them  to  the  exercise  of  their 
own  judgment  whether  they  would  use 
it  in  tho  elucidation  of  the  trial  from 
their  point  of  view.  He  quite  agreed 
with  that  proposal,  especially  in  a  case 
of  this  sort,  where  identification  was  of 
such  extreme  importance.  It  was  mani- 
fest to  anyone  who  read  the  statements 
of  Collins  and  Johnson  that,  although 
they  were  only  giving  what  might  be 
called  hearsay  evidence,  they  had  fur- 
nished the  prisoners'  counsel  with  mate- 
rials which  they  might  use  if  they 
thought  proper  by  means  of  cross-exa- 
mination or  otherwise.  Of  course,  it  was 
always  possible  to  raise  an  argument 
upon  questions  in  connection  with  trials 
which  had  taken  place  by  suggesting 
that  something  might  have  happened 
differently,  or  that  greater  or  less  force 
ought  to  have  been  given  to  particular 
points.  He  did  not  think  that  any  in- 
quiry whatever  could  be  upheld  if  that 
class  of  reasoning  were  to  have  too 
much  weight  attached  to  it.  All  they 
had  to  see  was  that  the  prisoners  had 
been  fairly  tried,  and  that  those  who 
defended  them  had  been  fully  and  fairly 
instructed.  If  that  were  done  it  ought 
to  go  far  to  satisfy  the  House  that  the 
trial  was  one  which  ought  not  to  be 
lightly  set  aside  or  impeached.  There 
was  only  one  other  topic  he  desired  to 
make  a  comment  upon,  and  it  had  refer- 
ence to  the  four  men  who  were  now  un- 
dergoing penal  servitude,  and  who  were 
alleged  to  be  innocent.  If  that  were 
really  so,  it  was  a  serious  matter.  Myles 
Joyce  was  dead,  and,  of  course,  this 
discussion  could  not  have  any  effect  upon 
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hxe  case.  But  ihm^  foar  men  wereaUve, 
and  thore  might  be  an  urgont  deeir©  tQ 
have  the  case  examined  into  fully  in 
their  iuterests.  But  the  men  themselves 
deliberately  pleaded  guilty  in  open 
Court,  There  was  no  question  of  jury 
or  prosecutor  at  all ;  but  in  open  Court 
they  pleaded  guilty  before  the  Judge. 
There  was  no  question  that  the  Judge 
took  any  improper  steps  in  the  case; 
and  it  would  require  an  overwhelming 
case  to  his  mind  to  induce  him  to  arrive 
at  the  conclusion  that  any  inquiry  should 
b©  granted  as  to  whether  men  were  in- 
ncM^ent  who  themselves  had  deliberately 
pleaded  guilty  in  open  Court.  He  made 
no  reflection  on  the  action  of  the  clergy- 
man. He  had  read  the  letter  written 
by  that  gentleman,  and  it  seemed  to 
him  that  the  rev.  gentleman  was  anxious 
to  do  that  which  he  considered  wisest 
and  best  for  those  who  were,  perhaps, 
members  of  his  congregatioo.  If  he 
bad  en-ed,  no  doubt  it  was  from  a  desire 
to  do  what  he  thought  was  for  their 
^od;  but  he  (Mr.  CHbson)  was  certainly 
unable  to  arrive  at  the  conclusion  that 
the  House  of  Commons^  acting  judicially 
upon  the  facts  as  disclosed  at  present, 
could  arrive  at  the  conclusion  that  four 
men  were  innocent  who  had  deliberately 
admitted  their  guilt.  He  found  that 
afterwards — some  days  afterwards — they 
presented  a  Memorial  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant asking  for  the  clemency  of  the 
Crown  on  the  ground,  not  that  they 
were  innocent^  for  they  did  not  assert 
"  eir  innocence,  but  because  they  had 

ot  taken  the  same  part,  and  that  their 
guOt  was  of  a  less  degree  than  that  of 
others. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  asked  where 
that  was  stated  ? 

Mr,  aiBSON  said,  that  it  had  been 
ted  by  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 

nd.     \CritMof  ''"SoV^ 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  said,  he  thought 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man was  mistaken.  Where  was  the 
Memorial  ?  Would  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  produce  the  Memo* 
rial? 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  quite 
aware  that  it  was  not  in  the  pamphlet 
pnbUshed    by   the  hon.   Member   (Mr. 

arriDgton) ;  but  the  Solicitor  General 

r  Ireland  had  openly  made  that  state- 

ent  in  the  House  on  the  responsibility 
f  his  position.     As  ht»  had  stated  before, 

e  had  no  more  opportunity  of  examin- 


ing these  statements  than  any  other  hon. 
Member ;  but  he  accepted  them  on  the 
responsibility  of  the  Solicitor  General. 
What  the  Solicitor  General  said  was, 
that  in  a  Memorial  presented  some  time 
after  these  men  had  admitted  their  guilt 
thoy  asked  for  the  clemency  of  the  L<:>rd 
Lieutenant,  not  on  the  ground  that  they 
were  innocent,  but  that  they  had  not 
taken  the  same  part,  and  were  not  pre- 
sent in  the  same  degree,  as  others.  In 
this  case,  in  order  to  establish  the  right 
of  inquiry,  it  seemed  to  him  necessary 
to  arrive  at  the  conclusion  that  three  wit- 
nesses, actuated  by  some  petty  and  private 
malice,  had  knowingly  sworn  away  the 
lives  of  innocent  men.  That  was  certainly 
one  of  the  propositions  made ;  and  the 
second  was  that  the  Government  officials, 
with  full  knowledge  of  the  facts  of  the 
case,  conspired  to  get  the  conviction  of 
innocent  men  by  the  subornation  of  per- 
jury and  the  suppression  of  evidence. 
That  was  putting  the  matter  in  a  form 
of  precision,  and  these^  were  certainly 
two  enormous  charges.  He  had  heard 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr,  Gorst),  in 
the  course  of  his  very  able  and  closely 
argued  speech,  and  ho'assumed  that  the 
debate  would  not  close  without  same 
indication  from  the  Law  Officers  of  Eng- 
land as  to  what  their  opinion  in  the 
matter  was.  It  was  not  desirable  that 
an  important  matter,  involving  so  many 
grave  issues,  should  close  without  a  full 
expression  of  their  views;  and  he  be- 
lieved the  House  would  await  the  opi- 
nions of  the  Law  Officers  of  England 
with  much  interest.  They  eould  never 
relieve  any  Executive  of  the  responei* 
bility  of  their  position.  If  men  were  in 
Office  carrying  on  the  details  of  the 
Executive  Government,  possessing  the 
right  of  making  examination  into  these 
cases,  and  wielding  also  the  Prerogative 
of  mercy,  upon  them  must  always  rest  the 
enormous  responsibility  of  the  just  and 
fair  discharge  of  their  duties.  In  this  case, 
as  far  as  he  could  see,  all  the  facts  had 
been  before  the  Executive,  and  were 
before  them  now ;  and  with  a  f idl  know- 
ledge of  the  facts,  for  the  reasons  they 
had  given  in  the  Memorandum,  and  for 
the  reasons  which  they  had  given  since, 
they  had  arrived  at  ^the  conclusion  that 
this  was  not  a  case  in  whioh  any  further 
inquiry  should  be  granted.  Under  those 
cireurostances,  he  was  unable  to  support 
|,he  Amendment  which  had^been  moved, 
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Mr.  O'BEIBN  remarked,  that  the 
speech  announced  early  in  the  evening 
by  the  Home  Secretary  had  now  been 
delivered ;  but  he  did  not  know  that  it 
added  a  great  deal  to  the  debate,  except 
in  enabling^  hon.  Members  to  draw  a 
contrast,  which  was  somewhat  humili- 
atiug  to  Irishmen,  between  the  Irish 
Tory  officials  and  those  English  Tory 
Gentlemen  who,  one  after  another,  had 

fot  up  in  the  House  and  evinced  a 
esire  for  inquiry  ia  a  case  where  the 
life  of  one  innocent  man  and  the  liberty 
of  four  other  innocent  men  had  been 
sacrificed.  A  great  portion  of  the  debate 
had  been  diverted  by  the  Hepresenta- 
tives  of  the  Q-overDment  into  a  perfectly 
needless  defence  of  what  the  Judge, 
the  jury,  and  Earl  Spencer  had  done 
in  reference  to  the  case  as  it  was  pre- 
sented on  the  trial  in  Green  Street.  But 
that  was  not  the  question  before  the 
House.  The  question  was  whether  the 
evidence  in  this  case  was  falsely  and 
fraudulently  presented  at  Green  Street. 
The  question  was  whether  the  Govern- 
ment knew  very  well,  or  the  officials 
had  realized  very  well,  that  everything 
in  the  case  depended  upon  the  evidence 
of  the  three  Joyces  not  being  discredited  ; 
whether,  knowing  that  they  did  not  de- 
liberately suppress  two  vital  depositions 
which  were  in  their  printed  briefs  before 
them,  and  keep  them  from  the  know- 
ledge of  the  prisoners'  counsel;  and 
whether  Earl  Spencer  had  not  up  to  that 
hour  suppressed  two  other  dying  decla- 
rations which  still  further  discredited, 
and  altogether  shattered,  the  story  of 
these  three  witnesses.  He  did  not  pro- 
pose to  waste  the  time  of  the  House  in 
discussing  the  improbability  or  the  im- 

§08sibility  of  the  story  told  by  the  three 
oyces.  He  had  himself  gone  over  the 
ground,  and  he  could  hardly  imagine 
anybody,  except  an  Irish  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral with  a  handsome  fee  in  his  pocket, 
going  over  that  ground,  and  coming  to 
any  other  conclusion  than  that  the  story 
of  the  Joyces  was,  from  beginning  to 
end,  as  wild  and  as  impudent  a  fabrica- 
tion as  was  ever  made.  It  was  not  ne- 
cessary to  dwell  upon  that.  He  would 
not  even  follow  hon.  Members  into  the 
question  whether  the  two  boys  were 
right  or  wrong  in  saying  that  the  mur- 
derers had  blackened  faces  and  wore 
white  jackets.  All  he  would  point  out 
was  that,  although  the  Government  now 
raised  the  question  that  the  boy  Michael 


Joyce  was  raving  when  his  statement 
was  taken,  yet  Mr.  Newton  Brady  ad« 
ministered  to  him  an  oath  believing 
him  to  be  capable  of  understanding  it, 
and  took  down  his  sworn  deposition  with 
the  knowledge  that  he  was  dying.  He 
would  only  make  one  other  remark,  and 
it  was  that  in  a  somewhat  similar  case 
in  the  County  Clare  a  few  disjointed 
words  were  heard  from  a  dying  man 
— Doherty — and  upon  those  few  words 
gurgling  in  a  dying  man's  throat  Francis 
Hynes  was  hanged.  The  question  was 
not  whether  this  was  right  or  wrong, 
but  whether  it  was  within  the  province 
of  the  Crown  Solicitor  to  pronounce 
these  boys'  depositions  worthless,  and  to 
smother  them  up.  Was  it  the  province 
of  Mr.  Peter  O'Brien,  who  had  the  depo- 
sitions in  his  brief  before  him,  and  who 
knew  that  the  prisoners'  counsel  had  not 
seen  them,  to  conceal  them?  He  did 
not  know  where  the  line  was  to  be 
drawn  if  a  Crown  Solicitor  was  to  have  a 
discretion  in  a  matter  of  this  sort.  Was 
it  to  be  tolerated,  when  the  Crown 
opened  a  case  upon  a  particular  theory, 
that  a  Government  official  was  to  be 
at  liberty  to  hide  away  every  bit  of 
evidence  that  conflicted  with,  or  utterly 
destroyed  and  shattered,  that  theory? 
He  thought  the  way  in  which  the  case 
had  been  presented  to  the  House  by  the 
various  Members  of  the  Government 
who  had  spoken  in  the  debate  was  not 
much  more  creditable  than  the  way  in 
which  it  had  been  presented  to  the  jury 
in  Green  Street.  The  Home  Secretary,  to 
some  extent,  had  adopted  a  more  judicial 
and  a  fairer  tone;  but  the  speeches, 
both  of  the  Irish  b'olicitor  General  and 
of  the  ex-Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
were  speeches  adapted  for  English  Mem- 
bers who  were  ready  to  listen  to  them, 
but  who  would  not  listen  to  the  argu- 
ments of  Ii'ish  Members.  The  Govern- 
ment had  the  hardihood  to  assert,  and 
it  had  been  re-asserted  that  night,  that 
the  whole  of  the  case  of  those  who  de- 
sired inquiry  was  founded  upon  the 
statement  of  the  informer  Casey ;  the 
fact  being  that  Casey's  statement  might 
be  struck  out  of  the  case  altogether,  and 
their  claim  for  inquiry  would  not  be  in- 
jured. The  ex- Chief  Secretary,  in  par- 
ticular, did  all  he  could  to  spoil  the  per- 
spective of  the  case  by  labouring  on 
certain  little  discrepancies  between  the 
statement  of  Casey  to  the  police,  and  to 
the  Archbishop  of  Tuam,  and  he  had 
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eloquently  denounced  Casey  as  a  mm'- 
dorer  and  a  perjurer.  Undoubtedly, 
Casey  waa  a  murderer  aod  a  perjuror  of 
the  deepest  dye ;  hut  so  was  Patrick 
Delaney,  the  Phceaix  Park  murderer; 
and  he  wondered  that  the  Crown  did  not 
remember,  when  thoy  put  him  on  the 
witness  table  in  Dublin  that  day,  that 
the  objett  this  miu^derer  of  Lord  Frede- 
rick Cavendii^h  now  had  was  not  to 
bring  other  murderers  to  justice,  but  to 
swear  away  the  liberriea  of  political 
offenders.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  thought  Casey  woith  paying-  £1 
a-week  to  until  he  went  to  confesnion, 
and  they  had  thought  it  worth  making 
more  than  one  attempt  to  bribe  him  to 
leave  the  country.  Let  them  deny  that 
if  they  could.  He  thought  he  should  be 
"le  to  eboWt  by  simply  niading  the 
aorandumj  that  the  d  iscrepaneietf  and 
itradictions  were  in  Earl  Spencer's 
own  statement,  and  not  in  Casey's 
testimony.  lie  would  g^ive  the  House 
one  specimen.  Earl  Spencer  said,  speak- 
ing of  an  interview  between  Mr,  Brady 
and  Casey — 

**  It  18  to  be  remembered  that  this  happened 
on  Saturday,  the  tritili»  being  fixed  to  oommence 
on  the  following  Monday^  and  that  the  case  w&js 
considered  by  the  Crown  as  being  perfectly 
complete  and  conclusive  against  all  the  pri« 
eoners.** 

If  it  had  been  so  considered,  why  ehould 
the  Government  allow  a  man  to  go  free 
who  was  admittedly  one  of  the  mur- 
derers ? 

**  The  nature  of  Casey's  evidence  having  been 
reported  to  the  Attorney  General^  it  waa  deter- 
mmeil  to  accept  him  aa  an  approver.  On  tht 
following  Monday  all  the  prifttmera  were 
brought  down  to  Green  Street,  Immediatoly 
on  their  arrival  Casey  sent  a  mesKigo  to  Mr. 
Bolton  by  the  Governor,  saying  ho  was  anxious 
to  8e«3  him.  Mr,  Bolton  thereupon  went  down 
to  the  passage  below  the  Courts  into  which  the 
cells  open,  aocompaniod  by  the  Governor  and 
Mr,  Brady,  R,M." 

Why  should  Mr.  Bolton  liave  gone  at 
all  if  it  had  been  agreed  that  Casey  was 
to  be  accepted  as  an  approver  ?  The 
Memorandum  wont  on  to  say — 

♦*  The  Governor  called  Casey  out^  and  Casey 
was  then  informed  by  Mr.  Bolton  that  his 
evidence  would  be  accepted,  provided  he  told 
the  entire  truth.*' 

It  was  quite  evideat  that  <Jasey*s  first 
Btatemeut  to  Mr*  Bolton  waa  not  ac- 
cepted a8  satisfactory.  And  why  ?  Be- 
cause Casey  refused  to  name  My  lee 
Joyce  among  tbe  guilty  party  ;  and  they 

YOL.  CCXUnL    {TmuD  series,] 


had  it  now  admitted  in  the  Memoran- 
dum of  Earl  Spencer  that  it  was  not 
nntil  the  men  were  actually  brought 
down  for  trial  to  the  Court  House  that, 
in  a  second  interview  with  Mr.  Bolton, 
Casey  was  accepted  as  Crown  witness. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  with  a  rope  round 
his  neck^  he  had  mended  his  hand,  and 
made  his  story  tally  with  that  of  the 
three  Joyces.  It  was  Mr.  Bolton's  in- 
tention, from  the  beginning  of  the  case, 
to  have  nothinp^  that  would  conflict  or 
would  not  exactly  squart)  with  the  testi- 
mony of  tlte  three  Joyces.  Ilenc© 
Casey's  first  statement  was  refused,  be- 
cause he  would  not  implicate  Myles 
Joyce.  It  was  for  the  same  reason  that 
Mr,  Bolton  suppressed  the  declaration 
of  the  dying  boys.  Why  did  he  sup- 
press thom  ?  Because  they  conflicted 
with  the  story  of  the  thi*eG  Joycea, 
Upon  another  and  important  element  in 
the  case,  the  Government  went  on  the 
theory — aud  the  whole  defence  of  the 
Goverument  seemed  to  go  on  that  theory, 
for  the  House  had  now  before  it  nothing 
or  very  little  that  was  not  before  the  jury 
in  Green  Street— that  everything  was 
clearly  brought  out  at  the  trial ;  and, 
therefore,  the  House  had  been  favoured 
with  a  long  defence  of  the  Judge  and 
jury,  and  the  pages  of  the  national 
journals  had  been  searched  for  expres- 
sions of  approval  in  regard  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  jury.  He  wondered  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  the  ex- Chief  Se- 
cret ary^  as  he  made  his  quotations,  did 
not  wince  when  he  referred  to  journals 
which  he  had  not  hesitated  or  scrupled 
in  that  House  to  talumnittte  and  to  hold 
up  when  it  suited  his  purpose  to  do  so 
08  sympathizing  with  crime.  He  (Mr. 
O'Brien)  Itft  the  House  to  infer  what  a 
pass  things  had  come  to  with  regard  to 
justice  in  Ireland,  when  the  mere  fact 
that  a  couple  of  Catholics  had  been  ad- 
mitted upon  the  jury,  and  a  Judge  had 
conducted  himself  like  a  gentleman,  had 
to  be  celebrated  as  a  phenomenon  in  the 
national  journals.  Among  other  bril- 
liant poiuts  made  by  the  hon,  and  learned 
Solicitor  Geuf^rnl  fur  Ireland,  there  was 
this  one— that  for  full  two  years  after 
this  trial  happened  there  was  no  com- 
plaint of  it  in  Ireland.  He  would  re- 
mind the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  the  scene  on  tho  scaflbld  was  hardly 
known,  and  it  was  not  supposed  that 
Earl  Spencer  had  in  his  possession  two 
dying  de<3laration8  of  Myles  Joyce's  in- 
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nocence.  He  would  further  remind  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  he 
himself  (Mr.  O'Brien)  was  prosecuted 
for  denouncing  the  execution  as  a  judi- 
cial murder,  and  such  was  the  state  of 
public  feeling  in  Dublin  at  the  time  that 
the  Government  were  only  saved  by  a 
majority  of  one  from  having  the  bill 
thrown  out  by  the  Grand  Jury.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar)  had  openly  denounced  Earl 
Spencer  for  having  hanged  an  innocent 
man.  He  was  prosecuted  for  it,  but  the 
Qt)vernment  dared  not  go  on  with  that 
prosecution.  Why  was  that?  It  was 
because  they  knew  very  well  that  the 
Grand  Jury  of  the  City  of  Waterford 
would  have  thrown  out  their  bill.  There 
was  something  to  say  in  defence  of  the 
Judge  who  tried  the  Maamtrasna  pri- 
soners. The  Irish  Members  did  not 
impugn  the  Judge  or  jury  in  this 
matter.  He  was  imable  to  guess  what 
the  learned  Judge  might  say  now,  if 
he  were  charging  a  jury  with  all  that 
had  been  discovered  since  in  his  posses- 
sion. It  must  be  remembered  that  much 
had  been  discovered  since  Mr.  Justice 
Barry  was  consulted  by  Earl  Spencer 
in  reference  to  the  Memorandum.  He 
(Mr.  O'Brien)  was  anxious  to  quote  to 
the  House  what  the  same  learned  Judge, 
Mr.  Justice  Barry,  said  in  the  Clonbur 
murder  case,  when  he  discovered  that  a 
dying  declaration  of  vital  importance  to 
the  prisoner,  but  not  of  more  vital  import- 
ance than  the  two  declarations  of  the  dying 
boys  in  this  case,  had  been  withheld.  He 
had  been  anxious  to  quote  the  language 
of  the  learned  Judge  when  he  discovered 
that  that  dying  declaration  had  been 
withheld  by  the  representative  of  the 
Grown.  Unfortunately,  he  had  not  the 
learned  Judge's  words  by  him ;  but  he 
knew  that  Mr.  Justice  Barry  denounced 
the  conduct  of  whoever  was  responsible 
for  the  disappearance  of  that  affidavit  in 
language  of  the  gravest  censure.  The 
Judge  in  that  case  was  the  same  as  in 
this.  The  Crown  Solicitor  was  the  same 
— it  was  Mr.  George  Bolton,  who,  by  an 
unfortunate  coincidence,  was  in  both 
cases  the  victim.  He  (Mr.  O'Brien)  had 
heard  the  same  Judge,  Mr.  Justice 
Barry,  declare  at  Belfast  later,  when 
trying  an  action  against  him  (Mr. 
O'Brien)  by  Mr.  Bolton  for  libel,  after 
hearing  Mr.  Bolton's  evidence,  that  the 
disappearance  of  the  affidavit  in  the 
Clonbur  murder  case  had  never  yet  been 
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explained.  The  Home  Secretary  had 
taunted  him  that  night  with  the  fact  that 
Mr.  George  Bolton  had  been  enabled  to 
obtain  a  certificate  of  character  from  an 
Orange  jury  in  Belfast.  No  doubt,  he 
had  done  so.  For  the  only  thing  he 
(Mr.  O'Brien)  had  charged  Mr.  Bolton 
with — namely,  swindling  and  subor- 
nation of  perjury,  Mr.  Bolton  had  ob- 
tained a  verdict  of  £50  from  a  Belfast  jury. 
He  would  like  now  to  say  a  few  words 
about  the  inquiry.  The  ex-Chief  Secre- 
tary had  taken  upon  himself  to  quote  a 
most  misleading  report  of  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  in  reference  to  the  inquiry  that 
was  really  promised.  He  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  have  left 
the  noble  Marquess,  whose  straight- 
forwardness most  of  them  were  disposed 
to  recognize,  to  answer  for  himself,  and 
to  throw  some  light  upon  the  matter  in 
the  course  of  the  discussion.  He  thought 
that  the  ex-Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
might  have  entitled  himself  to  the 
charity  that  was  due  to  defunct  politi- 
cians, and  have  allowed  the  Irish  people 
to  forget  the  peculiar  characteristics  of 
his  career  in  Ireland.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  judged  differently; 
he  had  thought  it  necessary  to  remind 
them  that  he  still  lived.  Certainly,  he 
had  upon  this  parting  occasion  left  upon 
record  a  speech  which  was  a  perfect 
specimen  and  epitome  of  all  the  qualities 
that  had  earned  for  him  the  indignatic^n 
of  the  people  he  was  supposed  to  rule, 
although  most  likely  they  had  earned 
for  him  also  the  cheers  of  his  Friends  in 
that  House.  When  he  had  heard  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  other  night 
discussing  in  the  most  lofty  manner  the 
mundane  motives  that  were  attributed 
to  the  Government  in  this  matter  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill),  he  could  not 
help  wishing  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  given  them  a  little  less  of  hia 
preaching,  and  had  exemplified  a  little 
more  in  practice  the  virtues  he  professed. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
complimenting  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westmeath  (Mr.  Harrington)  on  his 
ability  and  sincerity — qualities  which 
the  House  would  readily  recognize  with- 
out the  assistance  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman— he  might  have  remembered  that 
he  had  put  the  subject  of  his  compli- 
ments on  a  plank  bed;  had  seized  his 
newspaper  and  plant ;  that  he  had  de- 
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fended  hie  action  in  tbe  II u use  of  Com- 
mons by  imputations  which  might  have 
ruined  the  hon,  Member^s  good  name, 
and  that  he  had  never  yet  had  the  gene- 
rosity to  atjknowlydge  the  mistake  he 
had  made.  This  was  not  the  only  test 
the  House  possessed  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman*8  judgnient  in  Irish  affairs. 
There  was  not  a  single  case  of  this  kind 
which  had  been  brought  forward  by  the 
Irish  Members  in  which  tbe  right  hou, 
Gentleman  had  turned  out  to  be  right, 
and  in  which  the  Irish  Members  had 
turned  out  to  be  wrong.  Let  them  take 
Kilmartin's  case.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman exerted  himself  jtist  as  strenu- 
ously in  that  case  to  prove  that  the  law 
could  do  no  wrong  in  Ireland  ;  that  Kil- 
martin  was  rightly  sentenced  to  penal 
servitude,  and  that  he  ought  to  in  main 
there.  And  Kilmartin  would  have  re- 
mained  there  if  the  view  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  taken ;  but 
an  independent  investigation  was  made 
into  that  case,  such  as  was  asked  for 
now.  Mr.  Carton  was  sent  down  to  in- 
▼estigate  it  on  the  spot,  and  the  conse- 
quence was  that  Kilmartin  was  now  free. 
Earl  Spencer  did  not  deserve  very  much 
credit  for  liberating  him,  for  he  had  been 
mean  enough,  indisfhargiJig  theman,  to 
OOntinue  the  wrong  by  insinuating  that 
he  was  guilty  after  nll^  and  declaring 
that  the  remission  of  the  sentence  was  an 
exercise  of  mercy  and  not  of  justice. 
Did  any  sane  man  believe  that  the  re- 
lease of  Kilraai'tin  would  ever  have  en- 
tered into  Earl  Spencer^s  head  or  heart 
if  it  had  not  been  that  the  opinion  of  the 
House  of  Commons  had  forced  him  to 
liberate  an  innocent  man  ?  As  to  the 
quotation  from  the  noble  Marquesses 
epeech,  the  noble  Marquess  unquestion- 
ably did  make  a  general  promise  only  at 
first;  but  after  the  stress  of  another 
hour*s  debate,  he  made  another  and  a 
satisfactory  promise  of  a  full  inquiry  ; 
and  ho  (Mr.  O'Urion)  would  put  it  to 
the  noble  Marque&8  himself  whether  any 
man  in  that  House  could  have  dreamt 
that  the  inquiry  he  promised  to  make 
was  to  take  the  form  of  a  secret  conclave 
in  a  private  room  in  the  Castle  conducted 
by  Castle  officials  ?  Who  was  the  jmn- 
cipal  witness  in  that  inquiry — the  vital 
witness  in  that  inquiry  ?  It  was  Mr. 
George  Bolton,  who  simply  passed  a 
verdict  upon  himself.  Mr.  George 
Bolton  was  officially  suspended,  and 
in  disgrace,   and   it  must  be  said  for 


him  that  he  was  in  suspension  under 
false  pretences.  He  was  suspended 
on  the  ground  that  he  was  a  bank- 
rupt, He  was  not  a  bankrupt 
at  all  ;  but,  neveitheless,  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  venture  to  reinstate 
him.  Upon  the  certific^ate  of  an  English 
Judge — Mr,  Justice  Fry — he  was  de- 
clared  to  be  a  con%'icted  swindler  of  a 
most  heartless  type,  and  he  was  the 
person  who  was  respong*ible  for  the  dis- 
appearance of  a  vital  affidavit  of  the 
Glonhur  murder  case.  He  was  a  man 
who  held  two  situations^  and  whose 
chance  of  obtaining  a  pension  depended 
on  his  finding  some  reply  to  Casey^e 
confessions.  And  this  was  the  sort  of 
man  who  was  practically  asked  to  pre- 
sent a  Report  upon  hia  own  conduct. 
The  Home  Secretary,  in  the  earlier  part 
of  the  evening,  hinted  that  the  Irish 
>fembers  were  flying  at  higher  game 
than  George  Bolton,  He  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
most  thoroughly.  He  believed  George 
Bolton  to  be  altogether  of  the  third 
or  fourth  order.  Earl  Spencer  said  that 
he  had  satisfied  himself  that  no  in- 
quiry was  necessary.  He  (Mr.  0*Brien) 
thought  it  would  bo  much  more  to  the 
[>oint  if  the  noble  Earl  had  satisfied  the 
Irish  people  as  well.  Earl  Spencer  was 
junt  as  deeply  involved  in  responaibility 
for  these  transactions  as  anybody  else. 
It  was  a  notorious  fact  that  Earl  Spencer 
wrote  Mr.  George  Bolton  an  autograph 
letter,  thanking  him  in  terms  of  the 
highest  commendation  as  a  public  bene- 
factor for  his  ellVjrts  in  the  cause  of  jus- 
tice. If  the  Government  would  lay  that 
autograph  letter  from  Earl  Spencer  on 
the  Table,  and  contrast  it  with  the 
achievements  of  Mr.  Bolton,  he  was  not 
at  all  sure  that  Earl  Spencer  would  de- 
rive much  advantage  from  the  corre- 
spondence. The  Government  had  the 
power,  and  the  majority  of  the  House 
apparently  would  probably  go  with 
them,  to  refuse  an  inquiry  into  this 
case,  just  as  they  had  the  power  to  hang 
innocent  men  ;  but  what  would  be  the 
opinion  of  the  Irish  people  all  over  the 
world  about  it  ?  It  would  be  this — that 
Myles  Joyce  was  murdered,  and  that 
Earl  Spencer  was  afraid  to  face  an 
honest  inquiry.  The  noble  Earl  was 
afraidt  perhaps,  that  it  might  be  found 
that  other  men  had  been  murdered  as 
well  by  the  same  legal  machinery.  The 
opinion  among  the  Irish  people  would 
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b©  that  Her  Majesty's  GovernmeDt  had 
fauTid  out  that  thoy  could  not  rule  Ire- 
land except  by  perjured  informers  and 
infamous  ofiiciale  of  this  kind,  and  that 
they  had  made  up  their  mind  tn  resort 
to  acts  in  Ireland  that  woukl  drive  the 
people  to  revolution  if  they  were  tried  in 
England.  The  only  foundations  for  so- 
called  justice  i«  Ireland  were  the  hayo- 
uets  of  the  military  and  prdice.  One  of 
the  most  extraordinary  and  perverse  no- 
tions which  ever  entered  English  heads 
about  Ireland  was  that  Earl  8peucer 
had  produced  tranquillity  in  Ireland, 
On  the  contrary,  he  believed  Earl  Hpencer 
had  done  more  than  any  other  man 
in  their  time  to  interrupt  and  de- 
stroy that  iirocees  of  tranquillity.  The 
ex -Chief  Secretary  ibe  olJUT  night, 
when  he  paraded  the  reduced  statistics 
of  undetected  crime  in  Ireland,  abstained 
from  referring  to  the  secret  statistics  of 
murder  under  Earl  Spencer's  rule,  and 
the  hankering  desire  for  immolating' 
victims,  so  that  it  might  be  said  tbat 
there  was  no  undetected  crime  in  Ire- 
land. George  Bolton  knew  his  business, 
and  his  business  was  to  enable  his 
masters  to  boas^t  in  the  House  of  Com* 
jBons  that  there  was  no  undetected 
orime  which  had  not  been  unavenged. 
In  this  particular  case  Bolton  knew 
that  hie  I>est  trump  was  the  story 
of  the  three  Joyces.  He  defermined 
to  ?*tick  to  it  throufjh  thick  and  thin,  he 
destroyed  every  hit  of  evidence  tliat 
oollided  in  any  way  ^vith  it,  and  he  did 
all  he  could  to  tout  for  information  ia 
support  of  it.  In  conclusion,  he  (Mr. 
O'Brien)  would  only  refer  for  an  in- 
stant to  the  miserable  attempts  which 
had  been  made  to  explain  the  vital 
point  in  this  case  —  why  the  two  de* 
positione  which  were  before  the  eyes  of 
Crown  counsel  were  withheld  from  the 
eyes  of  the  prisoner's  counsel.  It  had 
been  stated  that  the  subject  of  those 
depositions  was  hinted  at  in  the  infor- 
mation of  Collins  and  Constable  John- 
8on  at  the  inquest;  but  did  onybody 
BBsert  that  any  full  report  t-f  that  in* 
quest  appeared  in  any  newspaper?  The 
prisoners  were  not  represented  at  the 
inquest  by  counsel,  and  tbey  were  not 
even  produced  ttiere  themselves.  Even 
if  they  had  been  present  they  spoke 
Irish,  and  would  not  have  been  able  to 
understand  what  wai  going  on.  Then, 
was  it  necessary  to  say  tbat  the  depo.si- 
tious  of  these  meO|  Colltna  and  Police- 
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man  Johnson,  were  handed  over  to  the 
prisoners*  counsel?  The  lion, and  learned 
Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  E.  Clarke) 
had  most  learnedly  and  ably  pointed 
out  the  difference  between  the  dying 
declarations  before  Mr.  Brady  and  the 
statements  of  Collins  and  Johnson.  It 
w^as  almost  a  farce  for  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers to  argue  with  the  majority  of  that 
House;  and  he  was  sorry  to  say  that 
they  were  not  in  a  position  to  threaten. 
But  he  warned  the  House  that,  w^hat- 
evor  the  vote  of  the  House  might  be, 
an  adverse  vote  would  only  exasperate 
the  feeling  of  the  Irish  public  about 
Myles  Joyce's  fate,  and  sooner  or  later 
Earl  8p*>ncer,  and  the  Government  which 
harboured  him,  wonld  repent  of  the  way 
in  which  they  had  dealt  with  this  ques- 
tioD. 

Mk.  0*D0NNELL  said,  that  in  riwng 
at  that  hour  of  the  night  he  felt  called 
upon  to  protest,  in  the  firs^t  place,  against 
the  most  extraordinary  manner  in  which 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  T>ub» 
lin  (Mr.  Gibson)  had  misrepresented  the 
essenfial  points  of  the  case.  What  could 
be  less  fair,  as  a  rrtpreseotation' of  the 
reality,  than  wheu  the  right  hon.  aud 
learned  Uentleman  again  and  again  laid 
stress  on  the  fact  that  four  men,  whoso 
innocence  seemed  now  bo  clearly  estab- 
lished, had  pleaded  guilty  on  thnr  trial 
at  Dublin  ?  Surely,  when  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  made  that  5m- 
pufation,  he  ought  to  have  called  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  circum- 
stances under  which  these  unfortunate 
country  peasants,  ignorant  of  the  Eng* 
lisb  language,  surruundedby  everything' 
that  could  terrify  their  inexperience  and 
deepen  their  despair,  and  in  the  com- 
pany of  inf Dinners  who  had  received 
every  inducement  to  sw^ear  to  anything 
that  seemed  to  suit  the  case  of  the 
Crown,  were  induced  to  plead  guilty  as 
the  only  chance  of  c^scape  from  the  rope 
prepared  for  them  by  the  hands  of  per- 
jured witne.sses.  He  had  been  deeply 
soiTy  to  hear  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  indulge  in  such  clap-trap  in 
behalf  of  the  case ;  and  he  must  also 
protest  against  that  other  argument  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
when  he  put  to  the  House  that  stale 
fallacy — ^where  was  the  motive  of  the 
prosecution  for  accusing  these  men, 
rather  than  any  other  men,  in  the  caee 
of  peasant   against  peasant?      If   the 
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case  before  the  House  were  not  the 
case  of  Irish  peasants  done  to  death  by 
the  zeal  of  the  Crown  Prosecutors  in 
Ireland,  the  House  would  find  no  diffi- 
culty, and  the  ri^bt  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  find  no  difEoulty^  in 
explaming  how;  under  this  eystem  of 
preparation,  a  case  for  the  Crown  under 
the  Third  Empire  wa^  made  out.  In 
the  first  place,  the  prosecuting  counsel 
foroied  a  theory,  aud  in  too  many 
cased  they  went  to  any  length  in 
order  to  S'hape  their  facta  so  that 
they  might  fit  in  with  that  theory. 
Having  once  seemed  to  convince  them- 
6elve8  by  an  examination  of  the  facts, 
that  they  bore  a  certain  interpretation, 
thenceforward  their  official  minds  were 
bent  not  upon  a  careful  and  impartial 
Biftiug  of  the  evidence,  but  upon  a 
careful  packing  of  the  evidence  in  order 
to  suit  the  theory  they  had  preconceived 
in  their  minda.  There  would  be  no 
difficulty  in  suggesting  such  an  explana- 
tion if  it  were  an  English  case  ;  but  as 
it  was  an  Irish  case,  the  right  hon,  and 
learned  Gentleman  harped  upon  the 
theme — ' '  Where  was  the  motive  ?  "  lie 
(Mr,  0' Donneli)  thought  that  whatever 
might  be  the  conclusion  drawn  from  the 
course  of  the  debate,  as  far  as  it  had  pro* 
ceeded — and  he  was  afraid  that  that 
conclusion  would  be  fortiGed  by  the  sub- 
sequent stages— an  unsatisfactory  result 
would  be  substantiated  by  the  way  the 
facts  of  the  case  had  been  met  by  a 
Liberal  Administration,  Great  interest 
had  been  excited  by  the  case  in  the  mind 
and  heart  of  every  Irishman  who  had 
observed  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  from  the  first  moment  the 
matter  was  brought  before  them,  and  at 
last  one  of  the  most  law-abiding  and 
order-loving  ecclesiastics  in  Ireland  pre- 
sented the  facta  of  the  case  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  But  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Tuam  had  been  met  in  a 
manner  that  could  only  tend  to  ex- 
asperate the  Irish  people,  and  which 
was  not  only  an  outrage  upon  justice, 
but  an  insult  to  the  intelligence  of  the 
Irish  people.  Certainly,  the  Govern- 
ment were  to  be  congratulated  on  the 
discrimination   their   officials   had   dla- 

J)l«yed  in  the  course  of  the  inquiry. 
,t  would  be  found  that,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  e\^denGe  which  saved  the 
perjured  murderers,  they  had  suppressed 
the  evidence  even  of  the  victims  them- 
Belres,    which    might    have    saved    an 


innocent  man  from  the  scaffold  and 
other.^  from  the  horrors  of  penal  servi* 
tude.  The  Government  and  the  Govern- 
ment officials  were  safe  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  in  the  presence  of  their  ma- 
jority, and  were  safe  also  even  when 
that  majority  was  absent.  As  had  heea 
observed  already  that  evening,  it  was 
very  easy  for  Liberal  Members  to  stand 
up  and  make  speeches  in  support  of  the 
Government,  when  those  Members  had 
abstained  from  listening  to  mne-tenths 
of  the  Irish  case.  One  after  another 
the  supporters  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  risen  in  their  places  to  maintain 
that  tht*  whole  of  the  Irish  case  rested 
on  Casey's  evidence — those  Gentlemen 
who  came  forward  as  the  advocates  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  having  care- 
fully absented  themselves  from  the  House 
while  the  most  telliug  and  most  essential 
portions  of  the  case  were  being  made 
known,  portions  in  no  way  dependent 
on  the  rnpentant  admissions  of  Casey, 
the  perjured  Crown  witness.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Mallow  (Mr,  O'Brien),  in 
the  most  eloquent  and  convincing  speech 
whifh  he  had  just  delivered,  had  laid 
great  stress  upon  the  not  very  creditable 
manoQuvre  of  the  late  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  who  did  not  hesitate  to 
quote  from  the  columns  of  the  national 
organs  expressions  of  thankful  approval 
of  w^hat,  at  the  time,  was  believed  to 
be  the  just  ptmishment  of  a  dastardly 
crime.  If  it  had  not  been  to  suit  his 
own  purposes,  the  opinions  expressed 
by  the  national  journals  would  not 
have  come  so  glibly  from  the  lips 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but^ 
on  the  contrary,  ho  would  never  have 
permitted  his  supporters  to  know  that 
the  national  journals  had  ever  con- 
demned outrage,  or  expressed  their  ap- 
proval of  the  punishment  of  crime.  Ho 
(Mr,  OT)onnell)  asked  the  House  to 
contrast  the  present  action  of  the  late 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  with  his 
studied  reticence  for  years — his  studied 
suppression  of  evidence  of  the  most  im- 
portant character  with  regard  to  the 
Irish  people  and  the  Irish  journals — and 
he  asked  the  House  to  judge,  when  such 
had  been  the  conduct  of  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  under  their  very  eyes,  whe- 
ther it  was  difficult  to  understand  how 
it  was  that  inferior  officials  in  another 
arena  resorted  to  the  same  shameful 
system  of  8Uppre88ing  evidence  ?  The 
late   Chief   Secretary   had   deliberately 
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stated  that  even  if  Earl  Spencer  had 
committed  a  mistake — and  by  a  mistake 
he  meant  euphemistically  to  cover  more 
than  what  ordinary  people  called  a  mis- 
take—that even  if  Earl  Spencer  had 
committed  a  mistake,  it  ought  to  be 
overlooked  in  consideration  of  the  suc- 
cess of  his  administration.  Was  there 
ever  a  more  dreadful  application  of  the 
horrible  doctrine  that  the  end  justified 
the  means  ?  Was  ever  such  a  lesson 
preached  from  the  most  demoralized 
pulpit  inside  or  outside  Christianity? 
These  were  the  official  morals — the  go- 
verning morals — of  the  best  specimens  of 
Ireland,  headed  by  a  Scotch  Regene- 
rator of  Ireland  sent  over  to  administer 
their  affairs.  Was  it,  then,  a  matter  of 
surprise  to  find  the  Boltons,  and  the  Lee 
Andersons,  and  all  the  rest  of  the  official 
tribe  ready  to  carry  out  the  same  official 
doctrine  that  the  end  justified  the  means  ? 
The  Irish  Members  now  came  to  that 
House  to  ask  for  an  inquiry  into  Earl 
Spencer's  mistakes.  One  of  the  chief 
organizers  of  Earl  Spencer's  mistakes 
was  Sir  Samuel  Lee  Anderson,  for,  as  if 
to  throw  ridicule  upon  the  dignities  con- 
ferred by  the  Crown,  upon  that  very  day, 
Anderson,  the  jury-packer,  had  received 
the  honour  of  Knighthood — rising  up 
from  his  bended  knee  with  all  the  blush- 
ing honours  of  British  chivalry  upon 
him.  Her  Majesty's  Government  loft 
uncleared  the  reputation  of  the  man  who 
had  been  judicially  murdered,  and  they 
preferred  to  leave  in  life-long  slavery 
innocent  men  who  had  been  unjustly 
condemned,  rather  than  run  the  risk  of 
exposing  that  which,  after  all,  was  pro- 
bably only  one  of  the  minor  mistakes  of 
Earl  Spencer.  Surely,  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter would  not  take  unkindly  a  sugges- 
tion on  this  matter  which  had  just  oc- 
curred to  him.  He  believed  that  the 
works  of  that  eminent  politician  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  had  been  for  some  time  in 
preparation  for  republication,  and  in  due 
course,  no  doubt,  his  famous  disquisi- 
tions upon  King  Bomba  and  the  Nea- 
politan system  of  government  would 
again  be  issued  to  an  admiring  public. 
He  would  suggest  to  the  Premier  that  it 
might  complete  the  European  idea  of  his 
consistency  if  he  would  add  to  the  work 
an  Appendix  in  the  form  of  a  Vote  under 
this  heading — **  The  Suppression  of  Evi- 
dence, and  the  Execution  of  Innocent 
Persons,  under  my  Administration  of 
Ireland."     If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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would  do  that,  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  would 
promise  him  an  European  success.  EEe 
confessed  that  he  was  curious  to  observe 
the  intervention  of  the  English  Law 
Officers  in  this  most  important  discus- 
sion. He  should  observe  with  great  in- 
terest by  what  process  the  English  Law 
Officers  would  be  able  to  reconcile  their 
English  countrymen  to  the  possible  ap- 
plication in  England  of  those  theories 
in  regard  to  the  suppression  of  evidence 
by  the  Crown  on  which  the  Crown  was 
so  dependent  in  Ireland.  Not  only  had 
the  depositions  of  the  victims  of  the 
murder  been  suppressed  at  the  trial, 
but,  as  had  been  again  and  again 
pointed  out.  Earl  Spencer  still  continued 
to  suppress  the  dying  depositions  of  the 
two  criminals  who,  while  acknowledging 
the  justice  of  their  own  punishment  with 
their  dying  breath,  and  knowing  that 
they  were  about  to  be  launched  into 
eternity,  protested  the  innocence  of  Myles 
Joyce,  who,  by  the  mistake  of  Earl 
Spencer,  was  sent  to  die  by  their  side. 
The  other  day,  in  the  North  of  England, 
two  men  were  sentenced  to  death  for  the 
murder  of  a  police-constable.  One  of 
the  men  acknowledged  his  guilt,  and 
emphatically  declared  the  innocence  of 
the  other  man  who  had  been  legally 
convicted,  and  who  stood,  just  as  he  did, 
condemned  to  death.  In  that  case,  the 
Crown  respited  and  pardoned  the  inno- 
cent man — the  man  whose  innocence 
was  testified  to  by  the  real  murderer. 
They  acknowledged  his  innocence,  and 
it  was  notorious  from  one  end  of  the 
country  to  the  other  that  it  was  the 
solemn  dying  declaration  of  the  real 
culprit  that  was  the  determining  evi- 
dence which  produced  the  pardon  and 
liberation  of  this  unoffending  man.  In 
the  face  of  that  case,  which  was  of 
public  notoriety,  was  Earl  Spencer  to  be 
permitted  to  keep  back  from  the  public 
of  this  country  these  dying  depositions  ? 
He  told  Her  Majesty's  Government  that 
they  might  refuse  10  times,  50  times,  or 
100  times  to  produce  the  depositions; 
but  the  Irish  Members  would  in  the  end 
drag  them  from  them.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  must  not  suppose  that  a 
debate  that  night,  or  next  week,  or  a 
month  hence,  would  exhaust  the  ques- 
tion. The  determination  of  the  Irish 
Members  would  last  as  long  as  the  re- 
sistance of  the  Government.  They  were 
determined  to  drag  this  matter  out  into 
the  full  light  of  day,  and,  in  the  end, 
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Karl  Spencer,  with  all  Lis  mistaltfis  and 
all  his  offiuial  admirers,  would  b©  oblijred 
to  give  up  the  depositions.  The  Irish 
Members  would  hunt  up  the  present 
Government  until  they  rendered  full 
flatisfftction,  and  would  even  follow  the 
matter  up  with  their  iSucceesors — an 
eventuality  which  might  not  be  far  dis- 
tant. Ho  expected  no  practical  result 
from  the  present  pruceedings ;  but  he 
believed  that  in  tho  minds  of  a  vast 
majority  of  the  Euglish  people  there 
was  a  very  strong  suspicion  that  Earl 
Spencer  had  very  good  reasons  for  avoid- 
ing inquiry.  Furthermore,  he  was  satis- 
lied  of  this^thnt  the  action  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  afforded  a  con- 
clusive argument  to  justify  the  Repre- 
sontatives  of  Ireland  in  treating  that 
Government  as  one  of  the  most  unscru- 
pulous, one  of  the  most  hypocriticah  and 
one  of  the  most  cruel  Administrations 
which  had  ever  represented  English 
usurpation  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  DEASY  said,  he  had  not  in- 
tended to  take  part  in  the  debate  at  that 
late  hour ;  but  ho  had  risen  to  express 
a  hope^  with  his  hon.  Friend  who  had 
iu^t  sat  down,  that  the  Attorney  General 
lor  England  would  give  the  House  his 
opinion  on  the  points  which  bad  been 
put  forward  by  the  hon*  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr,  Gor<4t),  who  had  spoken  in  fa- 
vour of  the  view  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers.  In  order  to  give  the  Law  OfE- 
cers  of  the  Crown  an  opportunity  of 
making  up  their  minds,  he  would  ven- 
ture to  occupy  the  attention  of  the  Houee 
for  a  very  short  time  indeed.  In  doing 
ao,  he  did  not  propose  to  go  into  the 
evidence  which  had  been  laid  before  the 
House  in  much  detail  by  many  hon. 
Members  from  those  Benches,  and  from 
all  quarters  of  the  House,  He  merely 
wished  to  say  that  he  did  not  believe 
the  Members  from  Ireland  would  be  dis- 
eharging  their  duty  to  their  eountryniau 
were  they  to  allow  this  question  to  re- 
main without  being  adequately  sifted  to 
the  bottom.  It  had  been  over  and  over 
again  stated  that  it  was  the  opinion  of 
99  out  of  every  100  pereons  in  Ireland 
that  Myles  Joyce  was  murdered,  and 
that  four  men  were  now  detained  in 
penal  servitude  for  a  crime  of  which 
lltey  were  innocent.  He  believed  that 
no  Gentleman  who  had  listened  to  the 
discussion  for  the  last  night  or  two,  if 
he  wetre  not  altogether  blinded  by  Poi-ty 


prejudices,  could  come  to  any  other  con- 
cl  usjon  than  that  the  case  put  forward 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Westmeath 
(Mr.  Harrington)  was  iiTesistible  and 
conclusive.  He  (Mr.  Deasy)  could  very 
easily  show,  bo  thought,  that  the  points 
put  forward  in  favour  of  his  hon.  Friend's 
view  of  the  case  had  not  been  met  by 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  bad  endea- 
voured to  argue  agaiust  them.  One 
point  which  struck  him  as  very  power- 
ful, and  one  upon  which  very  little 
stress  had  been  laid,  except  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr* 
Gorst),  was  the  identification  by  the 
so-called  independent  witnesses  of  the 
n^tsassiua  on  a  dark  nij^^ht  at  a  distance 
of  1*50  or  200  yards.  His  attention  had 
been  directed  to  this  particular  point  in 
reading  over  the  very  able  pamphlet 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Westmeath.  In 
that  pamphlet  his  hon.  Friend  stated, 
and  the  statement  could  not  be  contra- 
dicted, that,  in  the  da^^ime,  he  took  a 
policeman  with  Mm  from  the  road  to  a 
distance  of  nearly  200  yards  from  the 
point  at  which  the  alleged  assassins 
were  said  to  have  been  identified,  to  the 
exact  place  where  thoy  were  alleged  to 
have  been  seen  by  the  so-called  inde- 
pendent witnesses.  Meantime  another 
COD  stable  walked  along  the  road  to  the 
spot  where  those  witnesses  ewore  they 
were  standing  at  the  time  of  the  identi- 
Ecatious.  His  hon.  Friend  asked  the 
l)olioeman  who  accompanied  him  whe- 
ther he  could  tell  him  which  of  the 
constables  was  standing  on  the  load 
facing  him;  the  constable  to  whom  he 
put  the  question  was  unable  to  sny,  al- 
though it  was  then  the  middle  of  a  clear 
and  bright  day  in  broad  daylight.  After 
considerable  hesitation  the  man  said  he 
thought  that  it  was  Constable  jMurphy, 
for  he  was  the  stoutest  of  the  men  in  the 
hut.  Now,  it  was  notorious  that  the 
Government  were  slow  to  keep  men  in 
the  Constabulary  unless  they  had  good 
eyesight ;  and  if  it  was  impossible  for  a 
constable,  in  the  middle  of  the  day,  to 
recognize  a  companion  at  that  distance, 
how  much  more  impossible  was  it 
for  these  three  independent  witnesses  to 
have  been  able  to  distiDguish  the  as- 
sassins at  the  same  distance  on  a  dark 
night !  The  thing  was  utterly  absurd. 
No  one  would  believe  it ;  and  it  was  only 
because  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  his 
underlings  were  afraid  of  an  investiga- 
tion, that  one  bad  not  been  granted  long 
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before  this.  The  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
was  one  of  the  most  extraordinary  he 
had  ever  heard  in  his  life.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man attempted  at  all  to  combat  the  ar- 
guments of  hon.  Members  on  that  side 
of  the  House.  On  the  contrary,  he 
kept  altogether  wide  of  the  main  issue 
raised  by  them,  and  argued  no  point  to 
which  they  attached  importance.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  quoted 
from  United  Ir eland j  and  also  from  The 
Freeman^ 8  Journal,  to  show  that  at  the 
trial  of  Myles  Joyce  no  serious  com- 
plaint was  made  against  the  composition 
of  the  jury  or  against  the  conduct  of 
the  Judge.  It  had  been  stated  over 
and  over  again  during  the  debate  that 
the  conduct  of  the  Judge  and  the  ver- 
dict of  the  jury  were  not  at  all  impugned 
by  hon.  Members  on  those  Benches, 
and  they  had  very  little  fault  to  find 
with  the  manner  in  which  the  learned 
Judge  discharged  his  duty  on  that  occa- 
sion. It  had  been  alleged  that  one  jury 
was  packed,  and  the  number  of  Catholics 
who  were  challenged  was  sufficient  to 
prove  that  it  was  packed.  He  had  no 
doubt,  however,  that  if  it  had  been 
fairly  constituted  it  would  have  given 
exactly  the  same  verdict  which  the  other 
two  juries  had  given  on  the  same  evidence. 
What  the  Irish  Members  alleged  was 
that  the  evidence  had  not  been  fairly 
put  before  the  jury,  and  that  most  im- 
portant evidence  had  been  suppressed. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Mallow  (Mr. 
O'Brien)  had  pointed  out  that  in  the 
case  of  Francis  Hynes  there  was  no 
scruple  on  the  part  of  George  Bolton  to 
put  in  evidence  the  dying  depositions 
made  by  a  man  who  was  admittedly 
raving,  and  almost  unconscious  at  the 
time  it  was  made.  Nevertheless,  in  this 
case,  on  the  very  same  ground,  the  Crown 
carefully  abstained  from  putting  in  evi- 
dence the  dying  deposition  of  the  mur- 
dered boy.  They  said  it  was  because  he 
was  raving,  and  almost  unconscious,  and 
that  it  would  have  been  unfair  for  them 
to  place  that  deposition  at  the  disposal 
of  the  counsel  for  the  prisoners.  But 
in  the  case  of  Francis  Hynes  no  con- 
sideration of  that  kind  was  allowed  to  j 
stand  in  the  way,  and  because  the  dying  • 
man  in  that  case  merely  mentioned  the  ; 
the  name  of  Francis  Hynes,  Hynes  was 
convicted  and  died  on  the  scaffold.  He  | 
(Mr.  Deasy)  did  not  see  why  the  Crown 
should  not  have  acted  in  a  similar  manner 


in  the  c^se  of  the  Maamtrasna  prisoners, 
except  that  they  were  determined  at  all 
cost  and  at  all  hazards  to  get  a  conviction 
against  these  men.  They  were  also  told 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral that  the  House  of  Commons  could 
not  be  converted  into  a  Court  of  Appeal. 
He  knew  it  was  extremely  inconvenient 
to  the  Government  that  Lrish  Members 
should  be  pursuing  the  course  which 
they  felt  it  their  duty  to  take  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion  ;  but  there  was  no  other 
way  open  to  them,  and  if  the  Govern- 
ment undertook  the  responsibility  of 
legislating  for  Ireland,  and  devised  for 
that  purpose  machinery  which  in  this 
case  had  resulted  in  the  execution  of 
an  innocent  man,  and  imprisonment  of 
four  innocent  men,  they  must  take  the 
consequences.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  also  told  them  that 
to  grant  an  inquiry  would  be  to 
discredit  the  cause  of  justice  in  Ire- 
land. But  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman must  know  very  little  of  the 
country  which  he  represented  in  that 
House,  because  if  he  had  kept  his  eyes 
and  ears  open  he  would  have  been  con- 
vinced that  there  was  no  respect  for  the 
law  as  administered  in  Ireland  ;  indeed, 
the  only  persons  who  at  the  present  time 
were  taking  a  course  likely  to  bring  about 
some  respect  for  the  law  there  were 
those  who  were  backing  up  Irish  Mem- 
bers in  their  demand  for  this  inquiry,  and 
the  Irish  Members  themselves,  for  he 
believed  that  nothing  would  be  more 
conducive  to  the  re-establishment  of  law 
and  order  than  an  investigation  of  the 
circumstances  attending  the  trial  and 
execution  of  Myles  Joyce,  and  the  sen- 
tences on  the  men  now  in  penal  servi- 
tude. Butif  only  for  the  sake  of  their  fami- 
lies, if  only  for  the  sake  of  the  unfortu- 
nate individuals  who  were  disgraced  by 
reason  of  their  father's  death  on  the 
scaffold,  he  believed  that  House  was 
bound  to  grant  this  application  if  they 
were  not  positively  reckless  of  what  was 
done  in  Ireland  in  the  name  of  law  and 
order.  But  the  best  proof  he  could  give 
of  the  insufficiency  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  that 
after  a  short  time  the  late  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
got  up  to  speak  also  on  the  same  side. 
One  of  the  statements  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  that  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  not  the  advantage 
of  hearing  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land might  rest  assured  that  he  had  fully 
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met  the  arguments  of  his  opponents. 
lie  said  this  leat  hon.  Members  who  had 
heard  his  speech  as  well  as  the  two 
speeches  made  suKsequently  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  and  the  hon.  Member  fur  Mona- 
ghan  (Mr,  Healy)  might  think  that  the 
Solicitor  Cfeneral  for  Ireland  Iiad  utterly 
failed  to  prove  the  case  to  which  he  had 
addressed  himself,  and  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  accordingly  soriously  told  the 
House  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
raan*8  speech  was  convincing.  He  be- 
lieved that  statement  was  made  for 
the  benefit  of  those  hon.  Members 
who  had  heard  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  but  who  remained  uncon- 
vinced, and  were  more  disposed  to 
take  the  word  of  the  right  hon  Gen- 
tleman tlian  to  place  confidence  in 
the  arguraenta  of  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland.  The  late  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land had  aUo  taken  upon  himself  the 
responsibility  of  explaining  away  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War;  but  he  (Mr, 
Deasy)  was  at  a  loss  to  understand  why 
the  noble  Marquess  was  not  able  to 
defend  himself.  He  had  often  seen  him 
in  a  more  difficult  position  than  that  in 
which  be  was  placed  by  the  speeches 
delivered  on  Friday  last.  And  yet  he 
appeared  to  be  unable  himself  to  ex- 

Elain  why  it  was  that  the  inquiry  which 
e  promised  had  not  been  granted. 
Perhaps  he  felt  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  more  conversant  with 
the  art  of  Parliamentary  debate,  and 
was  a  better  hand  at  proving  that  black 
wag  white ;  at  any  rate,  it  was  a  strange 
thing  that  the  noble  Marquess  would 
not  take  the  trouble  to  get  up  in  his 
place  and  explain  why  it  was  that  the 

Eromise  made  had  not  been  carried  out ; 
ecauso  it  was  useless  for  him,  or  any 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  endeavour  to 
put  an  interpretation  on  his  words  which 
they  would  not  bear.  It  was  evident 
that  the  noble  Marquess  intended  seri- 
ously to  have  the  imjuiry  held  when  he 
gave  the  pledge.  That  pledge,  however,  I 
bad  been  broken,  and  Irish  Members  j 
would  not  in  future  be  disposed  to  rely  i 
upon  any  promise  that  might  come  from 
the  Treasury  Bench.  If  there  was  one 
person  on  that  Bench  upon  whose  pr*>- 
mises  Irish  Members  were  willing  to 
rely,  it  was  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  for  War;  but  he  regretted 
thjit  iii  future  his  word  could  not  be 


seriously  taken  by  them.  But  the  true 
explanation  of  the  conduct  of  the  Exe- 
cutive in  Ireland  and  of  the  conduct  of 
the  late  Chief  Secretary  was  to  be  found 
in  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  up  to  the  time  of  the  murder 
'  of  Francis  Hynes,  61  murders  had  been 
I  committed  in  Ireland.  The  Orange  Party 
there — Mr,  George  Bolton^  and  those 
I  who  acted  with  him^  and  whose  position 
depended  upon  the  goodwill  of  tho  Eng- 
lish journala,  and  upon  English  far  more 
than  upon  Irish  public  opinion — found  it 
necessary  to  prove  that  the  Criminal  Be- 
'  partment  in  Ireland  had  not  completely 
I  broken  down.  Accordingly,  having  eon- 
fined  10  or  12  men  in  prison,  although 
they  might  have  reason  to  suppose  that 
one  or  two  were  innocent,  they  did  not 
scruple  to  take  the  lives  of  three  of 
them,  and,  on  a  plea  of  "  guilty,"  sent 
the  others  to  penal  servitude.  He  was 
not  Murjirised  at  all  at  the  course  taken 
by  Mi\  Bolton  and  Mr.  0*Brien— men 
described  by  the  occuptmts  of  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  as  persons  of  the  highest 
honour.  Well,  Mr.  Bolton's  honour 
had  been  impeached  in  that  House;  and 
he  (Mr.  Deasy)  had  experience  of  the 
way  in  which  Mr.  O'Brien  managed  to 
get  V'onvictions  from  juries,  for,  in  the 
City  which  he  had  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent (Cork),  a  trial,  in  which  the  latter 
was  engaged*  of  some  prisoners  charged 
with  political  offences  at  the  last  Winter 
Assizes,  was  brought  under  his  notice.  He 
was  inclined  to  believe  that  no  political 
trial  could  go  on  in'  Ireland  without  the 
aid  of  Mr.  O'Brien.  At  the  trial  in 
question  the  jury  disagreed,  and  Mr. 
O'Brien  followed  certain  of  those  who 
tined  the  prisoners  into  the  street 
and  demanded  the  names  of  those 
high-minded  and  honourable  men  who 
refused  to  agree  to  a  verdict  against  the 
prisoners.  It  was  thus  that  justice  was 
administered  in  Ireland,  and  thus  that 
Mr.  0*Brien  conducted  prosecutions. 
He  would  not  detain  the  House  at 
greater  length,  because  he  believed  that 
many  hon.  Gentlemen  wished  to  speak 
on  this  question  after  what  they  had 
heard  from  the  learned  iSolicitor  General 
for  England  ;  but  ho  would  add,  in  con- 
clusion, that  no  case  for  a  full  and  fair 
investigation  had  ever  been  more  com- 
pletely proved  or  better  made  out  than 
this,  and  he  agreed  with  those  who  said 
that  if  the  Government  did  not  accede 
to  the  request  of  Irish  Members,  they 
would  not  hear  the  last  of  it  duriti^  l\i^ 
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present  Session,  but  would  be  troubled 
with  it  for  many  a  long  day.  ' 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Mr.  Justin  McCarthy.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Twelve  o'clock 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Tuesday,  2%th  October,  1884. 


MINUTES.]  —  Select    Committee  —  Public 
Petitions,  appointed  and  nominated. 

Q  UE8TI0N8. 


NAVY— NAVY  PAY. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
propose  to  take  any  steps  to  improve 
the  pay  and  rations  of  the  seamen  of 
Her  Majesty's  Navy? 

Sir  THOMAS  BEASSEY:  Additions 
of  pay  have  been  from  time  to  time 
granted,  and  the  pay  of  petty  officers 
was  increased  last  year.  No  further 
changes  are  at  present  proposed.  The 
rations  are  good  in  quality,  and  suffi- 
cient. 

TRADE  AND    COMMERCE-RAILS   FOR 
INDIAN   RAILWAYS. 

Mr.  H.  H.FOWLEE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  state- 
ments which  have  appeared  in  the  public 
press,  that  the  Government  has  made 
large  contracts  with  Belgian  ironmasters 
for  the  supply  of  rails  for  Indian  rail- 
ways ;  and,  whether  he  will  give  the 
House  full  information  as  to  the  nature 
and  extent  of  these  contracts  ? 

Mr.  CAEBUTT  also  asked.  What 
truth  there  is  in  the  statements  made  in 
the  South  Wales  newspapers  that  the 
Indian  Government  had  obtained  large 
quantities  of  rails  abroad,  to  the  mani- 
fest injury  of  our  ironworkers  at  home, 
who  are  at  present  only  partially  em- 
ployed ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CEOSS :  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  I  may 


say,  Sir,  that  on  the  23rd  of  June  last, 
since  which  date  no  foreign  contracts 
have  been  made,  I  stated  the  nature  and 
extent  of  foreign  contracts  placed  up  to 
that  time  during  the  last  seven  years; 
and  I  also  said,  with  respect  to  steel 
sleepers  which  had  been  ordered  in 
Belgium,  that  they  were  '^  somewhat 
novel  to  English  manufacturers,"  and 
that  '' several  of  our  greatest  English 
manufacturers  had  declined  to  make 
them  or  to  tender  for  them."  I  am  now 
glad  to  be  able  to  say  that  some  of  these 
firms  have  reconsidered  this  decision, 
have  accepted  the  advice  I  then  gave 
them,  and  are  adapting  their  machinery 
to  the  manufacture  of  these  sleepers. 
With  respect  to  the  Question  which  my 
hon.  Friend  now  puts,  and  in  reply  also 
to  the  Question  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Monmouth,  I  may  say  that 
I  have  not  seen  any  authoritative  state- 
ment as  to  the  purchase  of  rails  in 
Belgium.  The  fact  is,  not  a  single  rail 
has  been  ordered  abroad  by  the  Indian 
Government  during  the  last  10  years ; 
and  there  is  not  the  slightest  shadow  of 
an  atom  of  foundation  for  the  report. 

NAVY— THE  DOCKYARDS-REORGANI- 
ZATION. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  When 
it  is  proposed  to  promulgate  the  new 
scheme  for  the  Dockyards  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  BEASSEY  :  A  scheme 
for  the  reorganization  of  the  construc- 
tive staff  at  the  Dockyards  has  recently 
been  promulgated.  No  other  changes 
are  at  present  in  contemplation. 

WEST  INDIES-ISLAND  OF  GRENADA 
—ECCLESIASTICAL   AFFAIRS. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  What 
reply  Lord  Derby  has  given  to  the 
petition  of  the  Catholics  and  Noncon- 
formists of  the  Island  of  Grenada  in 
reference  to  the  illegal  vote  for  the  Par- 
sonage of  the  Disestablished  Church  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  The  his- 
tory  of  the  case  is  as  follows : — On  the 
12th  of  June  came  a  despatch  saying 
that  the  Legislative  Council  had  voted  a 
sum  of  money  for  the  Eectory  House  of 
St.  George's.  As  the  Church  had  been 
disestablished  in  1874,  the  Secretary 
of  State  replied  by  an  inquiry  as  to 
what  obligation  there  was  on  the  Colo- 
nial Government  to  execute  these  repairs, 
and  at  the  same  time  a  telegram  was 
sent  to  the  Governor,  instructing  liim 
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to  defer  the  expenditure  of  the  monGy 
Toted.  A  reply  was  received  to  tbe 
effect  that,  in  the  view  of  the  Colonial 
Qoveroment,  tliere  waa  an  ohlig-ation 
on  them  to  keep  the  Rectory  of  8t. 
Qeorge*s  in  repair  during  the  lifetime  of 
Canon  Anton,  whose  vested  interests  had 
been  saved  by  the  Act  of  IB 7-4,  and  that 
on  his  death  they  were^  therefore,  bound 
to  pay  for  the  dilapidations  before  hand- 
ing it  over  to  the  Church  Body.  We 
were  also  informed  in  another  com- 
munication that  the  hirgeHt  portion  of 
the  sum  voted  had  been  abeady  ex- 
pended— the  repairs  having  been  begun 
as  early  as  the  12th  of  May.  To  this 
Xiord  Derby  replied  that  he  regretted 
that  the  Vute  had  been  taken  without 
hie  aanction,  which  would  not  have  been 
given^  and  that  it  was  not  reported  to 
him  till  it  was  too  late  to  prevent  the 
expenditure,  and  directed  the  Governor 
to  communicate  the  purport  of  this 
despatch  to  the  Memorialists. 

Mk.  HEALY:  Might  I  ask  the  hon. 
Member  whether,  seeing  that  this  Yote 
was  illegal,  the  parties  concerned  will 
be  compelled  to  refund  the  money  to 
the  taxpavers? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said  the 
Vote  was  improper,  but  it  could  not  be 
said  to  he  illegal. 

Mr.  IlEALY  :  Will  the  hon.  Member 
lay  the  Papers  on  the  Table  ? 

Mb,  EVELYN  A:SHLEY  ;  I  will  lay 
them  on  the  Table  if  moved  for. 

WEST  INDIES-ISLAND  OF  ST.  VIN- 
CENT—PR  I80N  KEOULATIONS. 
Ma.  HEALY  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  IState  for  the  Colonies?,  If  it  is 
a  fact  that  Mr.  M^Leod,  the  Provost 
Marshal  of  the  Colony  of  St.  Viucent'.s 
the  person  who,  by  virtue  of  his  office, 
has  control  of  aud  is  responsible  for 
the  management  of  the  prisons  of  that 
Colony,  rocently  made  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  a  number  of  serious  chai^ges 
against  Mr.  Gore,  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  of  St.  Viucent^s,  in  connec- 
tion with  the  management  and  control 
of  the  prisons  of  the  Colony,  in  which 
Mr.  M*Leod  accused  Mr,  Gore  of  im- 
morality in  connection  with  the  female 
prisoners,  and  of  gross  abuse  of  his 
position  as  Lieutenant  Governor;  if  it  is 
a  fact  that  all  iuquiry  into  those  charges 
was  refused,  and  that  Mr,  M*Leod  was 
compelled  by  the  Colonial  Office  to 
withdraw  the  charges  he  had  made ;  if 


it  is  intended  to  hold  any  independent 
inquiry  into  the  trutli  or  otherwise  of 
Mr.  M'Leod's  charges;  and,  whether  the 
Sectretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  re- 
ceutly  declared  in  the  House  of  Lords 
that  the  West  Indian  prisons  required 
the  strictest  supervision  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY":  The 
charge  made  against  Mr.  Gore  by  Mr. 
M'Leod  was  addressed,  not  to  the  Se- 
cretary of  ttate,  but  to  the  Governor- 
in  Chief  of  the  AVindward  Islands,  and 
was  that  Lieutenant  Governor  Gore  had 
curtailed  Mr.  M*Leod*8  rightful  powers 
as  head  of  the  gaol,  and  sought  to  deny 
him  a  vuice  in  the  management  of  the 
Kingstown  Prison  ;  but  there  was  no 
reference  to  any  immoral  condu<^t.  The 
statement  in  the  House  of  Lords  referred 
to  in  the  Question  was  made  by  the  Earl 
of  Carnarvon,  and  it  nvas  one  with  which 
everybody  would  agree. 

Ma.  HEALY  :  Although  it  is  an  ad- 
mitted fact  that  the  West  Indian  prisons 
require  supervision,  nothing  at  all  is  to 
be  done. 

Mii.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  It  is  a  fact 
that  they  require  supervision,  and  also 
that  they  receive  it. 

Mr.  HEALY:  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  I  shall  draw  attention  to  this 
matter,  and  to  the  conduct  of  the  hon. 
Member,  on  Keport» 

PREVENTION  OF  CRIME  (IRELAND) iLOT» 
1882  — PROOLAJJIED  MEETING  AT 
CRANAGH,  CO,  WICKLOW. 

Me.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  Mr.  Soli- 
citor  General  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is 
not  the  fact  that  the  County  of  Wicklow 
is  and  has  all  along  been  in  a  state  of 
tranquillity;  and,  whether  he  can  state 
upon  what  grounds  a  public  meeting, 
proposed  to  be  held  at  Oranagh  on  the 
5th  instant,  at  which  the  senior  Member 
was  to  address  his  Constituents,  was 
suppressed  ? 

TuE  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  :  The  county 
of  Wicklow  is,  and  has  been,  peaceable. 
Tbo  proposed  meeting  at  Cranagh  was 
proclaimed  because^  being  summoned  to 
cDudemn  land  grabbings,  it  was  an- 
nounced to  be  held  in  the  immediate 
vicinity  of  an  evicted  farm^  which  had 
been  purchased  by  a  man  named  Murphy, 
who  had  been  "Boycotted/'  and  as  re- 
gards whom  pergonal  danger  was  ap- 
prehended if  the  meeting  took  plact 
there. 
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AFRICA  (SOUTH)  —  BECHUANALAXD  — 
MURDER  OF  MR.  BETHELL. 

Mr,  A8I1  MEAD-BART  LETT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  tlie 
Colonies,  If  he  could  state  what  is  the 
date  of  the  murder  bj  tlie  Boers  of  Air. 
Bethell,  Chief  of  tliG  Frontier  Police  ; 
what  are  the  datef*  of  the  first  official 
Despatch  Bent  from  the  Govemuient  to 
inquire  into  the  circumstances  of  Mr. 
BfttheU's  murder,  and  of  the  official 
replj,  and  of  the  couaequent  instruc- 
tions to  Sir  Herculee  Eoblnson  referred 
to  on  Monday;  and,  whether  Mn 
Bethell  waa  killed  while  endeavouring 
to  €ave  from  the  Bo  era  Mont9ioa»  the 
Beehuaua  chief  who  protected  British 
subjects  during  the  Transvaal  War,  and 
whose  territories  were  guaranteed  by 
the  Conventions  of  1881  and  1884? 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY  asked,  At 
what  date  the  first  request  was  de- 
spatched from  home  for  in  formation 
csonceroing'  the  murder  of  Mr.  G.  Bethelb 
which  took  place  on  July  3  let,  and  which 
was  reported  in  the  Englisli  newspapers 
in  the  second  week  in  August ;  and, 
whether  such  request  was  telegraphic  ? 

Mh.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  r  In  answer 
to  those  parts  of  these  Questions  which 
are  not  ratlier  matter  for  debate  than 
for  Question  time,  I  may  say  that  Mr. 
Bethell  was  killed  on  the  Slstof  July 
last.  The  first  intimation  we  received 
that  there  had  been  any  foul  play  in 
connection  with  his  death  was  in  a  letter 
we  received  from  his  brother  on  the  22nd 
of  August.  On  the  25th  of  August  we 
received  a  communication  from  Sir  Her- 
cules Robinson,  not  alluding  to  Mr. 
Bet  heir  8  death,  but  in  which  he  stated 
that  Mr.  BethelPa  appointment  as  Com- 
mandant of  Police  had  been  disapproved 
by  him,  and  that  he  told  Major  Lowe  he 
could  not  approve  of  it.  Having  re- 
ceived that  letter  from  Mr,  Bethel Fs 
brother  on  the  22nd  of  August,  wo  sent, 
on  the  26th,  a  despateh  to  Sir  Hercules 
Robinson^  asking  him  to  ascertain  the 
truth  and  give  ail  particulars  ;  and  we 
received  his  reply  to  that  despatch,  en- 
closing Mr.  Wright*8  account,  on  the 
23rd  of  October,  and  on  the  27th  we 
Bent  oflf  the  telegram  I  referred  to  yester- 
day. The  important  point  to  bear  in 
mind  is,  that  it  is  only  by  Mr.  Wright's 
communications  that  we  learnt  that  the 
names  of  those  who  committed  the  mur- 
der are  known,  and  that  there  is  a  Na- 
tive witness  who  saw  and  can  identify 
the  men.     Although  on  this  occasion  I 


must  ask  the  House  to  take  my  word 

I  for  it,   in  justice    to   the    Secretary   of 

I  State   I  must  say  that  he  came  to  the 

,  determioation,    in   reply,    to   send   that 

telegram  on  Friday  last,  and  it  was  in 

no  wise  in  consequence  of  the  Questions 

which  were  put  down  that  that  telegram 

W8S  sent. 

Sra  MICHAEL  IUCK8-BK\CH : 
May  I  ask  if  Her  Ma jesty^s  Government 
received  the  intelligence  of  the  death  of 
Mr.  Bethell  by  telegram  ;  and,  if  so,  on 
what  date  ? 

Mk.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  :  We  re- 
ceivod  the  account  of  Mi\  Bethell 
death  by  telegram  on  the  8th  of  August, 
and  we  immediately  telegraphed  out  at 
once  to  see  what  Mr.  Bethell  it  was.  It 
merely  stated  the  death. 

Mr.  W.  E.  EORSTER:  May  I  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  another  Question? 
Two  gentlemen  were  sent  from  Cap 
Town  into  Bechu  anal  and  in  an  officii 
position— Mr.  Rhodes  and  Mr.  Bo  wen, 
who  was  Secretary  to  Sir  Hercules  Ro- 
binson. They  were  not,  I  understand, 
far  off  at  the  time  of  the  occun'once. 
Has  no  Repr^rt  been  received  from  them  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  My  right 
hon.  Friend  is  incorrect.  They  were  a 
long  way  off,  in  Stellaland,  and  knew 
nothing  at  all  about  it.  Mr,  Rhodes 
went  up  afterwards.  He  arrived  on  the 
26th  of  Augiiat  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Monlsioa's  country  ;  but  he  was  not 
within  several  hundred  miles  of  tlie 
place  when  the  murder  took  place. 

Mb.  CREYKE  asked  whether  it  w 
not  the  fact  that  in  consequence  of  the 
publicity  given  to  this  matter  in  the 
Press  by  the  brother  and  relations  of 
Mr.  Bethell,  the  Colonial  Office  took 
some  steps ;  and  whether  they  might 
not  infer  that  had  it  not  been  for  the 
agitation  by  the  relatives  of  the  mur- 
dered officer,  the  Government  would  have 
passed  the  matter  over  in  silence  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  I  can 
have  no  control  over  hon.  Members'  in- 
ferences, but  the  facts  of  the  case  ar^ 
!  these.  The  first  statement  we  receiv 
was  on  the  22nd  August,  in  a  lettef 
from  Mr.  Bethell*s  brother.  In  conse* 
quence  of  that  the  Colonial  Office  sent 
out  to  make  inquiries.  Most  undoubtedly 
the  Colonial  Office  were  as  anxious  as 
anybody  to  bring  the  murderers  to 
justice  ;  and  I  can  assure  my  hon. 
Friend  that  he  is  quite  wrong  in  think- 
ing that  we  required  any  stimulus  in 
taking  miiQU  m  tho  matter* 
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Mr.  8TUAET  WORTLEY  asked 
whether  on  the  8th  of  Aiigii'^t,  as  tho 
hon.  Gentleman  said  whoa  the  iiriiit  tele- 
grtum.  arrived  announcing  Mr.  Beth  ell's 
death,  it  was  known  at  the  Colonial 
OflSce  that  Mr,  Bethell  was  in  the  em- 
ployment of  the  Kng^lish  Governmont  ? 

Mh.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  Yes;  it 
was  known  th^t  Mr.  Mackenzie  had  ap- 
pctinted  him  temporanly,  but  we  did 
not  know  exactly  whether  ho  had  as- 
sumed office^  and  vr*}  did  not  know  whe- 
ther there  were  any  police  to  command. 
I  am  not  quite  certain  whether  we  knew 
at  that  time  or  not  that  Sir  Hercules 
Kobinson  had  refused  to  ratify  it ;  but 
certainly  wc^  did  know  that  he  had  been 
appointed  by  Mr.  Mackeuzm. 

Ma,  STUART  WORTLEY:  Did  Sir 
Hercules  Robinson  refuse,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  to  ratify  it? 

Mr,  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  Yes. 

Mr.  CREYKE  :  May  I  ask  why,  if 
the  fact^  were  perfectly  well  known  on 
ihi^  11th  or  12th  of  August,  the  Colonial 
Office  waited  for  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Betheirs  brother  before  taking  any 
steps  ? 

Mb,  EVEI^YN  ASHLEY  said,  Iw 
zeally  must  dispute  what  tlio  hon.  Gen* 
ileman  had  stated.  The  niiitter  was  not 
well  known  in  England.  He  believed 
the  first  mention  of  any  foul  play  iu  coa- 
neetion  with  the  death  of  Mr»  Bethell 
was  on  the  1 9th  of  August.  He  thought 
that  was  the  first  date  on  which  there 
was  any  mention  in  this  country  of  any 
murder  having  been  committed, 

AFRICA  (80UTH)-C0NVENTI0NS  OF 

I8aU4-MONTSIOA, 
Mr.  ASKMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether,  after  Mr.  Betheirs 
murder,  the  Transvaal  Government 
forced  Montsioa  to  submit  to  their 
authority ;  what  is  the  position  of 
Montsioa  now ;  and,  how  much  territory 
and  how  many  of  his  Inbesmen  Mont- 
sioa has  lost  in  consequence  of  his 
loyalty  to  Great  Britain  in  1881  and 
since  ? 

Mk.  EVELYN  ASHLEY ;  It  is  diffi^ 
cult  to  answer  that  Question.  ['*  Hear, 
hear!**]  What  I  mean  is  this — it  is 
difficult  to  answer  in  a  few  words.  The 
complete  Papers  will  be  in  the  hands 
of  Members  in  a  very  short  time.  The 
exact  position  of  Montsioa  now  I  cannot 
say  without  making  a  speech.    If  the 


hon.  Member  asks  me  to  make  a  speech^ 
I  will  do  so.  It  19  impossible  for  me 
to  give  the  figures  in  reply  to  the  third 
Question. 

Siu  MICHAEL  HIOKS^  BEACH: 
I  think  I  can  answer  the  last  part  of  the 
Question.  I  observe  it  is  stated,  with 
some  apparent  authority,  in  the  public 
Press  that  Montsioa's  territory  is  now 
confined  to  10  farms,  What  I  want  to 
ask  is,  when  Papers  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  replied,  that 
he  was  urging  the  printf^rfi  forward. 
One  batch  of  Papers  had  been,  he  be- 
lieved,  delivered  that  day,  and  th© 
other  batch  would  be  in  the  hands  of 
Member.^  on  Friday  or  Saturday. 

Mr.  ASHMl^AD- BART  LETT  gave 
Notice  that,  on  that  day  fortnight,  in 
order  to  givo  the  hon.  Gentleman  time  to 
obtain  the  information,  he  would  ask, 
Whether  it  was  not  the  fact  that  the 
boundaries  of  Montsioa's  territory  be- 
tween his  own  lands  and  those  of  the 
Boers  were  fixed  by  the  Conventions  of 
1881  and  1884;  and,  whether  he  could 
tell  the  House  how  many  of  the  tribes 
had  Mnce  perishod  by  the  hostile  action 
of  the  Boers  ? 

FRANCE  AND  UHIXA— H0STILITIE8^ 
BLOCKADE  OF  FORMOS.V. 
Ma.  J.  G.  HUBB.IRD  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  Government  are 
aware  that,  as  reported  in  The  Timn  of 
27th  October— 

**  The  blockade  of  the  we^  coast  of  the  lahind 
of  Formosa  began  on  the  23rd  inst.  and  that 
no  veaaela  are  allowed  to  eudmrk  or  disombark 
at  the  Island,  which  ia  completely  isolated ;  " 

whether  this  blockade  by  France  of 
ports  belonging  to  a  Power  with  which 
she  is  not  at  open  war  is  consistent  with 
International  Law  J  whether  Prance  has, 
under  the  circumstances,  any  right  to 
prevent  English  vessels  from  entering 
the  ports  of  the  Island  ;  and^  what  mea- 
sures the  Government  propose  in  order 
to  obtain  for  English  commerce  the  com- 
pensation due  for  damages  accruing  from 
the  interruption  to  which  it  is  subjected? 
Mk.  ASHMEAD  -  BARTLETT  also 
asked,  Whether  British  merchant  ships 
hav»*  been  stopped  and  overhauled  by 
French  men-of-war  otf  the  Chinese  coast ; 
whether  the  French  have  declared  a 
blockade  of  Formosa  ;  and,  whether  the 
French  Republie  has  declared  war  upon 
China;  and,  if  not,  whether  Her  Ma- 
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jestj's  Ministers  wiU  direct  the  British 
Admiral  in  command  of  the  Ohina  Sta- 
tion to  take  steps  to  stop  these  piratical 
proceedings  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE: 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  on  the  23rd 
instant,  received  from  the  French  Go- 
vernment a  formal  notice  of  blockade  of 
the  ports  of  Formosa,  and  the  notice  was 
inserted  in  The  Gazette  of  the  24th 
instant.  France  has  undoubtedly  the 
right  to  blockade  those  ports,  and  the 
notification  of  blockade  might  be  taken 
by  neutral  Powers  as  a  notification  of  a 
state  of  war.  France  has,  in  the  cir- 
cumstances, all  the  rights  of  war,  in- 
cluding the  right  to  prevent  access  to 
the  blockaded  ports,  incident  to  a  belli- 
gerent blockade  if  she  desired  to  exer- 
cise them;  but  in  the  absence  of  a 
formal  declaration  of  war,  either  by 
France  or  China,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  thought  it  necessary  to  com- 
municate with  the  French  Government 
on  the  subject,  in  order  to  remove  all 
doubt  as  to  the  position  of  neutrals' 
shipping,  and  I  am  unable  to  make  any 
further  statement  pending  the  result  of 
that  communication.  Before  the  noti- 
fication of  blockade  three  British  vessels 
were  boarded  off  Tamsui ;  and  upon 
representations  being  made  to  the  French 
Government  on  the  subject,  it  was  ad- 
mitted that  the  proceeding  was  irregu- 
lar, by  reason  of  a  regular  blockade  not 
having  been  established.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  be  prepared  to  make 
any  claim  for  damages  which  can  pro- 
perly be  supported  by  International  Law  ; 
but  up  to  the  present  time  no  such  claim 
has  been  preferred.  In  regard  to  the 
last  paragraph  of  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett),  I  can  only  express  my  regret 
that  he  should  have  used  expressions  in 
this  House  offensive  to  a  friendly  nation. 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question  by  Mr. 
J.  G.  Hubbard, 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE 
said,  that  he  coidd  not  undertake,  with- 
out permission  from  the  Secretary  of 
State,  to  lay  any  Papers  on  the  Table. 
He  might  mention,  however,  that  cer- 
tain Papers  relating  to  recents  events  in 
China  were  about  to  be  laid;  but  he 
could  not  give  any  particulars  with  re- 
gard to  them. 

Me.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  gave 
Notice  that  he  would  ask  the  noble  Lord 

Mr,  Aehmead'Bartlett 


on  Thursday  whether  the  examination 
of  neutral  merchant  ships  without  a  de- 
claration of  war  did  not  constitute  an 
act  of  piracy  ? 

Mr.  WAETON  asked  whether  the 
Government  had  taken  any  pains  to  find 
out  the  actual  number  of  French  ships, 
with  the  view  of  ascertaining  whether 
the  blockade  was  an  effective  one,  or 
merely  a  paper  one? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE:  I 
do  not  know,  Sir. 

ASIA  (CENTRAL)— BRITISH  CONSULATE 
AT  KASHGAR. 

Mr.  ECROYD  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  been  directed  to  the 
desirability,  in  the  interests  of  British 
commerce,  of  establishing  a  Oonsul  at 
Kashgar  ? 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE: 
This  question  has  been  under  the  con- 
sideration of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment; and  it  has  been  decided,  after 
communication  with  the  India  Office, 
that  the  amount  of  British  trade  at 
Kashgar  was  not  as  yet  sufficient  to 
warrant  the  establishment  of  a  Oonsul 
there.  If  the  hon.  Member  has  any 
facts  which  he  wishes  to  bring  to  the 
notice  of  the  Foreign  Office,  every  atten* 
tion  will  be  given  to  them. 

AFRICA  (SOUTH)  —  BECHUANALAND— 
SIR  CHARLES  WARREN'S 
EXPEDITION. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  he  can  giro  any 
information  to  the  House  as  to  the  scale 
of  the  Military  expedition  which  is  to 
accompany  Sir  Charles  Warren  from 
England  to  Bechuanaland  ;  what  is  the 
number  of  the  English  Force  now  in 
South  Africa;  and,  whether  General 
Warren  will  be  placed  under  the  orders 
of  the  Governor,  Sir  Hercules  Eobinson, 
or  hold  an  independent  position  in  South 
Africa  similar  to  that  conferred  on 
General  Gordon  in  Central  Africa  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  It  is  not 
yet  possible  to  give  the  House  any  de- 
tailed information  on  the  subject.  The 
War  Office  are  in  close  communication 
with  Sir  Charles  Warren  and  with  our 
officers  in  South  Africa  as  to  the  scale 
and  nature  of  the  military  forces,  and 
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preparations  that  may  be  necessary.  The 
strength  of  the  regular  British  troops  in 
South  Africa  is  about  4,000.  Sir  Charles 
Warrea  will,  of  courae,  be  under  the 
orders  of  Sir  Hercules  Robinson,  as  High 
Comtuisdoner  for  South  Africa, 

Mr,  STiVNLEY  LEIGHTON :  Do  I 
understand  that  an  expedition  will  be 
sent  iTom  Enj^land  ? 

Ma,  EVEI.YN  ASHLEY r  No;  I 
do  not  8  ay  so. 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTERr  May  I  ask 
whether  we  may  consider  that  Sir  Charles 
Warren  is  going  out  to  South  Africa  ? 

Mr,  EVELYN  ASHLEY  :  Yes,  Sir; 
I  think  the  House  may  coosider  that  as 
settled 

Mr,  STANLEY  LEIGHTON :  When 
ehttll  wo  know  ?  Sir  Charles  Warren 
is,  I  understand,  still  in  England ;  and 
what  we  here  wish  to  know  is  whether 
the  preparations  have  been  settled  ? 

Ma.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  r  That 
Question  ought  to  be  addressed  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  :  Would 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  kindly 
answer  that  Question  ? 

TuE  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
I  cannot  state  for  two  or  thn?e  days 
when  the  necessary  preparations  will  be 
completed. 

Me,  STANLEY  LEIGHTON:  Will 
a  Supplemental  Estimate  be  asked  for  ? 

[No  reply,] 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— OVER- 

PRESSURE    m    BOARD     SCHOOLS— BR. 

CRICHTON  BROWNE'S  REPORT. 

Mr.^  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Com  mitt  eo 
of  Council,  Whether  instructions  were 
given  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Education 
Department  to  Mr,  Fitch,  one  of  tbu 
permanent  officials  of  the  Department, 
to  prepare  an  answer  to  Dr.  Ci'ichton 
Browne's  Report^  after  roference  had 
been  made  to  that  Report  in  this 
House  ? 

Mtt.  MUNDELLA  :  Imuiedialely  on 
receipt  of  Dr.  Cricliton  Browne's  state- 
ment it  was  seut  to  Mr.  Fitch  for  perusal. 
Mr.  Fit  eh  communicated  to  me  his  dis- 
sent from  Dr.  Browne^s  conclusions,  and 
bis  dissatisfaction  with  the  method^i 
wliich  Dr,  Browne  employed;  but  he 
was  not  requested  to  make  any  official 
Heport  until  the  document  was  made 
public  by  being  laid  on  the  Table  of 
tliiti  House, 


Mr,  STANLEY  LEIGHTON :  Is  it 
the  fact  that  Mr.  Fitch  is  the  gentleman 
who  had  the  }>rLncipil  hand  in  di'afting 
the  New  Code  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  He  had  not  the 
principal  hand  in  drafting  the  Code.  He 
was  one  of  a  Committee  of  nine  or  ten 
gentlemen  employed  on  that  Code. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)  —  PEN- 
SIONS  ^  SERGEANT  INSTRUCTOE 
LYNE. 

Viscount  LEWISHAM  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If, 
in  accordance  with  his  promise  of  8tli 
May  1B84,  he  has  submitted  the  case  of 
Sergeant  Inatructor  Lyne  to  the  Admi- 
ralty ;  if  he  is  aware  that  Sergeant  In- 
structor Lyne  has  not  received  the  addi- 
tional pension  to  which  he  is  entitled ; 
and,  what  is  the  reason  of  this  delay  ? 

Tjie  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
Yes,  Sir ;  the  case  of  this  Sergeant  In- 
structor was  submitted  to  the  Adiniralty. 
I  am  informed  from  that  Office  that  the 
increase  of  pension  will  be  made  as  soon 
as  the  necessary  Order  in  Council  has 
been  obtained.  I  am  also  informed  by 
that  Department  that  many  points  have 
arisen  in  connection  with  the  award  of 
pensions  to  non-commissioned  officers  in 
Marines  serving  in  the  Auxiliary  Forces, 
Those  points  are  in  course  of  settlement, 
and  an  Order  in  Council  will  be  ob- 
tained to  sanction  extra  pensions  being 
allowed, 

PORTUGAL— QUARANTINE  AT 
MADEIRA. 

Mr.  CREYKE  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
has  recently  received  reports  from  Ma- 
deira as  to  the  quarantine  regulations 
of  the  Portuguese  Government  involving 
loss  of  life  to  British  eeamen»  especially 
with  reference  to  the  cases  of  the  8,8» 
Pleiny  and  the  barque  Vahita :  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government,  in 
the  event  of  the  Portuguese  Government 
declining  to  abolish  altogether  the  vexa- 
tious and  absurd  restrictions  placed  on 
ves^sels  direct  from  English  ports,  will 
impress  ujyon  the  Government  of  Portu- 
gal the  necessity  of  at  once  opening 
the  existing  excellent  lazaretto  at  Ma- 
deira ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE  : 
Her  Majesty's  Consul  at  Madeira  has 
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furnisbed  Uoports  on  tlie  caaes  to  which 
the  hon*  Member  refers.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  regret  that,  notwithstanding 
the  strongest  renionatranees,  the  Portu- 
guese and  other  Governments  continue 
to  maintain  a  stringent  quarantino  eys- 
tenx ;  but  attention  will  at  once  be  called 
to  the  importance  of  opening  the  laza- 
retto at  Madeira. 

AFRICA  (80UTH)— BASUTOLAND— THE 
POLICE  FORCE. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
Biee,  What  is  the  number  of  the  Police 
Force  which  has  been  put  uiidf2r  the 
orders  of  Colon ol  Clarke  to  enable  him 
to  carry  out  the  instructiens  given  him 
by  Lord  Derby,  in  his  Despatch  of 
January  2.5th  1884,  appointing  him 
Besident  Commiaaioner  in  Basutoland» 
and  instructing  him  to  protect  life  and 
property,  and  to  maintain  order  on  the 
tsorder ;  what  is  the  area  of  Basutuland  ; 
what  is  the  length  of  the  border  line 
between  Basutoland  and  the  Orange 
Free  State;  and,  whether  any  repre- 
sentation a  have  been  made  by  the  Oo- 
vernment  of  the  Orange  Free  State  with 
reference  to  the  Force  needed  to  main- 
tain  order  on  the  borderi  in  fulfilment 
of  the  terms  of  the  Treaty  of  Alinal 
North  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  Af^HLEY :  The  police 
force  in  Basutoland,  undor  Colonel 
Clarke,  consists  of  13  officers — of  whom 
four  are  Natives — and  146  men.  The 
area  of  Bnsutoland  is  10,293  square 
miles,  and  the  length  of  the  Border  line 
between  Basutoland  and  the  Orange 
Free  State  ia,  I  belit've,  about  200  mileH. 
It  is  a  fact  that  Sir  John  Brand  in  loMt 
July  represented  that,  in  his  opinion, 
Colonel  Clarke's  force  was  insufficient ; 
but  I  may  remind  my  right  hon.  Friend 
that  this  was  at  a  moment  when  there 
was  an  abnormal  excitement  and  dis- 
turbance connected  with  the  attack  of 
Moroka  on  Sepinare,  within  the  borders 
of  the  Free  State,  and  since  this  is  ovor 
complaints  have  subsided.  I  may  add 
that  Colonel  Clarke  did  not  share  the 
opinion  of  Sir  John  Brand,  and  has  not 
asked  for  more  police  than  the  number 
granted  to  him. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  asked  w^bether 
this  force  had  been  under  Colonel 
darkens  orders  fur  some  time  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY;  Yes,  Sir; 
from  the  time  he  went  to  Basutoland. 

Lwd  Mdmond  Fihmaurice 


POST  OFFfCE-lLUL  SERVICE  TO  TUE 
WEST  OF  IREL^ViCD—THE  MIDLAND 
GREAT  WESTERN  R^iTLWAY  COH- 
PANY. 

Mr.  O'CONNOB  POWER  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  If  he  can  inform 
the  House  of  the  nature  of  any  proposals 
which  have  passed  between  the  Post  Office 
and  the  Midland  Great  Western  Railway 
Company,  with  a  view  to  the  accelera- 
tion of  the  raaih  to  the  west  of  Ireland  ; 
and»  whether  steps  will  be  taken  to 
secure  that  the  mails  to  and  from  the 
county  of  ilayo  shall  be  accelerated  in  the 
same  manner  and  on  the  same  terms  as 
those  agreed  to  recently  in  respect  of  the 
mails  in  other  parts  of  Ireland  ? 

Ma.  FAWCETT:  In  the  first  instance 
ail  inquiry  was  made,  with  the  object  of 
ascertaining  whether  it  would  bo  pos- 
sihle  t'>  secure  an  acceleration  by  making 
the  existing  train  start  at  an  earlier 
hour  and  travel  at  a  faster  rate ;  but, 
on  the  Railway  Company  assuring  u« 
that  this  is  impracticable,  I  am  now 
considering  whether  circumstances  would 
justify  the  running  of  another  train. 
If  any  acceleration  should  be  secured,  I 
can  assure  my  hon.  Friend  that  Mayo 
would  i>articipate  in  it, 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)— 
Mlt.  J.  H.  COX. 
Mr.  JUSTIN  HUNTLY  MOARTHY 
asked  ^fr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
If  he  will  state  the  reasons  for  issuing 
the  following  •*  confidential  communica- 
tion 'Mo  District  Constabulary  Inspectors 
in  Ireland : — 

•'Jo.sep}i  R.  Cox,  Midlimd  Diviidon,  CVtmo 
Diipurlmetit,  MuUingur.  24Ui  June  1884.  Mr. 
♦lenkinaon  wiahojg  to  have  the  movements  of  the 
ahove-named  watched,  noted  everywhere.  An- 
nexed is  his  description.  By  Order  (signed), 
il.  Jacques,  D.I.C.8,  Jo.'ieph  It.  Cox,  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Mayor,  DubHn^  97t  Stephen's 
iti-^jon,  DubUn,  live  feet  Ion  inches,  thirty- 
threo  years*  rather  atout,  mmdy  hair,  rpguUr 
nose  and  mouth,  fair  consplexion,  round  viaa^e, 
email  whiakers  under  oara ;  native  of  Kilmor^, 
county  Roscommon,  wears  glasses,  dreeaes  well, 
wears  a  silk  bat ;  was  arrested  under  Poac« 
Preservation  Act.  Ho  was  an  organiser  of  the 
late  Land  League,  Ilia  principal  associates  aro 
leading  Nationaligta  ?  " 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  :  I  stated 
yesterday,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, that  the  communication  referred  to 
was  issued  in  misappreheneion  to  tlia 
County  Inspector  in  one  Division.     It  la 
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>t  usual,  and  it  would  be  detrimental 
to  the  interests  of  the  Public  Service,  to 
state  the  reasons  for  issuinp^  confidential 
coniinuni cations  to  County  Inspectors.  I 
must,  therefore,  in  this  instance,  respect- 
fully decline  to  state  them. 

INLAND  NATIGATTON  AND  DRAINAGE 
(IRELAND)  —  DRAINAGE  WORKS  ON 
THE  BARROW. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOU  asked 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  Mr.  Fitzgerald  has  yet  com- 

Ideted  his  survey  and  valuation  of  the 
atida  to  be  relieved  by  the  contemplated 
drainage  works  of  the  Barrow ;  whether 
he  can  state  the  estimated  expense  of 
the  works  to  be  executed  on  the  main 
itreara  ;  and,  bow  soon  the  final  lieport 
of  Mr.  Manning  the  Engineer  may  be 
expected  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  I  am  very  sorry  to 
Bay  that  in  spite  of  all  our  efforts  we  cannot 
get  Mr.  Fitzgerald  to  report,  and  Mr. 
Manning's  final  Report  must  follow  on 
liis.  The  provisional  Estimate  for  works 
OQ  the  main  river  only  is  about 
£300,000.  In  view  of  the  delay  on  the 
part  of  the  valuator  the  Treasury  com- 
municated with  the  Irish  Government 
last  week  as  to  the  expediency  of  ap- 
pointing at  once  a  Committee  to  con- 
sider what  could  be  done  with  the  ma- 
terials in  our  hand.  I  have  heard  to-day 
by  telegraph  from  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
that  he  agreed  to  the  proposition. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE— THE  SHIP- 
BUILDING TRADE, 

Mr.  mac  IYER  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  following  paragraph, 
which  appeared  in  The  Glasgow  Jler&ld 
of  last  Saturday,  viz. : — 

**  State  of  Trade— Gliiigow,  8hipl)uild;ng 
still  depressed,  .  ,  .  ,  A  significant  feature  of 
the  depte«aion  is  a  movement  on  the  purt  of 
the  oi>erative»  to  procure  employment  on  the 
CoDtinent.  Shipbuilding  in  France  ia  reported 
to  be  on  the  increase ;  '* 

and»  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  in  possession  of  any  informa- 
tion which  leads  them  to  doubt  the 
accuracy  of  this  statement  ? 

Mii,  CHAMBERLAIN;  My  riglit 
hon.  Friend  has  asked  mo  to  answer  this 
QuestioHi  and  I  will  do  so  to  the  best 
of  my  ability.  I  am  not  certain  whe- 
ther the  paragraph  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  calls   attention   refers  to   any 
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movement  of  operatives  from  Glasgow. 
If  so,  I  have  no  information  whatever 
on  the  subject  j  but  I  have  heard  of  a 
movement  of  operatives  from  the  North- 
Eaat  Coast,  where  the  depresiiion  in  ship- 
building is  very  great  indeed ;  and  I 
have  learned  that  some  few  men — I  be- 
lieve no  considerable  number  —  have 
found  employment  in  the  shipbuilding 
yards  in  France,  chiefly  in  connection,  I 
believe,  with  the  repairs  which  are 
going  on  upon  French  vessels,  I  may. 
perhaps,  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  French  Bounty  Law  provided 
that  ships  might  bo  built  abroad  up  to 
a  certain  time,  but  that  they  were  to  bo 
repaired  in  French  ports;  and  the  effect 
of  that  has  been  to  increase  the  pressure 
of  the  depression  in  this  way — that,  in 
the  first  place,  it  created  an  exceptional 
demand  for  ships  in  this  country,  and 
led  to  the  employment  of  a  large  num- 
ber of  persons  who  might  not  otherwise 
have  been  employed.  When  the  arti* 
ficial  demand  ceased,  the  depression,  of 
course,  was  increased  proportionately, 
and  at  the  same  time  there  has  been  an 
artificial  demand  for  labour  created  in 
France  by  the  repairs  which  have  be- 
come necessary  on  the  bo  ships. 

Mr.  MAG  IVER :  Ferhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me  to  thank 
him  for  his  reply,  but^  at  the  same  time, 
to  point  out  that  he  has  not  answered 
my  Question y  which  is,  whether  it  is  or 
is  not  true  that  shipbuilding  in  France 
is  reported  to  be  on  the  increase '? 

Mr,  CHAMBEELAIN:  I  have  no 
positive  information — no  late  informa- 
tion— with  regard  to  the  question  of 
shipbuilding  in  France  ;  but,  as  far  as  I 
know,  there  is  no  considerable  increase. 

NATIONAL    EDUCATION    (IRELAND)  — 
INCREASED  GRANT  TO  CONYENT 

SCHOOLS, 
Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  the  Go- 
vernment are  now  in  a  position  to  state 
what  is  the  echeme  for  increased  emolu- 
ments to  the  Convent  National  St.'hools, 
in  Ireland,  as  promised  last  Session  by 
the  Member  for  Hawick  Burghs  ? 

The  80LICIT0R  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker):  On  the  I8th 
July  last  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  late 
Chief  Secretary  stated  that  this  matter 
was  undtr  consideration^  and  would  be 
dealt  with  before  the  Estimates  for  the 
coming  year  are  framed.     That  promise 
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is  kept  in  mind ;  but  I  am  not  at  pre- 
sent in  a  position  to  make  any  more 
definite  statement. 

EGYPT  (EVENTS  IN  THE  SOTJDAN)— 
REPORTED  FALL  OF  KHARTOUM. 
Me.  R.  N.  fowler  (LordMayob): 
I  wish  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  has 
received  any  confi.rmation  of  the  rumour 
as  to  the  fall  of  Khartoum  which  ap- 
peared in  the  evening  papers? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
No,  Sir;  no  information  whatever  on 
that  subject  has  been  received  either  at 
the  War  Office  or  at  the  Foreign  Office. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH— ALLEGED  OUT- 
BREAK OF  CHOLERA  IN  NORMANDY. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Gbvernment  Board,  Whether  any  steps 
have  been  taken  to  ascertain  the  nature 
of  the  disease  which  has  broken  out  at 
Yport,  in  the  North  of  France  ;  and,  if 
that  disease  is  cholera,  what  measures 
had  been  adopted  to  prevent  its  spread- 
ing to  this  country  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Infor- 
mation as  to  the  nature  of  the  outbreak 
has  been  asked  for  by  the  Medical  De- 
partment, and  partial  information  has 
already  been  received.  With  regard  to 
the  steps  taken  to  prevent  the  spread  of 
cholera  to  this  country,  a  most  complete 
examination  of  the  ports  has  been  made 
in  advance  during  the  last  four  months  ; 
and  all  the  regulations  which  were 
formerly  in  force,  and  which  successfully 
prevented  the  last  epidemic  of  cholera 
in  Northern  Europe  from  spreading  to 
this  country,  and  which  probably  have 
been  improved  by  experience,  are  in 
operation  at  the  present  time,  and  have 
been  supplemented  by  the  examination 
of  ports  to  which  I  refer. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND) - 
THE  MAAMTRASNA  MURDERS- 
MR.  JUSTICE  BARRY. 

Mr.  CALLAN  wished  to  ask  the  So- 
licitor General  for  Ireland  a  Question 
of  which  he  had  given  him  private  No- 
tice. It  was,  Whether  the  dying  de- 
clarations of  Patrick  Joyce  and  Patrick 
Casey,  taken  by  Mr.  Brady,  R.M.,  the 
day  but  one  before  the  execution  on  the 
15th  December,  admitting  their  own 
guilt,  but  stating  the  innocence  of  Myles 
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Joyce,  and  refferred  to  in  the  Memoran- 
dum of  Earl  Spencer,  were  submitted  to 
the  consideration  of  Lord  Justice  Barry, 
who  tried  the  prisoners ;  and,  whether 
Lorn  Justice  Barry  was  consulted  in  the 
matter  by  his  Excellency  before  re- 
fusing to  grant  the  inquiry  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker),  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  had  telegraphed  to  Dublin 
immediately  upon  receiving  Notice  of 
the  Question;  but  he  feared  he  could 
not  answer  it  precisely.  It  appeared 
that  Judge  Barry  certainly  had  the 
papers  before  him  on  the  13th  of  De- 
cember. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON :  Does  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  mean  to  in- 
sinuate that  the  depositions  made  on  the 
1 4th  were  before  Judge  Barry  on  the 
13th? 

[No  reply.] 
NOTICE    OF  AMENDMENT. 


THE  ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  THE 
QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 
Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Having  regard  to  the  statement  of  the 
Prime  Minister  the  other  night  that  the 
Government  repudiate  violence  and  out- 
rage, and  in  order  to  enable  the  House 
to  come  to  a  decision  on  the  matter  at 
issue,  as  well  as  in  justice  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  I  now  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  I  will  move  the  following 
Amendment  to  the  Address  :  — 

'*ADd  we  humbly  assure  Her  Btfajesty  that 
we  regret  to  find  in  recent  speeches  and  actions 
of  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  holding  the 
high  office  of  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
an  incitement  to  interference  with  the  freedom 
of  political  discussion,  and  a  justification  of  riot 
and  disorder.** 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  :  It  would  be 
very  convenient  to  the  House  to  know 
whether  the  noble  Lord  intends  to  bring 
on  his  Amendment  immediately  after 
the  one  under  consideration  has  been 
disposed  of ;  or  whether,  as  is  reported, 
there  is  to  be  a  debate  on  the  Transvaal, 
or  any  other  subject?  Perhaps  the 
noble  Lord  will  be  able  to  inform  us. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  OHUEOHILL: 
I  cannot  tell. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  it 
would  be  convenient  to  the  House  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead  intended 
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to  proceed  witli  his  Amendment  on  the 
Address  imtnediately  after  that  now  be* 
for©  the  House  waa  disposed  of. 

Mh,  mac  IVEB  said,  that  he  intended 
to  move  hia  Amendmeot ;  but  be  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  wouhl  not  think  him 
diacourteoua  if  he  dech'ned  to  state  when. 

ORDER   OF  THE  DAT. 


ADDRESS    IK   ANSWER   TO    HER   MA. 

JESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 
[iJJJOUBPTED  DEBATE.]       [fOUETK  NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques- 
tion [23rd  October,]  *' That,  &c.**—[ See 
page.  69.] 

And  which  AmendmeDt,  as  amended, 
was, 

To  insert  in  the  ninth  paragraph,  after  the 
word  **  UB,'*  the  worda  **  and  this  House  humbly 
aaMir«s  Her  Majesty  that  it  would  ensure  much 
greater  confidenct?  in  the  adininistnition  of  the 
Law  in  Ireland  if  a  full  and  public  inquiry  were 
granted  into  the  execution  of  Myles  Joyea  and 
the  continued  incarceration  of  Patrick  Joyce. 
Thomas  Joyce,  Martin  Joyce,  and  John  Casey." 
— {Mr,  Burtintjtdii,) 

Question  again  proposed,'^  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 
Debate  remmid, 

AMENDMENT  (MU.  HARRINOTON)- 
THE  MAAMTUASXA  MURDERS- 
CONVICTION  OF  MYLES  JOYCE 
AND  OTHERS, 

Ma,  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
was  glad  to  see  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Westmeath  (Mr.  HaiTington) 
had  found  himself  in  a  position  to  adopt 
the  alteration  in  bis  Amendment  sug- 
gested on  the  previous  evening,  for  it 
put  more  clearly,  more  pr»x;isoly  and 
sntjcinctly,  what  the  Iriah  people  mo&t 
particularly  demanded  at  the  present 
moment.  What  they  most  wanted  jubt 
now  was  a  declaration  of  opinion  from 
the  House  aa  to  whether  a  trise  hatl  nut 
been  made  out  for  a  re-investigation  of 
the  eircumBtances  under  which  certain 
men  were  condemned  to  death,  some 
executed,  and  some  imprisoned  for  life. 
They  did  not  want  to  have  these  mur- 
der cases  retried  in  Parliament.  The 
House  had  no  machinery  of  that  hind ; 
but  what  the  House  waa  well  en- 
titled to  ask  waa  whether  an  appeal  of 
the  kind  now  put  forward  for  re*investi- 
gfbtion  by  proper  authorities  and  in  a 
proper  way  had  not  been  made  out,  and 
whether  they  were  not  entitled  to  insist 
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on  that  inquiry  being  held?  Members 
should  be  made  acquainted  with  the 
physical  condition  of  that  part  of  Ire- 
land where  the  murders  took  places  and 
what  the  population  consisted  of.  The 
population  in  the  district  lived  in  almost 
complete  separation  and  isolation  from 
civilization  all  round.  He  happened  to 
be  in  that  part  of  the  country  almost 
immediately  after  the  occurrence  of  these 
murders ;  and,  though  he  made  no 
minute  inspection,  he  obtained  a  toler- 
ably clear  knowledge  of  the  distdot 
Those  even  who  had  seen  a  Bed  Indian 
settlement  or  a  Bedouin  encampment 
could  hardly  have  an  idea  of  the  con- 
dition in  which  the  people  of  the  Joyce 
eoimtry  had  lived.  Local  feelings  of 
spite  and  ill-feeling  grew  and  fostered 
ea-iily  in  such  a  district  amongst  the 
people.  A  quaiTel  once  begun  would 
go  on  there  from  generation  to  genera- 
tion, almost  like  a  Oorsican  vendetta, 
and  that  would  in  a  sense  explain 
the  personal  hatred  that  existed,  and 
even  the  dreadful  fact  that  reckleaa 
charges  were  capable  of  being  made 
against  enemies  who  were  not  believed 
to  be  guilty  of  crime.  He  did  not 
wish  to  arraign  the  finding  of  tho 
jury  or  the  action  of  the  Judge»  Never- 
theless, there  were  some  extraordinary 
features  in  the  case,  lu  their  testimony 
the  three  independent  witnesses  had 
alleged  that  they  had  followed  those  ten 
desperate  murderers  over  three  Irish 
miles  of  broken  country^  and  had  never 
lost  sight  of  them.  Not  one  of  those  ten 
men,  going  as  they  were  to  do  a  des- 
perate deed,  had  ever  looked  round  to 
see  whether  they  were  followed.  Then 
it  was  alleged  that  the  three  men  had 
stood  behind  a  bu&h^  and  that  the 
murderers  had  almost  touched  them. 
Anyone  w*ho  knew  that  pert  of  the 
country  knew  tiiut  the  vegetation  was 
very  scanty,  and  the  busbes  were  all 
very  small.  The  night  was  dark,  and 
yet  thciae  who  swore  to  the  identity  of 
the  accused  represented  tbemselves  as 
being  in  a  position  to  state  positively  to 
their  identity.  Surely  the  verj  im- 
probabilities of  the  case  were  sutOcient 
to  justify  a  re-investigation.  Again,  he 
was  surprised  at  the  careless  way  in 
which  the  Memorandum  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  had  been  made  out.  In  one 
paragraph  it  stated  that  the  evidence  was 
'*  not  merely  circumstantial  evidence." 
Hut  the  whole  of  the  case  had  rested  on 
diri'Lt  evidence  J  and  in  the  ^^\svqt^w- 
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dum,  therefore,  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
seemed  to  bo  mixitig  up  one  kind  of 
evidence  with  another.  What  auawer 
liad  they  received  to  their  request  for  a 
reconsideration  of  the  case  ?  The  G^o- 
vernment  appeared  to  be  exceedingly  un- 
happy in  its  selection  of  Irish  Law 
Officers.  It  appeared  that  they  were 
very  much  exercised  by  the  difficulty 
either  to  get  them  into  the  House  or 
to  get  them  out  of  it ;  and  certainly 
the  statement  of  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  had  not  advanced  the  case 
for  the  Government  very  niucli.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  bad  made 
an  unusually  heated  partizau  speech  on 
the  matter.  The  ex-Chief  Secretary,  it 
was  true,  had  gone  into  the  case  more 
clearly  and  closely.  What  did  the  whole 
sum  of  the  case  as  represented  by  tlie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  amount  to?  It 
was  in  great  part  a  contention  that 
there  was  very  much  evidence  offered 
by  the  Crown,  so  much  that  the  con- 
viction was  warranted.  He  spoke  as 
though  it  was  a  (xuestion  of  weighing 
so  many  witnesses  against  bo  many^  the 
verdict  going  to  that  side  which  had  the 
most;  but  they  claimed  that  if  they 
could  produce  oue  witness  who  ought  to 
be  heard,  and  was  not  heard,  they 
had  established  their  contention,  and 
showed  that  the  case  ought  not  to  be 
considered  entirely  settled  at  the  bar 
of  public  opinion.  Not  a  single  point 
made  by  tlie  hon.  Member  for  West- 
meath  was  disposed  of ;  all  the  most 
important  points  ho  left  exactly  as  he  put 
them,  and  nothing  that  was  said  in 
contradiction  to  the  facts  they  had 
brought  forward  ought  to  change  on 
impartial  public  opinion.  Again,  the 
ex-Oliief  Secretary  attempted  to  work 
on  the  feeliogs^ — he  was  going  to  say  on 
the  passions^of  the  House,  by  his  re- 
fereoce  to  the  agrarian  and  other  out- 
rages that  had  been  committed  in  Ire- 
land, But  he  had  nothing  whatever  to 
say  on  that  central  point  of  the  ease— 
the  depositions  of  the  two  boys — and 
he  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  could  not  help 
expressing  his  great  regret  at  the  man- 
ner in  which  they  had  been  dealt  with, 
at  least  by  one  great  newspaper  which 
influenced  public  opinion  out-of-doors 
and  in  that  House.  When  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westmeath  made  his  speech 
and  put  his  case  before  the  Government, 
his  pamphlet  upon  the  subject  was  in 
the  hands  of  all  persons  who  were  inte- 
rested in  the  facta  it  contained.     Yet 
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the  article  in  Th%  Times  newspaper,  in 
stating  the  case,  left  out  of  it  all  refer- 
ence whatever  to  these  depositions.  How 
could  English  public  opinion  be  properly 
formed  if  such  omissions  were  made  ? 
He  supposed  it  was  done  by  mishap  or 
cnreleesness ;  but  he  asked  the  House, 
how  cotild  English  public  opinion  be 
fairly  formed  on  a  question  like  the 
present  when  one  of  its  most  leading 
organs  could  thus  deal  with  a  part  of  the 
case  so  important  and  so  momentous  ?  He 
was  quite  certain  that  if  similar  condi- 
tions existed  in  connection  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  in  England  an 
inquiry  w^ould  be  promptly  granted. 
The  Home  Secretary  also  made  a  speech 
of  some  weight  and  importance  in  reply 
to  the  case  put  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westmeath.  8ome  part  of  that  speech, 
indeed,  was  not  perfectly  consistent.  It 
was  conceived  apparently  in  the  same 
spirit  as  that  of  an  answer  given  by  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  that 
evening  to  the  effect  that  he  had  already 
answered  a  certain  Question,  ond,  be- 
sides, it  would  be  impossible  to  answer 
such  a  Question  as  that.  Yery  much  in 
the  same  style  was  the  answer  of  the 
Home  Secretary,  He  said — **This  ques- 
tion has  already  been  re-opened,  and, 
besides,  it  would  be  wholly  impoj^slble  to 
re-open  a  question  like  this/*  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  told  them  that  he 
had  himself  thought  over  the  whole 
question,  and  had,  on  his  own  respon- 
sibility, advised  the  Lord  Lieutenant  not 
to  grant  the  sort  of  inquiry  they  desired. 
He  did  not  tell  the  House,  when  he  gave 
this  advice,  that  he  had  any  idea  what- 
ever of  the  exiitenoe  of  the  depositions 
of  those  two  boys  which  were  kept  by  the 
counsel  of  the  Crown  from  the  counsel 
for  the  defence.  Irish  Members  asked 
the  Government  to  do  nothing  unusual  or 
unprecedented.  They  merely  asked  the 
Government  to  do  what  had  been  done  in 
tljt*  case  of  Kilmartin— to  give  an  inde- 
pendent inquiry  into  all  the  old  facts  and 
the  new,  and  say  whether,  on  the  whole, 
thero  was  not  a  case  made  out  sufficient 
to  allow  innocent  men  to  be  set  at 
liberty,  and  to  remove  from  the  family 
of  one  man  who  bad  been  executed  the 
stain  of  guilt  if  he  were  proved  to  be 
innocent.  How  could  the  Government, 
in  face  of  the  support  given  to  this  pro- 
position by  so  many  eminent  English 
lawyers,  refuse  the  appeal  now  made  to 
thorn?  He  made  no  insinuation  or  re- 
flection upon  the  learned  Judge  or  the- 
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jury,  yet  he  felt  compolled  to  say  that 
thera  was  at  that  time  a  genoral  luclLiia- 
tiou  to  eay — **We  must  punish  some- 
one/' That  was  a  most  unfortunate 
feeling  to  get  into  the  public  mind  at  a 
time  of  excitement.  There  waa  a  dis- 
position to  connect  these  murders  in  the 
Joyce  country  with  the  agrarian  dis- 
turbances and  agrarian  crime.  The 
Home  Secretary  pleaded  that  it  was  the 
business  of  counsel  far  the  defence  tu 
have  found  out  and  used  whatever  facts 
and  depositions  were  favourable  to  the 
prisoners.  But,  surely,  whether  coun- 
sel for  the  prisoners  knew  or  used  cer- 
tain facts  or  not,  if  certain  important 
evidence  was  not  presented  to  the  jury, 
there  was  a  case  for  an  inquiry.  It 
did  not  appear  to  htm  that  the  defence 
in  these  cases  was  very  skilfully  con- 
ducted. He  thought  a  little  more  vigi- 
lance on  the  part  of  counsel  for  the  de- 
fence would  have  enabled  them  to  get 
all  the  evidence  that  could  be  brought 
forward  in  favour  of  the  prisoners.  But 
if  that  evidence  had  been  produced  at 
the  trial  it  would  have  influenced  the 
minds  of  the  jury — nay,  it  might  have 
entirely  changed  their  verdict.  Was 
not  that  alone  a  strong  ground  for  in- 
quiry? He  could  not  help  feeling  a 
certain  doubt  as  to  whether  there  was 
not  a  want  of  courage  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  in  not  acceding  to  this 
demand.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment, fearless  of  a  perverted  public 
opinion — fearless  of  the  threats  and  me- 
naces of  any  particular  Colleague ;  fear- 
less of  what  might  be  said  of  them  here 
or  there — to  stand  up  and  say — **We 
do  now  at  last  believe  that  it  has 
been  shown  that  a  mistake  has  been 
oommittod ;  we  are  willing  to  make  that 
admission ;  and  with  that  admission  we 
are  willing  to  grant  a  proper  and  inde- 
pendent inquiry,  and  by  all  the  means 
in  our  power  secure  that  justice  shall 
be  done  to  the  living  and  the  dead/' 

Mb,  GIADiSTONE :  Sir,  I  am  sorry 
to  interpose  in  this  debate,  and  for  many 
reasons  I  should  have  been  glad  if  the 
argument  of  this  case  had  been  left  in 
the  handti  of  those  who,  from  their 
training  and  experience,  are  really  com- 
petent to  conduct  that  argument  with  a 
perfect  balance  of  mind  and  temper,  and 
the  absolute  exclusion  of  all  feeling  that 
might  bias  their  judgmeuti  and  with  the 
capacity  to  weigh  evidence  which  the 
Members  of  this  House  in  general,  and 
which  certaiuly  I  myself  in  particular, 


can  make  no  claim  to  possess.  But, 
although  that  is  the  case,  there  are  two 
considerations  which  lead  me  to  believe 
that  I  should  not  fully  discharge  my 
duty  unless  I  made  some  attempt  to  give 
ray  opinion,  and  the  reasons  for  that 
opinion,  to  the  House,  The  first  of 
these  considerations  is  of  very  great  im- 
portance to  the  question,  which  un- 
doubtedly neither  the  hou.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  nor  anyone  else 
whom  I  have  beard  has,  in  the  slightest 
degree,  exaggerated  when  they  described 
it  in  the  strongest  terms  they  could  com- 
mand;  for  there  can  be  no  graver  occa- 
sion than  when  the  House  of  Commons 
should  he  solicited,  or  feel  itself  inclined, 
not  merely  to  correct  the  oondaot  of 
particular  persons  belonging  to  the 
judicial  body  of  the  country,  but  to  re- 
open a  great  judicial  case  of  criminal 
justice  which  has  been  settled  under 
circumstances  of  peculiar  solemnity,  and, 
as  I  think,  of  peculiar  advantage  for 
arriving  at  the  truth.  I  will  not  say 
that  there  would  be  no  case  where  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  search  for  the  means  for 
attempting  an  operation  of  that  kind ; 
I  only  say  at  present  that  it  is  one  of  the 
gravest  cases  that  can  be  conceived  j  and 
I  will  endeavour  at  least  to  give  this 
practical  proof  of  my  sense  of  its  gravity, 
when  I  shall  seek  to  avoid  all  im- 
putations of  motive,  all  exaggeration 
of  the  case,  all  that  could  give  oflFenco 
in  any  quarter  j  and  if  I  cannot  imi- 
tate the  capacity  of  those  who  pro- 
fessionally investigate  and  conduct  these 
questions,  I  will  endeavour  at  least  ta 
conform  to  that  judicial  temper  which 
they  all  strive  to  maintain-  That  is  my 
first  reason ;  and  my  second  reason  is 
that  I  think  it  due  to  Lord  Bpencer,  who 
holds  a  high  Olfioe,  under  circumstancea 
of  peculiar  anxibty,  with  the  entire  and 
unlimited  confidence  of  his  political  Col- 
leagues, that  I  should  not  shrink  from 
giving  him — I  will  not  say  whatever 
advantage  be  may  derive — but,  at  all 
events,  whatever  conscientious  witnesses 
may  be  brought  in  to  support  him  on 
an  occasion  when  not  merely  his  judg- 
ment has  been  called  in  question,  but 
when  the  eeverest  charges  have  been 
launched  against  him ;  such  charges 
that,  if  they  could  be  proved,  undoubted 
dismissal  from  Ofhce  would  be  no  ade- 
quate notice  of  the  acts  involved  in 
them,  and  nothing  less  than  impeach- 
ment should  follow.     llrM  cheeri.\    L 
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and  the  clothes  and  the  evidence  of  the 
three  witBesses.  It  is  said  that  all  this 
in  the  boya*  depositions  was  withheld 
from  the  knowledge  of  the  prisoners* 
counsel.  The  hon*  Gentleman  opposite 
has  possessed  himself  of  the  brief  of  the 
couneel  for  the  Crown,  Without  making 
an  inquir^^  into  that  matter  I  cannot 
regret  that  he  has  got  the  biiBf,  for  I 
am  very  glad  he  ehonld  know  every- 
thing that  can  be  kaown,  [Mr.  Biggau  : 
Oh,  oh  !]  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  is  maintaining  the  consistency  of 
his  character ;  but  if  he  will  be  kind 
enough  to  shut  his  ears  for  one  moment 
and  allow  me  to  proceed  without  in- 
terruption, I  will  repeat  that  I  am  glad 
the  hon.  Gentleman  should  be  in  possea- 
fiion  of  everything  and  anything  that 
will  assist  him  in  this  investigatioo*  It 
is  said  that  the  final  declaration  of  the 
younger  hoy  was  not  communicated  as  a 
document  to  tbo  Court,  or  to  the  opposite 
counsel ;  but  I  believe,  as  a  fact,  that 
that  final  declaration  did  contain  the 
particulars  which  I  have  mentioned 
about  the  light  clothes,  which  particulars 
were  not  contained  in  the  account  the 
boy  gave  to  the  constable.  The  account 
given  to  the  constable,  however,  did  con- 
tain the  important  faot  about  the  black- 
ened faces — if  the  word  used  signifies 
blackened.  Did  the  counsel  for  the  de- 
fence call,  or  attempt  to  call,  the  hoy  for  j 
the  sake  of  examining  him  upon  that 
matter  ? 

Ma.  HAREmOTON :  The  Crown 
produced  him  ;  hut  he  was  not  allowed 
to  be  sworn  by  theCrown,  because  upon 
his  production  on  the  table  it  was  found 
that  he  was  not  sufficiently  instructed  to 
know  the  nature  of  an  oath. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Yes,  Sir;  bnt 
the  hon.  Gentleman*8  account  does  not 
draw  the  distinctions  which  are  essential 
to  the  truth.  The  case  is  that  the  Crown 
suppressed  this  evidence^  and  the  an- 
swer is  that  the  Crown  placed  the  boy 
upon  the  table  to  be  examined*  The 
Crown  placed  him  upon  the  Table  where 
a  man  is  placed  when  he  is  going  to  be 
examined.  What  more  could  the  Crown 
do? 

Mb.  CALLAN  :  Teach  him  the  nature 
of  an  oath. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman interrupts  me  by  an  exclamation 
which  I  must  call  impertinent— no ;  I 
will  not  say  impertinent.  Even  the  hon. 
Member    for    Longford     (Mr.    Justin 

3£r.  Gladstone 


McCarthy),  in  the  course  of  his  remarks 
to-night,  observed  that  when  he  heard 
the  speech  of  the  Home  Secretary  yester- 
day it  reminded  him  of  an  answer  given 
by  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  today.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman confuses  a  little  the  present,  the 
future,  and  the  past  tenses.  I  am  re- 
minded by  my  right  hon.  Friend  that  it 
was  in  the  power  of  the  counsel  for  the 
defence,  who  had  been  cognizant  of  the 
statements  about  the  bltickened  faces  for 
months  before,  at  any  time  to  have 
called  the  surviving  boy  as  a  witness; 
and  if  he  had  not  been  examined  it 
would  have  been  owing  to  the  discovery 
that  ho  was  not  a  competent  witness  to 
give  evidence  in  Court.  The  Crown 
placed  him  in  a  position  to  be  examined, 
and  that  was  all  they  could  do,  so  far  as 
they  were  concerned.  We  have  this  fact 
before  us,  that  the  counsel  for  the  defence 
did  not  think  it  any  part  of  his  duty  to 
his  clients  to  take  any  step  whatever  to 
promote  the  examination  of  the  boy. 
Such  are  the  grounds  upon  which  it  ia 
attempted  to  disturb  these  remarkable 
verdicts,  and  it  is  an  attempt  to  disturb 
them  in  order  that  there  shall  be  a  full 
public  inquiry.  What  is  this  inquiry  to 
be  ?  What  are  its  possible  forms  ?  Wo 
are  to  begin  by  shutting  out  the  only 
regular  and  Constitutional  form.  The 
Constitution  of  this  country  knows  no- 
thing of  criminal  appeal,  x^^op^^ly  so 
called,  nothing  of  ihe  retrial  of  cases^  as 
was  explained  by  the  Home  Secretary 
last  night.  It  knows  of  the  reference  to 
the  responsible  Minister,  who,  sur- 
rounded by  the  very  best  advisers,  and 
acting  under  the  deepest  sense  of  respon- 
sibility, is  entitled  to  exercise  the  Pre- 
rogative of  mercy.  That  mode  of  opera- 
tion you  begin  by  excluding,  because 
what  you  are  asking  for  is  not  a  further 
investigation  of  the  question  by  the  re- 
sponsiblo  officer  of  the  Queen,  but  it  ia 
a  full  and  public  inquiry,  a  description 
to  which  liis  operation  could  not  corre- 
spond. What  kind  of  a  public  inquiry 
is  it  to  be  ?  Is  it  to  be  a  Committee  of 
this  House  ?  I  remember  a  similar  case 
of  endeavouring  to  overset  the  verdict  of 
a  jury  by  a  Committee  of  this  House, 
It  was  in  the  case,  well  known  at  the 
time,  of  Mr.  Whittle  Harvey.  It  hap- 
pened in  1833  or  1834,  and  I  myself 
sat  upon  that  Committee.  I  voted 
alone  against  the  lieport  of  the  Com- 
mittee, which  attempted  to  overset  the 
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▼erdiet  of  the  jury  in  Mr.  Whittle 
Harvey* 6  case,  Mr,  O'Connell  wa?  Cb air- 
man of  the  Committee,  and  he  conducted 
the  case  with  eoneiiminate  skill  and 
ability.  That  all  but  unanimous  Report 
vos  presented  to  the  House,  and,  power- 
ful as  the  House  is  when  acting  in  its 
own  proper  province,  it  showed  how  im- 
potent is  the  House  when  it  makes  an 
irregular  use  of  its  machinery,  although 
it  was  used  as  well  as  it  could  bo  for  the 
purpose  in  view.  The  Eeport  was  so 
Httle  recognized  by  the  public  opinion  of 
the  country  that  the  Benchers  of  the 
Inns  of  Court,  to  whom  Mr.  AVhittle 
Harvey  had  applied  for  his  admission  to 
the  Bar,  persisted  in  their  refusal,  and 
beat  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  That  was  not  very  promising 
for  inquiry  by  a  Committee  of  the  House, 
and  yet  I  am  by  no  means  sure^  if  there 
was  to  be  an  inquiry  at  all,  whether  that 
would  not  bo  as  good  a  method  as  any 
other.  What  has  been  suggested?  It 
has  been  suggested  that  a  very  eminent 
Judge,  Lord  Bramwell,  should  be  sent 
to  examine  into  the  matter.  Has  the 
hon*  Member  who  recommended  this 
appointment  satisfied  himself  that  Lord 
Bramwell  will  accept  the  duty?  I 
Buspect  he  knows  as  w<^ll  as  I  do  that 
there  is  not  the  smallest  likelihood  of 
Buch  an  acceptance.  What  would  he  or 
anyone  else  be  invited  to  do  ?  He 
would  be  sent  partly  to  correct  the  de- 
fence at  the  original  trial — for  that  the 
argnment  on  the  other  side  distinctly 
includes^ and  partly  on  account  of  the 
new  evidence,  which  we  believe  to  be 
wholly  without  weight  for  the  purpose 
in  view,  and  virtually  to  overset  the 
verdicts  of  three  juries,  given  unani- 
mously aud  with  a  universal  recognition 
of  the  weight  of  the  evidence  on  which 
they  were  founded.  What  means  would 
he  have  ?  How  would  ha  go  to  work  ? 
Whom  would  he  examine  ?  Would  he 
examine  this  child  now  of  11  years? 
[Au  hon.  Member:  Certainly.]  Well, 
we  know  what  the  child  has  to  say  ;  we 
know  his  statement  about  the  faces  of 
the  men  and  about  their  gai-ments.  As 
to  one  of  these  statements,  that  the  faces 
were  blackened,  we  know  very  well  that 
the  counsel  for  the  defence  did  not  think 
it  worth  his  while  to  use  it  on  behalf  of 
his  chenta.  Is  he  to  examine  the  convicts 
who  pleaded  guilty  ?  la  the  House  to 
Bend  down  some  gi^eat  lawyer  to  examine 
these  four  convicts  who  pleaded  guilty, 


without  any  direct  evidence  tending  to 
show  that  they  were  innocent,  and  to 
endeavour  to  convict  them  of  falsehood 
on  that  plea,  and  prove  them  to  be 
innocent  ?  Is  he  to  examine  the  recanting 
approver  ?  I  hardly  think  anybody  will 
recommend  that.  |  Mr.  Harrington  : 
W^hy  not  ?]  Then  there  is  one  Gentle- 
man who  would  examine  him,  I  really 
thought  that,  throughout  the  debate, 
and  especially  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamcll),  and 
other  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  ft  disposition  had  been  shown  to 
abandon  as  hopeless  the  statements  of 
Casey  as  the  foundation  for  any  pro- 
ceedings of  a  public  and  judicial  cha- 
racter. If  anyone  could  be  found  to  under- 
take the  inquiry,  how  is  he  to  examine 
these  persons  ?  He  has  no  power  to  ad- 
minister an  oath  ;  he  has  to  go  to  work 
without  the  sanction  of  an  oath ;  and 
upon  the  strength  of  such  evidence  as  he 
gets  without  the  sanction  of  an  oath  he 
is  to  overset  the  verdicts  which  were 
arrived  at  in  public  after  solemn  and 
repeated  inquiry,  and  covered  by  that 
solemn  sanction.  [Mr^  Gray:  The 
Kilmartin  case,]  In  that  case  the  pro- 
ceeding was  one  known  to  the  Con- 
stitution, and  it  was  completely  distinct 
from  that  of  a  Court  of  Justice.  But 
the  proceeding  you  recommend  is  totally 
unknown  to  the  Constitution  ;  you  have 
no  precedent ;  it  is  a  new  and  unheard- 
of  method  of  disturbing  a  solemn  judg- 
ment. It  cannot  be  covered  by  the 
sanction  of  an  oath,  and  the  issue  is  not 
to  be  referred  even  to  the  judgment  of  a 
jury.  In  these  circumstances,  I  must 
express  my  hope  that  a  vast  majority,  a 
large  and  overwhelming  majority,  of  this 
House  will  decline  to  accept  this  most 
objectionable  and  most  inetficient  Motion* 
My  last  objection  to  the  full  and  public 
inquiry,  be  it  as  full  and  public  as  it 
may,  is  that  it  must  be  totally  inefficient. 
You  cannot  posBibly  come  at  a  body  of 
testimony  through  the  medium  of  such 
an  inquiry,  worth  for  one  moment  to  be 
put  in  competition  with  the  testimony 
upon  which  was  founded  the  original 
solemn  proceeding.  We  do  not  admit 
that  there  is  any  substance  in  the  new 
evidence .  We  conceive  that  there  is  the 
greatest  danger  in  arguments  like  those 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy)  for  re-opening  and 
retrying  that  which  was  publicly^  fully, 
impartislly,  and  repeatedly  tried,  and 
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affirmed  by  a  Judge  and  by  threo  juries. 
We  enter  our  protest  Q^i^ainst  the  insti- 
tution of  a  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal,  in 
the  first  place,  for  a  singple  ease,  and  not 
ii|K)iL  the  foundation  of  a  g-eneral  law ; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  against  the 
institution  of  a  Court  of  Criminal 
Appeal,  totally  inferior  in  all  its  means 
of  action,  and  in  all  its  power  to  investi- 
gate the  truth,  to  the  tribunals  which  it 
seeks  to  supersede, 

Mr.  T.  p.  O^CONNOR  said,  that  the 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  was  really 
disappointing,  not  only  to  his  political 
foes,  but  also  to  his  political  friends.  It 
was  one  of  the  weakest,  the  lamest,  and 
the  moat  halting  speeches  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  ever  delivered  in  that 
House,  The  largest  part  of  it  was  taken 
up  with  tj^uestiuns  utterly  irrelevant  to 
the  paints  at  issue  ;  and,  so  far  as  it  was 
relevant,  it  consisted  of  nothing  but 
weak  and  fitmsy  arguments  in  support 
of  the  case  of  the  Crown,  Tie  would  just 
take  two  of  the  statements  made  by  tlio 
Prime  Minister  as  an  example.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  spoko  of  Lord 
Spencer  as  having  the  respect  of  the 
general  community.  8urely  it  ought  to 
have  occurred  to  the  right  hon*  Oentle- 
inan  that  by  far  the  greater  measure  of 
Earl  Spencer's  success  as  an  Adminis- 
trator was  to  be  found,  not  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  general  community  over 
which  he  ruled,  but  of  the  people  by 
whom  he  was  sent  to  govern.  It  was  as 
notorious  as  any  fact  iu  Ireland  that 
there  never  had  been  a  Pepresentativa 
of  Iler  Majesty  in  Ireland  who  was  more 
deeply  and  more  widely  loathed  and  de- 
spised in  that  country  tban  the  present 
Lord  Lieutenant.  If  he  were  asked  for 
a  proof  of  this  statomont  he  need  but 
refer  to  a  recent  tour  of  Earl  Spencer, 
with  the  main  incidents  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wa«i  perfectly 
familiar.  By  a  consensus  of  opinion  and 
action  that  was  almost  unprecedented, 
the  loathing  and  the  hatred  in  which 
Earl  Spencer  was  held  by  the  population 
of  Ireland  was  then  made  known.  He 
would  give  a  second  specimen  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman^s  statement  and 
argument.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
asked,  how  could  the  Governraont  convict 
those  three  men  ?  What  evidence  could 
they  produce  ;  what  tribunal  could  they 
institute  to  try  them  ;  what  machinery 
had  they  available  ?  That  was  the  con- 
fession of  the  Prime  Minister  after  two 
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years  of  the  Crimes  Act^ — that  three  mGn, 
publicly  aecused  of  murder,  could  not  be 
brought  to  justice  or  to  trial.  But  he 
would  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
fair  chance.  Let  him  place  at  the  dis- 
posal of  hia  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Westmeath  (Mr. Harrington)  the  Search 
Clauses  of  the  Crimes  Act  and  the  Secret 
Inquiry  Clauses  of  the  Crimes  Act,  and, 
if  his  hon.  Friend  would  accept  the  loan, 
the  services  of  Mr.  George  Bolton,  and 
let  his  hon.  Friend  be  supposed  capable 
of  imitating  the  jury-packing  tactics  of 
Grown  Solicitors  in  Ireland,  including 
the  latest  accession  to  the  honourable 
order  of  Knighthood  ;  and  he  promised 
on  behalf  of  his  hon.  Friend  that  in  three 
weeks  he  would  have  a  case  which  no 
jury  would  reject  for  the  conviction  of 
the  real  murderers.  He  was  glad  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the 
Kilmartin  case,  of  which,  hitherto,  the 
Government  had  been  a  little  shy.  The 
late  Chief  Secretary  never  said  a  word 
about  that  ease  until,  at  the  end  of  his 
speech, he  had  to  reply  to  an  interruption. 
Yet  that  case  must  have  been  present  to 
the  Yi^ht  hon.  Gentleman's  mind.  It  was 
the  Kilmartin  case  which  kicked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  upstairs.  The 
Prime  Minister  denied  that  there  was 
any  analogy  between  that  case  and  the 
present.  But  the  two  cases  were  analo- 
gous. In  each  there  was  a  crime  com- 
mitted, a  man  convicted,  a  statement  that 
the  conviction  was  unjust,  and  that  the 
man  was  innocent,  founded  on  a  dying 
confession.  Next,  in  the  Kilmartin  ease, 
there  was  a  primary  inquiry  held  by  the 
Government,  and  the  then  Chief  Secre- 
tary brought  forward  that  inquiry  a-?  an 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton).  A  second  inquiry  was  re- 
fused by  the  Chief  Secretary  ;  but  it  was 
compelled  by  the  action  of  the  House, 
and  the  unhappy  man  was  released  after 
having  undergone  the  horrors  of  penal 
servitude  for  two  years.  When  Kilmartin 
was  released  his  first  thought  was  what 
would  bo  the  feeling  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, who  had  done  all  he  could  to  pre* 
vent  the  inquiry  being  held.  He  had 
thought  that  the  late  Chief  Secretary's 
conscience  would  have  been  roused  ;  per- 
haps it  was,  and  his  transfer  from  Ire- 
land to  theFoot-and^Mouth  Disease  De- 
partment was  a  consequence  of  that 
rousing  of  conscience.  He  remembered 
that  when  the  horror  which  attended  the 
execution  of  Myles  Joyce  waa  brought 
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before  the  House  the  Prime  Miniater 
seemed  to  be  greatly  ghooked.  But  the 
case  waa  brought  forward  still  more 
strikingly  by  his  hon.  Frieod  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mallow  (Mr.  0*Brien)  in  UmUd 
Ireland^  in  which  was  given  the  de- 
claration of  those  two  men  from  the  gal- 
lows when  they  had  the  noose  round 
ther  necks.  But  the  result  was  that  his 
hon.  Friend  was  put  on  his  trial  for  se- 
ditious libel.  That  was  a  test  of  the 
willingness  of  the  Government  to  insti- 
tute an  inquiry  into  the  matter,  which 
they  professed  themselves  ready  to  do  i I 
a  proper  case  was  shown.  But  the  cheers 
which  last  night  greeted  his  hon.  Friend 
wore  not  only  an  expression  of  the  re- 
gard and  esteem  in  which  he  was  held 
by  his  friends,  but  indicated  the  con- 
viction that  the  struggle  with  the  powers 
of  darkness  at  Dublin  Castle  was  coming 
to  an  end,  and  that  his  hon.  Friend's 
day  of  reckoning  with  Lord  Spencer  was 
very  near.  The  trial  of  these  men  had 
been  conducted  with  indecent  haste, 
and  the  jiu-y  were  only  a  few  minutes 
in  each  case  in  finding  their  verdict. 
Everybody  in  Coiu't,  from  the  Judge 
downwards— and  it  was  with  deep  con- 
cern that  he  included  the  counsel  for  the 
defence — wore  anxious  to  be  rid  of  the 
case  as  soon  as  they  could.  \^Ircnical 
MmhUrial  cheers.^  Welh  he  had  not 
intended  to  refer  to  the  counsel  for  the 
defence  in  these  cases^  as  he  did  not 
wish  to  make  it  a  personal  matter  ;  but, 
having  been  so  directly  challenged  by 
the  Prime  Minister  and  Home  Secretary, 
he  would  say  that  the  counsel  for  the 
defence  were  incompetent,  notoriously 
inoompetent,  to  conduct  it.  The  prisoners, 
as  murderers,  were  defended  by  the 
smallest  and  pettiest  counsel  which  the 
miserable  fees  of  the  Government  would 
allow  them.  [Mr.  Kenny  :  They  were 
the  worst  on  the  Connaught  Circuit.] 
The  counsel  for  the  defence  were  utterly 
incompetent.  {^InUrruptton^  and  ^' Emi- 
nent counsel,^*]  The  counsel  employed 
could  in  no  sense  be  said  to  be  more 
eminent  than  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Stockport  (Mr.  Hop  wood),  who 
interrupted  him.  He  would  repeat  that 
there  seemed  to  be  a  conspiracy  between 
the  Judge,  counsel,  and  the  juries  to 
hurry  the  cases  through  the  Court. 
Casey  in  his  evidence  stated  that  some 
time  before  they  reached  John  Joyce*s 
house  they  were  joined  by  two  addi- 
tional men,  Patrick  Kelly  and  Michael 
Neale.    The  Judge  called  attention  to 


this  remarkable  discrepancy  in  the  evi- 
dence lor  the  Crown,  for  it  was  ob- 
servable that  all  the  independent  wit- 
nesses swore  to  there  being  10  men, 
whereas  the  addition  of  Kelly  and  Neale 
brought  the  number  up  to  12.  The 
mention  of  the  two  additional  names 
afforded  a  clue  to  the  whole  all  air  ;  but 
although  the  chief  prosecuting  counsel 
for  the  Crown  had  declared  that  these 
men  were  at  the  root  of  the  confederacy, 
no  endeavour  had  been  made  to  find  any 
trace  of  them.  He  would  ask  the  Go- 
vernment who  Kelly  and  Neale  were  ? 
Mr.  Justice  Barry  remarked  that  it 
would  be  for  the  jury  to  say  whether  it 
was  impossible  or  improbable  that  they 
were  the  instigators  and  concoetors  of 
the  whole  affair.  Yet  the  Government 
did  not  even  condescend  io  make  any 
inquiry  about  them.  For  once  the 
counsel  for  the  defence  made  a  good 
fight.  Mr.  Malley  tried  to  get  a  post- 
ponement, and  one  of  his  reasons  for  de- 
manding it  was  the  very  point  that  had 
just  been  referred  to;  but  Mr.  Murphy, 
the  counsel  for  the  Crown,  di?o!ined  to 
accede  to  the  request.  He  thought  he 
had  now  clearly  established  the  fact  that 
there  was  a  conspiiacy  to  hurry  on  the 
case  without  a  due  and  thorough  in- 
vestigation of  the  main  and  essential 
circumstances.  In  his  opinion,  the  Go- 
v»*rnment  did  not  want  to  find  out  the 
true  concoetors  of  the  Maamtrasna  massa- 
cre, because  if  the  illegal  murderers  of 
Maamtrasna  were  discovered  the  legal 
murderers  of  Dublin  Castle  would  also 
be  discovered*  With  regard  to  the 
blackened  faces,  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland,  in  a  flight  of  imagination, 
gave  it  as  his  explanation  that  black 
was  white  and  that  white  was  black. 
The  explanation  of  the  ex-Chief  Secre- 
tary was  that  the  poor  boys,  seeing  the 
hellish  work  in  which  these  fiends  were 
engaged,  would  naturally  imagine  that 
their  faces  were  black.  This  was  the 
kind  of  evidence  which  they  were  asked 
by  the  Government  to  accept  as  probable 
and  credible.  The  men  who  committed 
the  murders  were  moat  of  them  relatives 
of  and  all  of  them  well  known  to  these 
two  boys.  Persons  about  to  commit  a 
crime  in  Ireland  almost  invariably  dis- 
guised themselves— most  commonly  by 
blackening  their  faces.  Almost  the  first 
thing  that  Casey  had  said  when  inter- 
viewed was  that  tlie  men  hud  Llaekenod 
faces.  The  evidence  was  conclusive  that 
the  faces  of  these  men  were  blackened* 
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am  very  glad  that  Gentlemen  in  that 
quarter  of  the  House  concur  in  my  view 
of  the  gravity  of  the  case,  as  far  as 
Lord  Spencer  is  concerned.  Now,  let  us 
see  what  is  the  Motion  that  we  have 
before  us — what  are  its  terms  and  what 
are  its  objects.  The  Motion  prays  for  a 
full  and  public  inquiry  into  the  execu- 
tion of  Myles  Joyce,  and  the  continued 
imprisonment  of  four  other  persons.  It 
aims,  I  think,  at  three  objects — in  the 
first  place,  it  censures ;  in  the  second 
place,  it  asks  for  the  retrial  of  the  case ; 
and,  in  the  third  place,  for  the  revision 
of  the  case  in  consequence  of  new  facts 
or  evidence  that  is  supposed  to  have 
come  into  our  possession  since  the  trial 
was  concluded.  Now,  with  regard  to 
the  censure  upon  Lord  Spencer,  that,  I 
think,  it  ought  to  be  clearly  understood, 
is  as  distinctly  as  possible  involved  in 
the  Motion  itself  and  in  its  terms.  The 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy) 
who  has  just  sat  down  says  we  are  only 
asked  to  do  what  was  done  in  the  Kil- 
martin  case.  I  distinctly  traverse  that 
with  all  the  courtesy  that  that  statement 
will  permit.  In  the  Kilmartin  case  it 
was  not  even  the  act  of  this  House  which 
caused  further  proceedings.  It  was  the 
production  of  facts  and  the  discussion  in 
this  House.  [Irish  cheers. ~]  1  am  very 
glad  to  hear  those  highlyjudicial  cheers, 
which  confirm  the  statement  I  make.  It 
was  the  new  facts  and  the  discussion  in 
this  House  which  led  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment spontaneously  to  refer  to  the 
Viceroy  on  the  subject,  and  which  led 
the  Viceroy,  from  his  own  conviction,  to 
arrive  at  a  certain  conclusion.  But  now, 
on  the  contrary,  by  the  very  terms  of 
the  Motion  which  are  before  us,  the 
action  of  the  Viceroy  is  absolutely  ex- 
cluded, and  he  is  condemned,  if  this 
Motion  passes,  as  incompetent  and  un- 
worthy to  perform  the  duties  of  his 
Office.  I  hope  I  have  made  it  clear,  even 
to  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  spoken, 
that  there  is  a  broad  and  clear  distinc- 
tion between  this  case  and  that  of  Kil- 
martin. It  has  been  said,  and  no  Gen- 
tlemen expressed  their  own  opinion,  that 
the  motive  of  Lord  Spencer  in  declining 
to  re-open  this  case  has  been  to  shield 
official  guilt  and  offences.  I  am  not 
cheered  as  I  was  a  moment  ago.  Well, 
I  believe  that  is  so  now  I  have  ob- 
tained the  testimony  which  I  should  not 
have  asked  for  had  it  not  been  so  freely 
and  abundantly  rendered  on  previous 
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occasions.  Now,  Gentlemen  opposite 
think  that  the  casting  upon  Lord  Spencer 
of  charges  utterly  destructive  of  his  cha- 
racter and  honour  is  for  us  a  very  alight 
matter.  Who  is  Lord  Spencer?  Ix>rd 
Spencer  is  a  man  of  whom  I  will  say, 
without  fear  of  contradiction  from  any 
of  those  who  differ  from  him  more  thaa 
from  any  who  agree  with  him  in  general 
politics,  that  you  cannot  through  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  country  name 
an  individual  who  commands  a  larger 
personal  confidence.  [**  Oh,  oh  !  "  and 
loud  cheer s.~\  [An  Irish  Member  :  Not 
in  Ireland.  J  I  am  not  speaking  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  in  that  quarter  of  the  House. 
I  am  speaking  of  the  rest  of  the  com- 
munity. I  am  speaking  of  the  general 
estimation  in  which  Lord  Spencer  is  held, 
and  I  affirm  without  fear  of  contra- 
diction that  there  is  not  a  man  in  this 
country  who  enjoys  to  the  same  singular 
degree  the  respect,  the  confidence,  the 
veneration,  and  the  afifection  of  his 
fellow -subjects.  Well,  Lord  Spencer 
does  not  stand  alone;  but  I  will  not 
speak  of  those  of  whom  I  have  less  per- 
sonal knowledge.  I  will  not  speak,  for 
instance,  of  even  so  distinguished  a  man 
as  Mr.  Hamilton,  who  was  sent  to  Ire- 
land simply  and  solely  because,  on  a 
survey  of  the  whole  range  of  choice,  he 
was  found  and  believed  by  us  to  be  the 
best  and  ablest  man  whom  we  could 
send  to  fill  a  most  arduous  post.  As  I 
have  never  been  in  close  official  relations 
with  him,  I  will  not  speak  of  him,  and 
on  the  same  ground  I  will  not  speak  of 
the  distinguished  Gentleman  who  is  now 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland.  But  there 
is  one  person  besides  Lord  Spencer  of 
whom  1  will  speak — a  person  who  re- 
ceived a  well-merited  tribute  last  night 
from  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson),  in  the 
admirable  speech  which  he  made,  if  I 
may  presume  so  to  call  it,  and  that  is 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland.  I  have 
known  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
well ;  I  have  sat  by  his  side  in  the 
arduous  confiicts  of  this  House ;  I 
have  seen  the  interior  and  exterior 
qualities  of  the  man,  and  I  have  never 
known  a  man  of  a  mind  more  thoroughly 
judicial,  or  of  a  capacity  more  deserving 
of,  or  more  entitled  to,  the  absolute  confi- 
dence of  his  friends,  and  of  all  those  with 
whom  he  may  come  in  contact.  Well, 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  has,  of 


B65 


3faje8ff/-8  Mod 


(OcToBEE  28,  1884 1 


Graciaui  Speech. 


56e 


V 


I 


course,  been  the  loading  adviser  of  Lord 
Spencer  in  these  tran  a  actions.  It  Ti^-as 
his  duty  as  a  Member  of  the  Goyem- 
ment,  and  from  no  duty  of  his  would  he 
ever  ehiink.  The  reason  1  mention  these 
things  is  to  convey  to  the  minds  of  hon. 
Members,  if  I  can,  what  I  think  to  be 
aa  error  in  their  modes  of  procedure.  I 
tell  them  plainly  that  a  speech  like  the 
epeech  of  the  bon.  Member  for  Carlo w 
(Mr,  Macfarlane),  couched  in  terms  of 
studied  moderation,  and  without  a  word 
of  charge  or  ofPenee,  is  infinitely  more 
likely  to  operate  upon  the  mind  of  this 
House  with  respect  to  a  Motion  euch  as 
the  present,  than  the  making  against  a 
man  like  Lord  Spencer,  surrounded  as 
he  is  by  other  men  of  the  highest  cha- 
racter and  capacity,  charges  which,  if 
true*  show  them  to  be  the  unworthieet 
of  mankind.  It  would  be  well^  if  hon. 
Members  desire  the  favourable  judgment 
of  this  House,  that  the}' should  speak  a 
language  understood  by  this  House, 
But  they  have  attempted  to  approach 
our  hearts  and  minds  through  the  me- 
dium of  these  sweeping  condemnations 
of  the  character  and  motives  of  men 
whom  we  have  been  accustomed  to  revere 
and  to  love  even  more  than  we  admire 
them.  They  speak  to  us  in  a  foreign 
language.  [Irish  Mem  bees  :  We  are 
foreigners  !] 

Mk,  SPEi\JKER:  I  mu&t  request  hon. 
Members  not  to  interrujit  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman.  These  interruptions  are 
very  unseemly,  and  I  hope  they  will  not 
be  persisted  in. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I.  Sir,  will  do 
what  I  can  to  contribute  to  the  peace 
and  order  of  this  discussion  by  taking 
no  notice  of  what  is  said.  I  think,  per- 
haps,  a  wider  sense  has  been  given  to 
my  words  than  they  themselves  convey. 
I  say  that  hon.  Members  speak  a  foreign 
language  when  they  make  these  charges 
against  gentlemen  like  Earl  Spencer  and 
those  by  whom  he  is  surrounded,  such 
as  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland.  Of 
course,  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  they 
really  spoke  in  a  foreign  language  when 
they  argued  the  ease  now  before  us. 
But  I  wish  to  point  out  to  them  that  that 
extravagance  of  speech  is  an  impedi- 
ment in  the  way  of  the  object  which  I 
have  no  doubt  they  unanimously  desire 
to  attain .  With  regard  to  another  class 
of  functionaries  in  Ireland,  I  own  that 
it  appears  to  me  that  there  is  something 
▼ery  unsatiB factory  in  this  mode  of  at- 


tack. There  is  a  gentleman  of  the  name 
of  Bolton,  in  respect  of  whom  I  shall 
only  take  his  name  as  the  representative 
of  an  official  person  charged  with  cer- 
tain duties.  Well^  what  course  has 
been  taken  in  his  ease?  He  has  been 
charged  with  oCfences  which  I  under- 
stand are  indictable  offences,  and  for 
which,  if  I  am  rightly  ad^nsed,  it  is  in 
the  power  of  those  who  believe  them  to 
be  provable  to  secure  his  being  indicted. 
[Lattffhter.^  lam  much  obliged  to  the  hon. 
Members  who  think  that  scornful  laugh- 
ter is  one  of  the  best  modes  of  arguing  a 
judicial  question.  It  might,  perhaps,  bo 
asked — **  Why  is  not  that  course  taken?" 
But  I  will  suppose  that  for  some  reason 
or  other  it  is  not  fit  to  be  adopted ;  and, 
on  the  other  hand,  that  the  subject  is  fit 
to  be  treated  in  this  House.  I  want  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
manner  in  whioh  it  is  treated.  This 
House,  according  to  every  eouud  Con- 
stitutional doctrine,  is  the  great  inquest 
of  the  nation ;  and  although  there  may 
be  wrongs  into  which  it  is  not  the  pro- 
vince even  of  this  House  to  inquire,  yet 
every  one  of  us  would  desire  to  extend 
and  not  to  contract  that  province.  I 
will  not,  therefore,  say  that  it  is  beyond 
the  province  of  this  House  to  inquire 
into  these  charges  of  an  indictable  offence 
which  are  made  against  Mr,  Bolton  \ 
but  this  I  will  gay — that  the  powers 
which  the  House  exercises  when  it 
enters  upon  such  a  case  are  very  great 
powers  —  powers  which  require  to  be 
carefully  limited  and  checked  in  their 
use;  and  I  must  say  that  it  is  to 
my  mind  a  dangerous  and  not  alto- 
gether worthy  practice — not  worthy  of 
the  dignity  of  this  House  and  of  its 
Members  —  to  present  to  the  House 
Motions  of  great  mildness  in  terms  not 
directly  conveying  censure,  and  to  sup- 
port them  in  speeches  involving  the 
most  tremendous  charges  of  every  kind. 
What  is  the  effect  ?  The  effect  is  that 
those  charges  are  scattered  abroad  to 
the  world  with  the  authority  which  they 
derive  from  having  been  introduced  in 
debates  in  this  House,  but  that  no  man 
is  obliged  to  prove  any  of  them.  Now, 
that  is  a  dangerous  and  evil  state  of 
things  J  and  my  contention  is  that  when 
these  grave  and  tremendous  charges  are 
bi^ught  forward  by  particular  persons, 
the&e  persons  ought  to  be  bound  to  prove 
them.  (Hon.  Membebs:  Let  us  prove 
them.     Grant  the  inquiry.]     You  wish 
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for   an   inquiry.     Thea   let    Liiu    who 
AvisLes  for  it  lay  upon  the  Table  of  this 
House  the  charges  which  he  wishes  to 
make.     That  I  say,  not  without  some 
facts  in  my  recollection,   has  been  re- 
peatedly the  practice  of  this  House  when 
proposals  were  made  ostensibly  for  an 
inquiry,  but  when  the  Tery  institution 
of  the  inquiry  involved  at  least  a  primd 
facU  case  of  the  gravest   reproach,  to 
require  those  who  made  the  charges  to 
bring  them  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House,  and  to  pledge  themselves  to 
prove  them,  and  only  when  the  House 
Las  known  what  pledges  were  taken  by 
the  person  making  the  accusation  has 
the  inquiry  been  granted.     I  remember 
a  case  not  so  grave  as  this,  but  yet  a 
very  grave  one,  in  which  I  was  myself 
concerned.     A  Notice   of  Motion   was 
given  by  a  distinguished  Member  of  this 
House — the    late    Mr,    Horaman — im- 
pugning the   conduct   of   a  very  high 
functionary,  a  Bishop  of  this  country — I 
forget  the  exact  charges — but  in  regard 
to   nis   proceeding   in    instituting   to   a 
particular  benefice.     The  Motion  was  a 
vague  Motion  for  a  Committee  to  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  Biahop^s  con- 
duct.    Well,  Sir,  I  made  some  investi- 
gation  of  the  Journals  of  the   House 
upon  this  occasion ;  and  I  found  that  I 
should  bo  going  according  to  precedeut, 
as  well   as  to    principle,  if  I  made  a 
Motion  to  this  effect — that  the  Member 
for  Cockermouth  do  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  this  House  the  charges  to  which  he 
pledges  himself^  and  which  he  pledges 
nimself  to  prove  before  the  Committee, 
before   entertaining   his   Motion   for   a 
Committee. 

Me.  HAERINGTON  :  If  the  right 
Hon.  Gentleman  will  permit  me,  I  shall 
be  very  glad  to  do  so. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  very  glad 
of  any  amendment  in  the  form  of  pro- 
ceedings  that  can  be  made.  I  am  only 
observing  upon  the  practice  which  has 
been  adopted  in  the  present  case,  which 
has  been  to  place  upon  the  Table  a  mild 
and  comparatively  inoffensive  Motioo, 
but,  in  speeches  in  support  of  it,  to 
charge  Lord  Spencer  with  offences  for 
which  he  would  deserve  impeachment, 
and  to  be  still  more  liberal  in  accusations 
against  other  persons.  I  will  only  say 
one  word  more  on  this  point.  Were 
there  a  Motion  made  of  direct  censure 
upon  the  conduct  of  official  functionaries, 
even  in  regard  to  judicial  business — I 
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mean  persons  connected  with  the  Cruwa 
and  Executive  Government — thatlshould 
consider  to  be  a  Motion  totally  differing 
from  the  Motion  before  us,  for  I  think  it 
is  desirable  to  leave  the  greatest  latitude 
to   accusations   against   persons  in   the 
Public  Service;  and  it  is  not  on  account 
of  its  bearing  on   them   that   I  would 
oppose  this  Motion  at  this  moment^  but 
on  account  of  its  bearing,  as  it  appeai-s 
to  me,  upon  the  judicial  system  of  the 
country.     Well,  the  first  of  the  objects 
of  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Harrington)  is   censure, 
and  the  second  is  a  retrial  of  the  case* 
I  limit  myself  to  that  proposition,  be- 
cause I  admit  that  various  Gentlemen  in 
that  quarter  of  the  House  have  more  or 
less    declined  to   adopt   the  contention 
that  the  case  out  to  be  retried.     But  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  argumenta 
of  hon.  Members  opposite  is  directed  to 
what  amounts  to  a  demand  for  a  virtual 
retrial  of  the  case.     For  example,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy) 
who  has  jufit  sat  down  went  over  a  good 
deal  of  the  case  with  regard  to  the  three 
identifying  witnesses,  and  likewise  with 
regard  to  the  declarations  made  by  the 
boys ;  and  with  respect  to  the  first  he 
raised  a  number  of  contentions  as  to  the 
impi-ob ability  or  impo fusibility  of  their 
having  given  sound  and  true  evidence, 
and  in  respect  of  their  being  under  the 
iuHuence  of  adverse  motives,  the  whole 
of  which  bad  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  new  matter  which  has  come  in 
since  the  trial,  but  which  is  a  complete 
revival  of  questions  involved  tn  the  ori- 
ginal proceedings.     Therefore,  it  is  idle 
for  the  hon.  Member  to  say,  if  he  adheres 
to  those  arguments,  that  he  does  not  ask 
for  a  retrial   of   the  case.      The   hon. 
Member  went  further,  because  he  dealt 
with  the  declarations  taken  from  the  two 
boys.     He  supposes  that  he  has  before 
him  the  fact  that  the  counsel  for  the  de* 
fence,  having  in  his  hands  so  much,  at 
any  rate,  of  those  declarations  as  were 
given  into  the  hands  of  the  XJolicemen> 
yet  did  not  think  lit  to  make  them  the 
ground  of  any  fresh  proceedings ;  and 
then   the   hon.   Member    actually   says 
that  because  the  counsel  for  the  defence 
omitted  to  do  for  his  clients  what  the 
hon.  Member  thinks  he  ought  to  have 
done^  therefore  there  is  ground  for  re- 
opening the  case. 

Me.  JUSTIN    M^CAETHY:    H  he 
had  done  so ;  I  did  not  say  he  had  done 
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80.  WHat  I  said  was  that  if  by  some 
strange  neglect  on  the  part  of  the  pn- 
soners'  counsel  the  case  had  not  been  put 
before  the  jury  as  it  ought  to  have  boeni 
that  was  ground  for  making  an  inquiry, 
ME.GLA.DSTONE :  The  hon.  Member 
said  two  cases — either  wilful  omission  or 
neglect.  We  know  that  the  defeudants* 
counsel  did  not  proceed  upon  this  evi- 
dence ;  the  hou.  Member  says  that  ho 
ought  to  have  proceeded  upon  it ;  nnd  his 
contention  is  that  on  account  of  this  neg- 
lect on  the  part  of  the  counsel  for  the 
defence  there  ought  to  be  a  retrial  of 
the  case.  Therefore,  let  us  not  conceal 
from  ourselves  that  this  is  not  a  conten- 
tion for  a  retrial  on  account  of  any  new 
evidence  which  has  come  out  since  the 
original  trial ;  but  it  is  a  conteution  that 
there  should  be  a  new  trial  because  the 
prisoners'  counsel  may  not  have  taken  a 
certain  course  which  the  hon.  Member 
thinks  he  ought  to  have  taken.  If  we 
have  come  to  that,  that  we  are  to  retry 
a  great  judicial  case,  not  simply  on  ac- 
count of  errors  committed  by  the  Crown, 
but  on  account  of  errors  which  we  rather 
think  may  have  been  committed  by  other 
people  whom  the  prisoners  charged  had 
for  their  defenders,  then,  indeed,  there 
is  an  end  of  the  settled  administration  of 
justice  in  this  country — then,  indeed,  it  is 
high  time  that  }ou  should  set  about  do- 
yising  a  totally  new  set  of  provisions  for 
the  purpose.  There  is  no  question  a^ 
all  as  to  many  important  facts  in  the 
case.  1  shall  not  attempt  to  speak  of 
them  with  authority ;  but  1  will  point  to 
what  I  think  is  a  reasonable  view  which 
might  bo  taken  of  them  by  a  lay  and 
untutored  mind  who  regards  them  from 
without.  In  the  first  place,  it  is  impos- 
sible to  put  out  of  view  that  we  are  dt^al- 
ing  herewith  the  verdict  not  of  one  jury, 
but  of  three.  In  the  second  places,  it  is 
impossible^  I  think,  for  any  reasonably- 
minded  person  to  omit  from  his  con- 
sideration something  of  great  importance 
in  connection  with  the  topic  I  have  just 
touched  on — namely,possible  error  on  the 
part  of  the  counsel  for  the  defence.  Was 
there  ever  so  fine  an  opportunity,  sup- 
posing that  some  error  was  committed 
by  the  counsel  for  the  defence  in  the  first 
Oif  these  trials,  for  the  counsel  in  the  fol- 
lowing trial  to  notice  that  defect  ?  [Mr, 
Harrjngton  :  They  were  the  same  coun- 
sel.] Yery  well ;  it  is  identically  the 
eame  thing;  it  is  rather  stronger.  If 
he  was  the  same  counsel,  assuredly  there 


never  was  an  opportunity  so  favourable 
for  a  man  to  consider  in  the  second  trial 
whether  he  bad  done  his  best  for  his 
client  in  the  first,  and,  if  he  found  he  had 
not,  to  correct  it  in  the  second ;  and, 
again,  in  the  third  trial,  to  consider  whe- 
ther he  had  done  his  best  in  the  first  and 
second,  and  in  the  third  to  supply  the 
defect.  These  are  circumstances  which 
certainly  appear  to  me  to  give  a  remark- 
able solidity  to  the  judgment  and  the 
sentence  which  we  have  before  us.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  Stat© 
for  the  Home  Department,  in  his,  as  I 
think,  very  temperate  and  very  dignified 
speech  yesterday,  observed  on  the  re- 
markable strength  of  the  evidence  upon 
which  those  verdicts  were  given.  I 
think  he  said — and  even  an  untns  true  ted 
person  might  well  believe  that  there  was 
something  most  remarkable  in  the  fact 
—that  you  have  in  this  case  no  less  than 
three  dihtinct  identifying  witnesses.  It 
was  one  of  those  cases  in  which,  as  I 
understand  it,  the  identification  amounted 
to  evi?ry thing ;  because  although  the 
identifying  witnesses  did  not  see  the 
deed  done*  yet  they  saw  the  persons 
charged  place  themselves  in  the  position 
which  brought  them  within  the  guilt  of 
murder.  And  there  were  three  distinct 
witnesseFi  to  this  fact ;  there  were  also 
the  confessions  of  guilt,  and  there  was 
the  evidence  of  the  approvers.  With 
respect  to  the  evidence  of  the  ap- 
provers— and  it  has  been  one  of  the 
most  satisfactory  features  in  the  de- 
bate— there  has  been  no  great  dispoai- 
tion  to  rely  upon  it,  on  the  one  aide 
of  the  House  or  the  other,  Several  Gen- 
tlemen on  that  side  told  us  they  were 
willing  to  part  with  the  second  deposi- 
tion of  Oasey,  and  I  do  not  think  that 
there  is  any  great  disposition  on  this 
side  to  place  undue  reliance  on  the  first. 
With  respect  to  the  jjlea  of  guilt,  I 
know  of  no  reason  why  it  should  be  in- 
validated. But  with  respect  to  the  evi- 
dence of  the  three  witnesses,  that  is  a 
point  of  such  importance  that  I  wish  to 
ask  the  House  to  observe  some  of  the 
particulars  affecting  that  evidence  and 
those  witnesses.  These  witnesses  had 
to  go  through  three  trials.  There  were 
three  opportunities  of  testing  their  con- 
sistency, each  with  himself,  and  their 
consistency  one  with  another.  Not  in  a 
single  particular  in  any  one  of  the  three 
was  that  consistency  in  the  slightest  de- 
gree impaired  or  broken  down.     Next, 
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they  were  corroborated,  up  to  a  certain 
point,  by  the  daughter ;  because  a  fact, 
Tery  strange  in  itself,  which  is  not  now 
doubted  or  questioned,  of  their  having — 
labouring  men — given  up  the  night  to  an 
excursion  from  their  dwellings,  is  placed 
beyond  all  doubt  whatever.  As  the  right 
hon^  and  learned  Gentlemman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Dablin  University  (Mr.  Gibson) 
observed  last  night,  a  large  part  of  this 
identification  remains  practically  undis- 
puted— it  is  only  as  to  a  portion  that 
there  is  a  subject  of  contest.  Next,  as  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ob- 
served, out  of  1 0  persons  found  guilty,  nin  e 
have,  at  one  period  or  another,  distinctly 
and  formally  admitted  their  own  guilt ; 
and  there  is  only  one,  and  he  is  dead, 
with  respect  to  whom  that  admission  is 
not  forthcoming.  There  is  another  point 
which  I  have  not  heard  noticed — at  any 
rate,  it  is  one  that  strikes  me — it  is  this 
— that  this  evidence  of  the  three  identi- 
fjdng  witnesses  is  not  wholesale  evidence 
given  hand  over  head;  but  it  is  evidence 
given  with  discrimination.  Two  of  the 
Siree  identifying  witnesses  speak  to  the 
identity  of  all  the  10  men  ;  one  of  them 
speaks  to  the  identity  of  nine,  and  says, 
with  regard  to  the  tenth,  he  did  not 
know  him.  That  is  certainly  a  circum- 
stance of  care  and  apparent  fidelity, 
which  goes  to  support  the  evidence  of 
those  witnesses.  JBut  is  not  this  a  very 
extraordinary  fact,  upon  the  showing  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  in  that  quarter  of  the 
House,  that  whereas  10  persons  were 
charged  with  being  out  of  their  homes 
in  a  particular  place  engaged  in  com- 
mitting a  particular  crime  in  the  middle 
of  the  night,  no  single  attempt  has  ever 
been  made  during  the  trial,  or  during 
the  subsequent  period,  to  prove  an  alihi 
for  any  of  those  10  men?  Is  it  pos- 
sible to  conceive,  if  those  10  men  had 
not  been  the  guilty  persons,  it  should 
not  have  been  practicable  for  some  of 
them  to  show  that  they  were  at  home 
in  bed  at  the  time  when  the  murder  was 
charged  to  have  been  committed  ;  or,  if 
not  in  bed,  that  they  were,  at  least,  in 
some  other  place  than  this  ?  [Mr.  Har- 
BiNOTON :  Wives  are  not  admissible  wit- 
nesses.] But  if  their  wives  are  not  able 
to  give  evidence,  there  are  not  so  many 
houses  in  Ireland  where  there  are  not 
children.  I  understand  that  there  were 
actually  two  witnesses  paid  for  by  the 
Crown  for  Myles  Joyce  who  were  not 
called ;  and  I  am  not  aware  that  there 
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could  be  any  difficulty  in  proving  that 
point.  Another  point  that  ought  to  be 
considered  is  that  we  are  not  dealing 
with  an  error  of  judgment  on  the  part 
of  those  three  identifying  witnesses. 
They  do  not  say — **  I  think  it  was  so 
and  so ;  to  the  best  of  my  belief  it  was 
so  and  so."  They  did  not  give  an  opi- 
nion; they  swore  to  a  fact ;  they  bound 
themselves  as  absolutely  as  men  could 
do  to  the  fact  of  the  identity.  The 
consequence  is  that  if  they  did  not  speak 
the  truth  they  were  evidently  perjurers. 
Then  the  House  is  asked  to  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  after  three  juries  ap- 
proved of  their  evidence,  that  evidence 
is  to  be  rejected,  and  the  men  are  to  be 
treated  as  guilty  of  perjury.  And  does 
any  one  of  those  Gentlemen  think  that 
a  jury  would  be  found  to  convict  any 
one  of  those  persons  ?  I  do  not  hear  a 
reply.  [Several  Irish  Membbbs  :  That 
is  not  the  question.]  There  are  ways 
of  treating  this  question,  undoubtedly, 
which  are  extremely  short  and  easy. 
The  oaths  of  the  three  men  thus  affir- 
matively and  thus  negatively  corrobo- 
rated, and  the  tale  they  tell,  is  dismissed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mallow  (Mr. 
O'Brien)  as  a  wild  and  impudent  fabri- 
cation. Undoubtedly,  if  we,  sitting  here 
as  Members  of  Parliament,  sent  for 
other  purposes  than  to  go  into  judicial 
decisions,  and  finding  this  mass  of  evi- 
dence given  by  these  three  men,  whose 
testimony  is  woven,  as  it  were,  one  in 
the  other,  making  a  threefold  strand 
hard  to  break — if  with  our  knowledge  of 
the  contour  of  the  country  and  the  ciroum* 
stances  of  the  case,  and  with  the  opinion 
formed  here  by  us  as  Members  of  Par- 
liament, we  are  to  disturb  the  most 
solemn  judicial  proceedings  ;  then,  in- 
deed, the  position  is  one  of  very  great 
peril,  and  I  trust  the  House  will  pause 
before  consenting  to  assume  it.  Then 
there  are  three  points  that  are  taken^- 
the  evidence  of  the  boys,  the  dying 
declarations  of  the  two  men,  and  the 
recantations  of  the  approvers.  8o  far, 
I  believe,  as  is  known  to  us,  it  is  the  re- 
cantation of  one  approver  only — namely, 
Casey.  [An  hon.  Member  :  Two.]  That 
is  alleged ;  but  we  have  not  facts  of  that 
kind  in  our  possession,  and  I  must  say  I 
do  not  regard  the  matter  as  of  any  great 
importance.  "Whether  there  were  one 
or  two,  it  appears  to  me  that  such  evi- 
dence is  of  very  little  value ;  and  I  be- 
lieve hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland  aro 
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as  well  as  aware  as  we  are  of  the  abso- 
lute impossibility  of  founding  anything 
upon  such  evidence  if  it  were  to  be  ap- 
plied to  finding  any  person  guilty  of  a 
emnioal  offence.  But  I  dismiss  the  evi- 
dence of  the  approver,  as  I  do  not  avail 
myself  of  the  evidence  of  the  approver. 
With  regard  to  the  two  dying  declara- 
tions, I  would  only  speak  of  them  as 
they  appear  from  the  stateraenta  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  The  nature  of  these 
declaratioDs  is  such  that  I  believe  in  a 
legal  seufie  they  never  can  be  treated  as 
evidence.  But  I  naderstaud  it  also  to 
be  the  case  that  they  may  present  cir- 
oumstances  entitling  thera  to  moral 
weight ;  and  in  such  a  case  they  ought 
to  be  taken  notice  of  and  even  acted 
upon  by  the  responsible  Minister  in  the 
exercise  of  the  Prerogative  of  mercy,  I 
am  only  going  to  offer  an  unprofessional 
remark — an  extraneous  remark — and  it 
is  this.  It  appears  to  me  that  if  any 
moral  weight  is  to  be  attached  to  such 
declarations,  clearly  the  very  first  con- 
dition which  you  must  absolutely  re- 
Snire  is  that  they  should  be  conceived  in 
ae  spirit  and  language  of  men  who, 
conscious  of  tbe  grievous  offence  they 
have  committed  against  their  laws  and 
against  their  kind,  seek  at  the  last  mo- 
ment to  make  the  best  atonement  in  their 
power  by  telling  the  whole  truth  they 
know,  and  doing  everything  in  their 
power,  on  the  one  hand,  to  exempt  the 
innocent  from  punishment,  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  to  bring  the  criminals  to 
justice,  I  take  the  statement  of  the  de- 
clarations as  it  appears  from  the  accounts 
given  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who 
plead  the  force  of  it,  and  who  tell  us 
that  these  dying  men  pointed  out  the 
persons  by  whom  they  said  the  crime 
tad  been  committed, 

Mr-  HARRINGTON  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  produce  the  declara- 
tions ? 

Mb,  GLADSTONE;  I  have  been 
tolerably  patient  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
interruptions.  I  am  not  availing  myself 
of  anything  in  the  declarations  known  to 
me.  I  am  arguing  upon  what  is  shown, 
or  stated,  of  them  by  those  who  plead 
them;  and  I  say  that  upon  their  own 
plea  they  do  not  possess  the  very  first 
qualification  for  entitling  them  to  assume 
moral  weight,  and  that  quahfication  is 
that  they  shall  be  declarations  of  men 
desirous  to  atone  for  their,  in  this  in- 
atance,  horrible  offence,  by  endeavour- 


ing to  procure  the  full  find  effectual  ad- 
ministration of  justice.  Then  it  is  said 
that  there  is  great  imix^rtanee  in  the  evi- 
dence of  the  two  boys,  and  here  the 
charge  is  made  of  the  suppression  of  the 
evidence  of  the  boy  who  survived.  Sub- 
ject to  all  the  reserves  I  have  made  as 
to  the  value  of  evidence,  I  entirely  con- 
test th«  statement  made  more  than  once 
that  the  declarations  of  the  boys  were 
contradictory  to  the  evidence  of  the 
three  identifying  witnesses.  There  is  no 
contradiction  whatever  in  my  opinion. 
[Lmghter\'\  I  regret  that  there  are 
Gentlemen  in  this  House  who  think  that 
contempt,  and  the  free  expression  of 
contempt,  is  tbe  best  mode  of  arriving 
at  the  truth  in  a  difficult  investigation 
carefully  requiring  the  exclusion  of  all 
such  elements.  I  differ  from  them,  and 
I  am  very  sorry,  partly  for  my  own  sake, 
which  is  a  trifling  consideration,  much 
more  for  their  own  sakes,  and  very  much 
more  still  for  the  sake  of  their  country, 
to  which,  I  think,  they  are  not  doing 
justice  when  they  are  not  able  to  conduct 
their  operations  in  this  House  in  modes 
more  agreeable  and  more  consistent  with 
prudence  and  right  feeling.  I  am  of 
opinion,  subject  to  their  better  judg- 
ment, that  there  is  no  contradiction  what- 
evcT  between  the  statements  of  tbe  boys, 
and  particularly  of  the  surviving  boy, 
which  is  the  most  important,  and  the 
allegations  of  the  three  witnesses.  The 
points  are  whether  the  upper  parts  of 
the  vestments  were  light  or  dark,  and 
whether  the  faces  were  dirty  or  black- 
ened, or  in  their  ordinary  and  natural 
condition.  I  am  not  an  Irish  scholar, 
and  it  does  not  appear  clear  whether  tha 
boy  who  survived  declared  the  faces  to 
be  merely  dark  and  dirty,  or  actually 
blackened ;  and  I  will  suppose  he  de- 
clared them  blackened.  Well,  it  was 
observed  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  that 
they  might  have  been  blackened  when 
the  men  were  in  the  cottage ;  it  does  not 
follow  that  they  were  blackened  when 
they  were  made  objects  of  identiiication 
by  the  three  witnesses.  And  as  to  the 
upper  vestments,  what  could  be  more 
easy  and  more  simple  than  upon  entering 
the  cottage,  or  about  it,  they  should 
strip  themselves  of  the  dark  clothes  they 
ordinarily  wore,  and  should  go  into  the 
cottage  exhibiting  a  lightness  of  colour 
in  their  vestments?  There  is  nothing 
approaching  to  a  contradiction  between 
the  statements  about  the  blackened  faces 
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and  the  clothea  and  the  evidence  of  the 
three  witnesses.  It  is  said  that  all  this 
in  the  boye*  depositions  was  withheld 
from  the  knowledge  of  the  prisonera' 
counsel.  The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
has  possessed  himself  of  the  brief  of  the 
couneel  for  the  Crown,  Without  making 
an  inquiry  into  that  matter  I  cannot 
regret  that  he  has  got  the  briuf,  for  I 
am  very  glad  he  should  know  every- 
thing that  can  be  knowQ.  [Mr.  Biggar  : 
Oh,  oh  !]  Tbe  hon.  Member  for 
Oavan  is  maintaiiiing'  the  consisteney  of 
his  character;  but  if  he  will  be  kind 
enough  to  shut  his  ears  for  one  moment 
and  allow  me  to  proceed  without  in- 
terruptioD,  I  will  repeat  that  I  am  glad 
the  bon.  Gentleman  should  be  in  posses- 
sion of  everything  and  anything  that 
will  assist  him  in  this  investigation.  It 
is  said  that  the  fioal  declaration  of  the 
younger  boy  was  not  communicated  as  a 
document  to  the  Court,  or  to  the  opposite 
counsel  j  but  I  believe,  as  a  fact,  that 
that  final  declaration  did  contain  the 
particulars  which  I  have  mentioned 
about  the  light  clothes,  whichparticulRrs 
wei*e  not  contained  in  the  account  the 
boy  gave  to  the  constable.  The  account 
given  to  the  constable,  however,  did  con* 
taio  the  important  fact  about  the  black* 
©ned  faccs^ — if  the  word  used  signifies 
blackened.  Did  the  counsel  for  the  de- 
fence call,  or  attempt  to  call,  the  boy  for 
the  sake  of  examining  him  upon  that 
matter  ? 

Mr.  HARRINGTON:  The  Crown 
produced  him  ;  but  ho  was  not  allowed 
to  be  sworn  by  the  Crown,  because  upon 
his  production  on  the  table  it  w^as  found 
that  he  was  not  sufficiently  instructed  to 
know  the  nature  of  an  oath. 

Mr,  GLADSTONE:  Yes,  Sirj  but 
the  hou.  Gentleman's  account  does  not 
draw  the  distinctions  which  are  essential 
to  the  truth.  The  case  is  that  the  Crown 
fluppreseed  this  evidence,  and  the  an- 
swer is  that  the  Crown  placed  the  boy 
upon  the  table  to  be  examined.  The 
Crown  placed  him  upon  the  Table  where 
a  man  is  placed  when  he  is  going  to  be 
examined.  WJiat  more  could  the  Crown 
do? 

Mb,  CALLAN  I  Teach  hiui  the  nature 
of  an  oath. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman interrupts  me  by  an  exclamation 
which  I  must  call  impertinent — no ;  I 
will  not  say  impertinent.  Even  the  hon. 
Member    for    Longford     (Mr.    Justin 
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M'Caithy)^  in  the  course  of  his  remarks 
to-night^  observed  that  when  he  heard 
the  speech  of  the  Home  Secretary  yester- 
day it  reminded  him  of  an  answer  given 
by  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  to-day.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman confuses  a  little  the  present,  the 
future,  and  the  past  tenses-  I  am  re- 
miudnd  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  that  it 
was  in  the  power  of  the  counsel  for  the 
defence,  who  had  been  cognizant  of  the 
stateraenta  about  the  blackened  faces  for 
months  before,  at  any  time  to  have 
called  the  surviving  boy  as  a  witness; 
and  if  ho  had  not  been  examined  it 
would  have  been  owing  to  the  discovery 
that  he  was  not  a  competent  witness  to 
give  evidence  in  Court,  The  Crown 
placed  him  in  a  position  to  be  examined^ 
and  that  was  all  they  could  do,  so  far  as 
they  were  concerned.  We  have  this  fact 
\  before  us,  that  the  counsel  for  the  defence 
*  did  not  think  it  any  part  of  his  duty  to 
his  clients  to  take  any  step  whatever  to 
promote  the  examination  of  the  boy* 
Such  are  the  grounds  upon  which  it  is 
attempted  to  disturb  these  remarkable 
verdicts,  and  it  is  an  attempt  to  disturb 
them  in  order  that  there  shall  be  a  full 
public  inquiry.  What  is  this  inquiry  to 
be  ?  What  are  its  possible  forms  ?  We 
are  to  begiu  hj  shutting  out  the  only 
regular  and  Constitutional  form.  The 
Constitution  of  this  country  knows  no- 
thing of  criminal  appeal,  properly  so 
called,  nothing  of  the  retrial  of  cases,  as 
was  explained  by  the  Home  Secretary 
last  night.  It  knows  of  the  reference  to 
the  responsible  Minister,  who,  sur- 
rounded by  the  very  best  advisers,  and 
acting  under  the  deepest  sense  of  respon- 
sibility^ is  entitled  to  exercise  the  Pre- 
rogative of  mercy.  That  mode  of  opera- 
tion you  begin  by  excluding,  because 
what  you  are  asking  for  is  not  a  further 
investigation  of  the  question  by  the  re- 
sponsible oflBcer  of  the  Queen,  but  it  is 
a  full  and  public  inquiry,  a  description 
to  which  his  operation  could  not  corre* 
spend.  What  kind  of  a  public  inquiry 
is  it  to  be  ?  Is  it  to  be  a  Committee  of 
thia  House  ?  I  remember  a  similar  case 
of  endeavouring  to  overset  the  verdict  of 
a  jury  by  a  Committee  of  this  House. 
It  was  in  the  case,  well  known  at  the 
time,  of  Mr.  Whittle  Harvey.  It  hap- 
pened in  1833  or  1834,  and  I  mj^aelf 
flat  upon  that  Committee,  I  voted 
alone  against  the  Report  of  the  Com-p 
mittee,  which  attempted  to  overset  the 
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verdict  of  the  jury  in  Mr.  Whittle 
Harvey's  case.  Mr.  0*CotineU  was  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee,  and  he  conducted 
the  ease  with  consummate  ekill  and 
ability.  That  all  but  unauimoua  Eeport 
was  presented  to  the  House,  and,  power- 
ful as  the  House  ia  when  acting  in  its 
own  proper  province,  it  showed  how  im- 
potent is  the  House  when  it  makes  an 
irregular  use  of  its  machinery,  although 
it  was  used  as  well  as  it  could  be  for  the 
purpose  in  view.  The  Report  was  so 
little  recognized  by  the  public  opinion  of 
the  country  that  the  Benchers  of  the 
Inns  of  Court,  to  whom  Mr.  Whittle 
Harvey  had  applied  for  his  admission  to 
the  Bar,  persisted  in  their  refusal,  and 
beat  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  That  was  not  very  promising 
for  inquiry  by  a  Committee  of  the  House, 
and  yet  1  am  by  no  means  sure,  if  there 
waato  be  an  inquiry  at  alt,  whotherthat 
would  not  be  as  good  a  method  as  any 
other.  What  has  been  suggested?  It 
has  been  suggested  that  a  very  eminent 
Judge,  Lord  Bramwell,  should  be  sent 
to  examine  into  the  matter.  Has  the 
hon.  Member  who  recommended  this 
appointment  satisfied  himself  that  Lord 
Bramwell  will  accept  the  duty?  I 
suspect  he  knows  as  well  as  I  do  that 
there  is  not  the  smallest  likelihood  of 
such  an  acceptance.  WTiat  would  he  or 
anyone  else  he  invited  to  do  ?  He 
would  be  sent  partly  to  correct  the  de- 
fence at  the  original  trial — for  that  the 
argument  on  the  other  side  distinctly 
includes— and  partly  on  account  of  the 
new  evidence,  which  we  believe  to  be 
wholly  without  weight  for  the  purpose 
in  view,  and  virtually  to  overset  the 
verdicts  of  three  juries,  given  unaui- 
moudy  and  with  a  universal  recognition 
of  the  weight  of  the  evidence  on  which 
they  were  founded.  What  means  would 
he  have  ?  How  would  he  go  to  work  ? 
Whom  would  he  examine  ?  Would  he 
examine  this  child  now  of  11  years? 
[An  hon.  Member  :  Certainly.]  Well, 
we  know  what  the  child  has  to  say ;  wo 
know  his  statement  about  the  faces  of 
the  men  and  about  their  garments.  A« 
to  one  of  these  statements,  that  the  faces 
were  blackened,  we  know  very  well  that 
the  counsel  for  the  defence  did  not  think 
it  worth  his  while  to  use  it  on  behalf  of 
bis  clients.  Is  he  to  examine  the  convicta 
■who  pleaded  guilty  ?  Is  the  House  to 
send  down  some  great  lawyer  to  examine 
theae  four  convicts  who  pleaded  guilty, 


without  any  direct  evidence  tending  to 
show  that  they  were  innocent,  and  to 
endeavour  to  convict  them  of  falsehood 
on  that  plea,  and  prove  them  to  be 
innocent?  Is  he  to  examine  the  recanting 
approver  ?  I  hardly  think  anybody  will 
recommend  that.  [Mr.  Hariunoton  ; 
liMiy  not  ?J  Then  there  is  one  Gentle- 
man  who  would  examine  him.  I  really 
thought  that,  throughout  the  debate, 
and  especially  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr»  Pamell),  and 
other  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  a  disposition  had  been  shown  to 
abandon  as  hopeless  the  statements  of 
Casey  as  the  foundation  for  any  pro- 
ceedings of  a  public  and  judicial  cha- 
racter. If  anyone  could  be  found  to  under- 
take the  inquiry,  how  is  he  to  examine 
these  persons  ?  He  has  no  jjower  to  ad- 
minister an  oath  ;  ho  has  to  go  to  work 
without  the  sanction  of  an  oath ;  and 
upon  the  strength  of  such  evidence  as  he 
gets  without  the  sanction  of  on  oath  he 
is  to  overset  the  verdicts  which  were 
arrived  at  in  public  after  solemn  and 
repeated  inquiry,  and  covered  by  that 
solemn  sanction.  [Mr.  Gray  :  The 
Kilmartin  case.]  In  that  case  the  pro- 
ceeding was  one  known  to  the  Con- 
stitution^ and  it  was  completely  distinct 
from  tbat  of  a  Court  of  Justice.  But 
the  proceeding  you  recominend  is  totally 
unknown  to  the  Constitution  ;  you  have 
no  precedent ;  it  is  a  new  and  unheard- 
of  method  of  disturbing  a  solemn  judg- 
ment. It  cannot  be  covered  by  the 
sanction  of  an  oath,  and  the  issue  is  not 
to  be  referred  even  to  the  judgment  of  a 
jury.  In  these  circumstances,  I  must 
express  my  hope  that  a  vast  majority,  a 
large  and  overwhelming  majority,  of  this 
House  will  decline  to  accept  this  most 
objectionable  and  most  inefficient  Motion. 
My  last  objection  to  the  full  and  public 
inquiry,  be  it  as  full  and  public  aa  it 
may,  is  that  it  must  be  totally  inefficient. 
You  cannot  posnibly  come  at  a  body  of 
testimony  through  the  medium  of  such 
an  inquiry,  worth  for  one  moment  to  be 
put  in  competition  with  the  testimony 
upon  which  was  founded  the  original 
solemn  proceeding.  We  do  not  admit 
that  there  is  any  substance  in  the  new 
evidence.  We  conceive  that  there  is  the 
greatest  danger  in  arguments  like  those 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr, 
Justin  McCarthy)  for  re-opening  and 
retrying  tbat  which  was  publicly,  fully, 
impartially,  and   repeatedly   tried,  and 
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affirmed  by  a  Judge  and  by  three  juries. 
We  enter  our  protest  ag'ainst  the  insti- 
tution of  a  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal,  in 
the  first  place,  for  a  sinj^le  case,  and  not 
upon  the  foundation  of  a  general  law ; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  ag^ainst  the 
institution  of  a  Court  of  Criminal 
Appeal,  totally  inferior  in  all  ita  means 
of  action,  and  in  all  its  power  to  investi- 
gate the  truth,  to  the  tribunals  which  it 
seelrs  to  supersede. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  that  the 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  was  really 
disappointing,  not  only  to  hia  political 
foes,  but  also  to  his  political  friends.  It 
was  one  of  the  weakest,  the  lamest,  and 
the  most  halting  speeches  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  ever  delivered  in  that 
House,  The  largest  part  of  it  was  taken 
up  with  questions  utterly  irrelevant  to 
the  points  at  issue ;  and,  so  far  as  it  was 
relevant,  it  consisted  of  nothing  but 
weak  and  flimsy  arguments  in  support 
of  the  case  of  the  Crown.  He  would  Just 
take  two  of  the  statements  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister  as  an  ejcample.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  Lord 
Spencer  as  having  the  respect  of  the 
general  community.  8urely  it  ought  to 
have  ocrtirred  to  the  right  hon,  (Tentle- 
man  that  by  Uxx  the  greater  measure  of 
Earl  Spencer's  suncess  as  an  Adminis- 
trator was  to  be  found,  not  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  general  community  over 
which  he  ruled,  but  of  the  people  by 
whom  he  was  sent  to  govern.  It  was  as 
notoiious  as  any  fact  in  Ireland  that 
there  never  had  been  a  Representative 
of  Her  Majesty  in  Ireland  who  was  more 
deeply  and  more  widely  loathed  and  de- 
spised in  that  country  than  the  present 
Lord  lieutenant.  If  he  were  asked  for 
a  proof  of  this  statement  he  need  but 
refer  to  a  recent  totir  of  Earl  Spencer^ 
with  the  main  incidents  of  which  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  was  perfectly 
familiar.  By  a  consensus  of  opinion  and 
action  that  was  almost  unprecedented, 
the  loathing  and  the  hatred  in  which 
Earl  Spencer  was  held  by  the  popiilation 
of  Ireland  was  then  made  known.  He 
would  give  a  second  specimen  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement  and 
argument.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
asked,  how  could  the  Government  convict 
those  three  men  ?  What  evidence  could 
they  produce  ;  what  tribunal  could  they 
institute  to  try  them  j  what  machinery 
had  they  available  ?  That  was  the  con- 
feasioa  of  the  Prime  Minister  after  two 
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years  of  the  Crimes  Act— that  three  men, 
publicly  accused  of  murder,  could  not  be 
brought  to  justice  or  to  trial.  But  he 
wouki  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
fair  chance.  Let  him  place  at  the  dis- 
posal of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Westmeath  (Mr. Harrington)  the  Search 
Clauses  of  the  Crimes  Act  and  the  Secret 
Inquiry  Clauses  of  the  Crimes  Act,  and, 
if  hia  hon.  Friend  wonld  accept  the  loan, 
the  services  of  Mr.  George  Bolton,  and 
let  his  hon.  Friend  be  supposed  capable 
of  imitating  the  jury-packing  tactics  of 
Crown  Solicitors  in  Ireland,  including 
the  latest  accession  to  the  honourable 
order  of  Knighthood  ;  and  he  promised 
on  behalf  of  his  hon.  Friend  that  in  three 
weeks  he  would  have  a  case  which  no 
jury  would  reject  for  the  conviction  of 
the  real  murderers.  Ho  was  glad  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the 
Kilmartin  case,  of  which,  hitherto,  the 
Government  had  been  a  little  shy.  The 
late  Chief  Secret aiy  never  said  a  word 
about  that  case  until,  at  the  end  of  his 
Bpeech,he  had  to  reply  to  an  interruption. 
Yet  that  ease  must  have  been  present  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  mind.  It  was 
the  Kilmartin  case  which  kicked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  upstairs.  The 
Prime  Minister  denied  that  there  was 
any  analogy  between  that  case  and  the 
present.  But  the  two  cases  were  analo- 
gous. In  each  there  was  a  CTiroe  com- 
mitted, a  man  convii-ted,  a  statement  that 
the  conviction  was  unjust,  and  that  the 
man  was  innocent,  founded  on  a  dying 
confession.  Next,  in  the  Kilmartin  case, 
there  was  a  primary  inquiry  held  by  the 
Government,  and  the  then  Chief  Secre- 
tary brought  forward  that  inquiry  as  an 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton).  A  second  inquiry  was  re- 
fused by  the  Chief  Secretary  ;  but  it  wa« 
compelled  by  the  action  of  the  House, 
and  the  unhappy  man  was  released  after 
having  undergone  the  horrors  of  penal 
servitude  for  two  years.  When  Kilmartin 
was  released  his  first  thought  was  what 
would  be  the  feeling  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, who  had  done  all  he  could  to  pre- 
vent the  inquiry  being  held.  He  had 
thought  that  the  late  Chief  Secretary's 
conscience  would  have  been  n>used  ;  per- 
haps it  was,  and  his  transfer  from  Ire- 
land to  the  Foot- and- Mouth  Disease  De- 
partment was  a  consequence  of  that 
rousing  of  conscience.  He  remembered 
that  when  the  horror  which  attended  the 
execution  of  Myles  Joyce  was  brought 
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before  the  House  the  Prime  Minigter 
seemed  to  be  greatly  shooked.  Buc  the 
case  was  brought  forward  still  more 
strikingly  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mallow  (Mr.  O^Brien)  in  JJniUd 
Ir^landy  in  which  was  given  the  de- 
claration of  those  two  men  from  the  gal- 
lows when  they  had  the  noose  round 
ther  necks.  But  the  result  was  that  his 
hon»  Friend  was  put  on  his  trial  for  se- 
ditious libeL  That  was  a  test  of  the 
willingness  of  the  Government  to  insti- 
tute an  inquiry  into  the  matter,  which 
they  professed  themselves  ready  to  do  if 
a  proper  case  was  shown.  But  the  oheera 
which  last  night  greeted  his  hon.  Friend 
were  not  only  an  exx^ression  of  the  re- 
gard and  esteem  in  which  he  was  held 
by  his  friends,  but  indicated  the  con* 
viction  that  the  struggle  with  the  povers 
of  darkness  at  Dublin  Oastle  was  coming 
to  an  end,  and  that  his  h(m.  Friend's 
day  of  reckoning  with  Lord  Spencer  was 
▼ery  near.  The  trial  of  these  men  had 
been  conducted  with  indecent  haste, 
and  the  jury  were  only  a  few  minutes 
in  each  case  in  finding  their  verdict 
Everybody  in  Court,  from  the  Judge 
downwards — and  it  was  with  deep  con- 
cern that  he  included  the  counsel  for  the 
defence — ^were  anxious  to  be  rid  of  the 
case  as  soon  as  they  could.  [Irmiical 
Mmut^rial  cheer 9. ']  Well,  he  had  not 
intended  to  refer  to  the  counsel  for  the 
defence  in  these  cases,  as  he  did  not 
wish  to  make  it  a  personal  matter ;  but, 
having  been  so  directly  challenged  by 
the  Prime  Minister  and  Home  Secretary, 
he  would  say  that  the  counsel  for  the 
defence  were  incompetent,  notoriously 
incompetent,  toconductit.  The  priaoners, 
as  murderers,  were  defended  by  the 
smallest  and  pettiest  counsel  which  the 
miserable  fees  of  the  Government  would 
allow  them.  [Mr.  Kenny  :  They  were 
the  worst  on  the  Connaught  Circuit.] 
The  counsel  for  the  defence  were  utterly 
incompetent  [^InUrruptionj  and  **  Emi- 
nent counsel/*]  Tbe  counsel  employed 
could  in  no  sense  be  said  to  be  more 
eminent  than  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Stockport  (Mr,  Hop  wood),  Avho 
inten'upted  him.  He  would  repeat  that 
there  seerned  to  be  a  conspiracy  between 
the  Judge,  counsel,  and  the  juries  to 
hurry  the  cases  through  the  Court. 
Casey  in  his  evidence  stated  that  some 
time  before  they  reached  John  Joyce's 
house  they  were  jonied  by  two  addi- 
tional men,  Patrick  Kelly  and  Michael 
Neale.    The  Judge  called  attention  to 


this  remarkable  discrepancy  in  the  evi- 
dence for  the  Crown y  for  it  was  ob- 
servable that  all  the  independent  wit- 
nesses swore  to  there  being  10  men, 
whereas  the  addition  of  Kelly  and  Neale 
brought  the  number  up  to  12.  The 
mention  of  the  two  additional  names 
afforded  a  clue  to  the  whole  affair ;  but 
although  the  chief  prosecuting  counsel 
for  the  Crown  had  declared  that  these 
men  were  at  the  root  of  the  confederacy, 
no  endeavour  had  been  made  to  6nd  any 
trace  of  them.  He  would  ask  the  Gro- 
vernment  who  Kelly  and  Neale  were  ? 
Mr,  Ju&tice  Barry  remarked  that  it 
would  be  for  the  jury  to  say  whether  it 
was  impossible  or  improbable  that  they 
were  the  instigators  and  concoctors  of 
the  whole  affair.  Yet  the  G^overnment 
did  not  even  condescend  to  make  any 
inquiry  about  them.  For  once  the 
counsel  for  the  defence  made  a  good 
fight.  Mr.  Malley  tried  to  get  a  post- 
ponement, and  one  of  his  reasons  for  de- 
manding it  was  the  very  point  that  had 
just  been  referred  to ;  but  Mr.  Murphy, 
the  counsel  for  the  Crown,  dech'ued  to 
accede  to  the  request.  He  thought  he 
had  now  clearly  established  the  fact  that 
tbere  was  a  conspiiacy  to  hurry  ou  the 
case  without  a  due  and  thorough  in- 
vestigation of  the  main  and  eesential 
circumstances.  In  his  opinion,  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  want  to  find  out  the 
true  coneoctors  of  the  Mnanitrasna  massa- 
cre, because  if  the  illegal  murderera  of 
Maamtraana  were  discovered  the  legal 
murderers  of  Dublin  Castle  would  also 
be  discovered.  Wit!i  regard  to  the 
blackened  faces,  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland,  in  a  flight  of  imagination, 
gave  it  as  his  explanation  that  black 
was  white  and  that  white  was  black. 
The  explanation  of  the  ex-Chief  Secre^ 
tary  was  that  the  poor  boys^  seeing  the 
hellish  work  in  which  these  fiends  were 
engoged,  would  naturally  imagine  that 
their  faces  were  black.  This  was  the 
kind  of  evidence  which  they  were  asked 
by  the  Government  to  accept  as  probable 
and  credible.  The  men  who  committed 
the  murders  were  most  of  them  relatives 
of  and  all  of  them  well  known  to  these 
two  boys.  Persons  about  to  commit  a 
crime  in  Ireland  almost  in  van  ably  dis- 
guised themselves— most  commonly  by 
blackening  their  faces.  Almost  the  ilrst 
thing  that  Casey  had  said  when  inter- 
view **cl  was  that  the  men  had  blarkencd 
faces.  The  evidence  was  conclusive  that 
the  faces  of  these  men  were  blackened. 
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If  the  two  boys  wore  unaljle  to  identify 
the  men,  wlio  were  stated  to  bo  tboir 
first  cousine,  wlien  they  were  standings 
over  them  beating  their  lives  out,  be- 
cause the  men'8  faces  were  blackened, 
how  was  it  pOBBible  that  the  witnesses 
for  the  Crown  could  have  identified  them 
at  a  distance  of  50  yards  in  the  night 
time  ?  He  submitted  that  there  was  do 
preteni^e  for  the  course  which  the  OrowD 
had  adopted  of  holding  back  the  fact 
that  the  boys  had  stated  that  the  men*s 
faces  were  blackened.  It  had  been 
stated  by  learned  counsel  of  great  ability 
that  the  practice  at  the  English  Bar  was 
that  all  facts  of  importance  were  com* 
municated  by  the  counsel  for  the  pro- 
secution to  the  couiiael  for  the  defence. 
But  was  that  done  in  this  case  ? 
Would  the  Attorn oy  General  for  Eng- 
land dare  to  say  it  waa?  He  dared  not 
do  bo.  It  had  been  said  by  the 
Home  Secretary  that  it  was  noto- 
rious that  the  bays  had  said  that  the 
men's  faces  were  blackened.  Bat  was 
it  notorious  that  the  boys  had  stated  that 
fact  in  their  dying  depoaitions  ?  Such 
depositions  were  perfectly  legal  docu- 
ments, and  they  were  wilfully  kept  back 
by  either  the  solicitor  or  the  coundel  for 
the  prosecution  from  the  coiiDsel  for  the 
defence.  The  Home  ^Secretary  had  fur- 
ther said  that  one  of  the  boys  was 
placed  in  the  witness-box  in  order  that 
he  might  be  examined  by  the  prisoners' 
counsel >  bat  that  it  was  proved  that 
the  lad  did  not  know  the  natitre  of  an 
oath.  But  this  boy  had  been  for  three 
months  in  the  care  of  the  police  ;  and 
could  not  they  in  that  long  period  have 
educated  him  suifi.c?ient]y  t<i  let  him  kiiow 
the  consequences  of  giving  false  testi- 
mony ?  It  must  be  remembered  that  the 
boy  was  nine  3^ ears  of  age,  and  was 
stated  to  be  an  intelligent  lad,  who 
coald  easily  have  been  taught  such  a 
simple  matter  as  that.  The  police  did 
not  train  the  boy  because  they  did  not 
want  his  evidence.  The  note  inserted  in 
the  Crown  brief  by  Mr.  Bolton  that 
the  boy*8  evidence  was  unimportant 
was  a  deliberate  lie,  becaust*  his 
evidence  would  have  been  most  im- 
portant and  pertinent.  The  infer- 
eooe  was  indisputable  that  the  evi- 
dence was  kept  back  wilfully  and  fraudu- 
lently. The  Government  had  refused 
this  inquiry  on  tlie  ground  that  to  grant 
it  would  be  to  interfere  with  law  and 
order  in  Ireland,  which  was  a  paraphi'aso 
for  saying  that  if  it  were  granted  they 
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would  lose  the  inestimable  services  of 
Lord  8pencer,  He,  however,  asked  that 
this  inquiry  should  be  gi^anted  in  the 
interests  of  law  and  order,  and  in  the  in- 
terests of  Lord  Spencer  himself.  Lord 
Spencer  had^  in  the  minds  of  tho  Irish 
people,  as  odious  and  as  terrible  a  stigma 
upon  his  character  as  ever  attached  to 
any  man.  He  was  believed  by  the  over- 
whelmieg  majority  of  the  Irish  people  to 
have  been  guilty  of  a  cruel  judicial 
murder  ;  and  the  belief  went  further, 
because  it  was  believed  that  he  had  been 
guilty  of  that  murder  in  pursuance  of 
a  general  policy  of  attempting  to  strike 
terror  by  indiscriminate  cruelty  and 
executions.  It  was  believed  that  Lord 
Spencer  had  in  his  possession  docu- 
ments which  would  show  bis  guilt  in  the 
matter;  if,  on  the  cootrary,  they  would 
show  his  innocence,  let  him  produce 
them.  The  Government  had  had  the 
meanness  to  declare  that  the  docuraeuta 
could  not  be  produced,  because  to  pro- 
duce them  would  be  contrary  to  prece- 
dent. But  if  there  was  anything  in  the 
world  that  was  in  accordance  with  im* 
memorial  precedent,  it  was  that  dying 
declarations  of  criminals  should  be  made 
public.  Tho  impresi^ion,  however,  would 
be  left  upon  the  minds  of  the  Irish 
people  that  Lord  Spencer  was  afraid  to 
produce  these  documents.  He  was» 
therefore,  justified  in  saying  that  this 
inquiry  ought  to  be  granted  in  the  in- 
terests uf  Lord  Spencer  himself,  and  of  1 
his  own  personal  repute  and  his  own 
mental  tranquillity.  It  was  one  of  tho 
highest  attributes  of  the  law  that  all 
m<^n  shun  Id  be  equal  before  it ;  and  in 
this  case  he  demanded  that  the  poor 
peasant,  Myles  Joyce,  and  the  wealthy, 
distinguished,  and  eminent  Peer,  Lord 
Spencer,  should  be  placed  upon  am* 
equality.  In  the  name  of  the  majeaty 
of  the  law  he  demanded  that  the  life 
of  the  poor  peasant  shuuld  be  deemed  of 
equal  value  with  the  official  career  of 
Lord  Spencer*  The  Prime  Minister  had 
said  that  no  Irish  policy  could  be  com- 
plete unless  it  won  over  the  hearts  of  the 
Irish  people;  but  it  seemed  to  be  the 
favourite  theory  of  successive  Adminis- 
trations that  to  solve  the  Irish  problem 
they  bad  only  to  put  suflficient  Irishmen 
in  prison,  and  to  put  enough  Irish  bodies 
under  ground.  That  was  not  true  statoa- 
manship.  By  refusing  this  inquiry  tho 
Ministry  might  retain  the  services  of  ^^ 
Lord  Spencer,  but  they  would  lose  what 
was  of  far  greater  importance  to  them 
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— they  would  lose  the  sympathy  of  Ire- 
land. They  might  obtain  a  momentary 
advantage  for  their  policy;  but  tbey 
would  deprive  law  and  order  in  Ireland 
of  its  surest,  higbest,  and  safest  guaran- 
tee— the  confidence  and  respect  of  the 
people. 

Mr,  HOPWOOD,  in  opposing  the 
Amendment,  said^  that  such  a  demand 
as  that  put  forward  by  hon.  Members 
opposite  would  not  for  a  moment  be 
listened  to  if  it  related  to  some  case 
in  England,  He  (Mr,  Hop  wood)  con- 
tended that  it  was  absurd  to  say  there 
waa  ftoy  difference  in  the  adrainistratiou 
of  justice  in  Ireland  and  England.  Ho 
was  surprised  that  two  of  his  hon,  and 
learned  Friends  opposite  thought  fit  to 
reprove  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
tbe  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  for 
having  shown  a  little  warmth  in  defend- 
ing the  conduct  of  hia  colleagues  at  the 
Bar  in  Ireland  acting  for  the  Crown  in  this 
case.  When  he  heard  the  spouting  de- 
clamation that  the  poorest  peasant  should 
be  secured  the  same  justice  as  the  Peer, 
Lis  (Mr.  Hop  wood's)  answer  was  that  it 
was  secured.  They  were  not  accustomed 
to  that  sort  of  bravado  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  in  England^  The  same 
course  was  pursued  in  the  two  countries 
with  regard  to  the  treatment  of  criminals, 
and  he  could  call  to  mind  several  cases 
in  England  in  which  the  same  course 
bad  been  pursued  as  had  been  pursued 
in  this  case.  It  was  now  desired  to 
establish,  for  the  purposes  of  tliis  case, 
a  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal  in  the 
House  of  Commons  itself ;  but  he 
would  remind  the  House  that  when  hia 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General,  with  the  snpportof  himself  (Mr. 
Hop  wood)  and  other  hoo.  Friends,  was 
doing  his  best  the  Session  before  last  to 
obtain  a  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal,  hon. 
Members  opposite  gave  him  little  assi&t- 
ance  at  any  stage  of  the  Bill  ?  And 
it  waa  the  same  with  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Ix)rd  Ran- 
dolph Churchill),  who,  in  this  case,  it 
appeared,  had  now  taken  the  Irish 
Party  under  his  patronage.  Ha€l  the 
noble  Lord  in  any  way  assisted  them? 
Nothing  of  the  kind, 

LoBD  BANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member,  I  am  sure, 
does  not  wish  to  misrepresent  me.  Ho 
wiU  not  deny  me  the  same  justice  he  is 
claiming  for  himself.  I  supported  the 
Attorney  General  in  every  Division  on 
his  Motion.  , 
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Ma.  HOPAVOOD :  I  should  say  that 
that  was  a  ready  answer  in  the  extent  of 
its  audacity. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
It  is  quite  true. 

Mr.  nOPWOOD  said,  it  was  not  for 
him  to  bandy  words  with  the  noble  Lord. 
His  impression  was  rather  different  to 
that  of  the  noble  Lord.  A  reference  to 
the  proceedings  of  the  Committee  would 
not  bear  out  the  noble  Lord*3  statement. 
A  trial  had  taken  place  in  this  case,  and 
the  moat  sweeping  accusations  had  been 
made  against  the  Judge  and  jurors  who 
had  tried  the  case,  Hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite from  Ireland  seemed  to  think  that 
the  Judge  had  acted  wickedly,  that  the 
jury  had  acted  wickedly^  and  that  every- 
body had  acted  wickedly,  ['*  No,  no !  "] 
Then,  who  had  ?  [Mr.  Healy  :  George 
Eoltou.]  Why,  on  their  own  showing, 
George  Bolton  had  nothing  to  do  with 
keeping  back  the  two  depositions.  It 
waa  further  said  that  there  were  singular 
circumstances  connected  with  the  case; 
but  did  hon.  Gentlemen  think  that  they 
were  more  capable  of  dealing  with  the 
case  now  than  the  jurors  who  had  given 
so  much  attention  to  it  ?  It  was  desired 
now  to  retry  the  case ;  but  if  their 
real  wish  waa  to  inflame  the  hatred  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  for  this  country, 
that  was  the  way  to  do  it.  They  had 
heard  a  great  deal  about  the  alleged 
suppression  of  the  depositions;  but  be 
thought  that  their  production  or  non- 
production  was  altogether  a  matter  of 
discretion.  He,  himself,  would  have 
shown  them  to  the  defending  counsel, 
and  left  it  to  him  If  he  thought  fit  to  com- 
ment on  them  ;  but  the  Crown  counsel,  no 
doubt,  considered  that  they  did  full  jus- 
tice by  producing  the  surviving  boy  for 
examination.  The  boy,  however,  turned 
out  to  bo  ineligible  as  a  witness,  owing 
to  his  not  understanding  the  nature  of 
an  oath.  Some  suggestion  had  been  made 
til  at  the  case  should  have  been  postponed, 
and  the  boy  in  the  meantime  educated. 
But  such  an  application,  when  mad©  in 
a  well-known  English  ease,  had  very 
rightly  been  scouted  by  the  Judge* 
After  careful  consideration,  he  had  como 
to  the  conclusion  that  what  were  called 
the  dying  declarations  did  not  in  the  least 
affect  the  Bound ness  of  the  verdict  of  tho 
jury,  and  the  best  proof  was  that  the  mea 
most  concerned  showed  their  own  ap- 
preciation of  their  guilt  by  pleadiug 
guilty.  Yet,  a  new  iuvesfigtition  into 
their  case  was  demanded.     Well,  he  waa 
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in  favour  of  inquiry ;  but  there  had  be^n 
an  inquiry  already,  and  if  any  further 
evidence  was  fortbcomingi  he  felt  sure 
that  Lord  Spencer  would  hold  a  further 
inquiry.  The  present  outcry  wae,  he 
believed,  due  to  a  political  motive. 
[**  Oh,  oh!  "J  It  was  simply  a  handle 
on  which  to  hang  an  amount  of  cruel 
denunciation  of  Lord  Spetieer,  that  Gen- 
tlemen who  used  it  would  be  ashamed, 
apart  from  politics,  to  apply  to  any  fish- 
wife, or  anybody  in  any  other  situation 
in  life-  Bemonstrance,  however,  seemed 
to  be  useless ;  and  he  therefore  hoped 
that  those  who  sat  on  his  side  of  the 
House,  and  who  were  determined  to 
maintain  the  honour  and  character  of 
Lord  Spencer,  would  never  submit  to 
the  present  demands  made  upon  them 
for  the  passing  of  this  Resolution  as  a 
teat  of  political  triumph. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he  was 
strongly  interested  in  the  preservation 
ol  law  and  order  in  Ireland,  and  he 
would  rather  thrust  his  hand  into  the 
fire  and  burn  it  ofT^  than  stand  up  and 
defend  men  whom  he  believed  to  be 
guilty.  He  thought  this  was  a  very 
similar  case  to  that  of  Kilraartin,  who 
had  recently  been  released.  He  wished 
particularly  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact  that  the  case  now 
awaited  revision  in  circumstances  wholly 
different  from  thoso  which  were  pro- 
sented  to  the  jury.  When  these  men 
were  found  guilty,  he  believed  in  their 
guilt,  and  that  belief  was  never  shaken 
until  the  two  fellow-prisoners  of  Myles 
Joyce,  on  the  eve  of  their  parting  from 
this  world,  spent  some  of  the  short  time 
left  for  them  to  make  their  peace  with 
God  in  inculpating  themselves,  and  ex- 
culpating Myles  Joyce.  These  men  who 
made  that  declaration  might  have  been 
as  abandoned  as  the  thievaa  on  the 
Cross;  but  they  should  recollect  that 
one  of  those  thieves  was^  in  his  last 
moments,  deemed  worthy  of  acceptance. 
Ho  also  considered  that  Myles  Joyce,  in 
his  denial  of  the  crime,  was  worthy  of 
all  credence-  The  evidence  of  the  in- 
dependent witnesses  would  not  of  itself 
have  compelled  any  jury  to  convict  the 
prisoners,  aod  the  teetimony  of  the  in- 
formers, which  made  their  statements 
good  evidence,  did  not  now  stand  in  con- 
firmation of  it.  Although  he  admitted 
that  the  three  independent  witnesses 
were  honest,  yet  he  thought  they  had 
umped  too  readily  to  conrlusiona,  and 
ad  deseribed  the  men  from  a  distance 
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which  seemed  to  him  to  be  too  great  for 
the  purposes  of  recognition.  If  they 
could  have  supposed  the  exculpation 
mado  by  these  two  informers  who  ad- 
mitted their  own  guilt,  to  reach  Dublin 
Castle  at  the  same  time  as  the  communi- 
cation which  subsequently  came  from  the 
Archbishop  of  Tuam,  be  did  not  believe 
that  it  would  have  been  possible  for 
Lord  Spencer  to  have  sent  Myles  Joyce 
to  bis  death.  If  Lord  Spencer,  at  the 
eleventh  hour,  now  ordered  this  inquiry, 
and  placed  the  case  in  the  hands  of  some 
Uueen^s  Counsel  to  carry  on  an  inde- 
pendent inquiry,  as  in  the  case  of  Kil- 
martin,  he  believed  a  just  conclusion 
would  be  arrived  at  with  respect  to  those 
men  now  in  prison.  The  Prime  Minister 
had  asked,  w^ho  could  be  examined  at 
the  proposed  inquiry  ?  Were  they  to 
examine  the  informers?  And  he  (Sir 
Joseph  M'Kenaa)  hadj  interrupted  by 
asking  *'Why  not?"  Was  not  their 
evidence  as  good  and  as  trustworthy 
now  as  when  they  were  purchasing 
their  lives  by  their  evidence,  and  as 
when  the  Crown  aceepted  it  for  the  con- 
viction of  tho  men  who  had  been  hanged 
and  those  sent  to  penal  servitude  ?  What 
was  there  to  tempt  thorn  to  com©  for- 
ward now  but  tho  workings  of  their  own 
conaoience  ?  Was  it  to  be  believed  that 
those  men  bad  been  so  crnfty  and  deceit- 
ful as  to  succeed  in  imposing  upon  tho 
ArchbishoiJ  of  Tuam  ?  He  maintained 
that  Jhis  was  a  case  for  such  an  in- 
quiry as  had  boon  given  in  Kilmartin's 
case,  and  if  that  were  granted  he  should 
be  satisfied.  There  was  no  legal  diffi- 
culty in  the  way  of  a  further  inquiry 
in  the  case,  and  therefore  he  would 
strongly  support  the  demand  that  waa 
made  upon  the  Government. 

Mr.  T.  C.  THOMPSON  said,  that  no 
vote  he  had  ever  recorded  had  caused 
him  more  anxiety  than  that  which  he 
would  be  called  upon  to  give  that  night. 
During  the  last  few  days  he  had  been 
considering  very  seriously  the  course  he 
should  take,  and  he  must  say  that  tho 
exciting  language  that  had  been  used  on 
both  sides  of  the  que&tion  made  it  very 
difficult  to  form  a  calm  judgment  upon. 
He  had,  however,  endeavoured  to  elimi- 
nate from  his  mind  everything  but  what 
bore  strictly  on  the  legal  view  of  the 
question ;  and  when  he  said  it  was  Ma 
intention  to  vote  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment,  which  was  couched  in  very 
simple  and  plain  language,  not  in  any  waj 
calculated  to  exoite  theirpaesionfiilie  hoped 
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he  should  not  be  looked  upon  aa  boing 
a  lukewarm  supporter  of  the  Ministry. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  a  grave  re- 
eponsibility  rested  on  the  prosecution  in 
calJing  upon  men  as  witnesses  who 
would  otherwise  have  been  found  guilty. 
It  was  only  to  bo  dono  when  absolutely 
necessary^  and  in  99  cases  out  of  100 
such  witnesses  were  the  principal  wit- 
nesses. Here,  on  the  other  hand,  they 
had  been  called  to  confirm  the  prin- 
cipal witnesses.  They  had  been  told 
that  this  was  an  attack  on  the  Qovern- 
ment  in  Ii*eland.  He  could  not  see  that 
it  was  in  any  way  a  question  affecting 
the  Government ;  but  be  would  ask  the 
House  to  eliraiuate  from  their  minds 
any  such  question.  He  did  not  see  that 
granting  such  an  inquiry  as  was  de- 
manded would  involve  any  degradation 
to  Lord  Spencer.  He  exonerated  Lord 
Spencer  from  all  blame ;  but  there  had 
been,  in  his  opinion,  a  slight  miscarriage 
of  justice.  On  the  other  hand,  he  did 
not  blame  very  much  the  conduct  whicli 
had  been  pursued  on  the  other  side.  The 
prosecution  e^^deutly  felt  that  no  jury 
would  convict  on  the  evidence  alone  of 
men  who  swore  that  they  identified  the 
murderers  on  that  dark  night,  and  to  back 
up  that  story  it  was  necessary  that  ap- 
provers should  appear.  Since  these  had 
appeared — and  their  evidence  doubtless 
contributed  to  the  finding  of  the  jury — 
one  of  these  approvers  went  to  his 
Bishop,  admitted  that  he  had  done  wrong, 
prayed  to  withdraw  his  former  statements, 
and  asked  for  inquiry.  It  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  if  the  Bill  which  the  Go- 
vernment brought  forward  last  year  had 
been  passed,  then  tljese  men  whose  guilt 
was  now  in  question  would  have  been  en- 
titled bylaw  to  that  which  they  now  asked 
for  as  n  favour.  How,  then,  could  the 
granting  of  an  inquiry  be  a  degradation 
of  justice?  He  thought  thuy  were  en- 
titled to  further  inquiry.  The  testimony 
on  which  the  whole  case  rested  had 
been  shaken  in  consequence  of  the  con- 
fession of  one  of  the  approvers.  He  did 
not  know^ — for  no  explanation  had  been 
given — why  the  Judge  had  not  asked 
for  the  declaration  of  the  dying  boy,  or 
why  it  had  not  been  used  by  the  coun- 
sel. If  that  declaration  had  been  ad- 
mitted, it  would  have  thrown  a  doubt 
on  the  approver's  evidence  ;  it  was  not 
ofiTered  by  the  Crown ;  and  now  the  ap- 
prover's evidence  was  contradicted  by 
the  approver  himself.  The  evidence  for 
the  r'l'owa  might  have  been  eulTieient 


without  calling  the  approver  j  but  if  the 
Crown  thought  it  necessary  to  call  an 
approver,  and  after  the  trial  there  had 
arisen  cause  to  discredit  his  evidence, 
should  further  inquiry  be  refused  ?  He 
would  ask  any  fair  Englishman  could  he 
say  that  that  was  just?  What  did  the 
existence  of  the  best  Government  they 
had  ever  seen  matter  when  compared 
with  the  importance  of  a  que&tion  such 
as  this,  and  wilh  their  solemn  duty  as 
regarded  it  ?  The  noblest  Administra- 
tion that  ever  sat  in  this  land  would 
weigh  but  as  a  feather  in  the  balance 
in  comparison  with  the  lives  of  these 
poor  peasants  in  Galway.  Had  thia 
case  been  so  critically  examiDed  that 
there  was  no  flaw  in  it  whatever?  If 
there  was  a  flaw,  then  let  them  have  a 
further  examination.  It  was  said  also 
that  to  grant  a  fresh  inquiry  would  be 
contrary  to  the  Constitution.  Was  it 
really  so?  Was  there  no  instance  of 
that?  Many  of  them  must  remember,  as 
he  did,  the  case  of  a  man  who  was  sup- 
posed to  have  committed  a  fraud  upon 
the  Bank  of  England.  In  that  case  on 
inquiry  was  refused  again  and  again; 
but  after  the  man  had  been  transported 
for  several  years,  he  was  brought  back 
again  by  the  judgment  of  the  coimtry^ 
and  compensated  for  the  wrong  that  had 
been  done  to  him.  He  maintained  that 
it  was  not  contrary  to  the  Constitution 
to  grant  such  an  inquiry,  as  there  was 
no  time  in  a  manVa  life  when  restitution 
could  not  be  made  to  him  under  the 
law  of  England  if  it  was  found  wron 
had  been  done.  He  therefore  earnestly 
trusted  that  the  Government  would 
grant  an  inquiry  in  the  case,  for,  in 
his  opinion,  there  had  certainly  been  a 
clear  and  evident  case  made  out  for  it. 

Sm  EARDLEY  WILMOT,  in  sup- 
porting the  Amendment,  said,  that  hav- 
ing been  for  20  years  Recorder  of  the 
borough  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  the  Chair  was  the  Eepresen* 
tativein  that  House,  and  having,  there- 
fore, had  a  long  experience  in  the 
Criminal  Law  and  in  the  conducting  of 
criminal  cases,  he  had  had  ample  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  subjects  such  as 
those  which  were  involved  in  the  present 

'  case,  and  he  had,  therefore,  endeavoured 
to  come  to  a  just  conclusion  concerning 
it.     Before  going  any  further,  however, 

I  he  wished  to  have  a  matter  cleared  up 
as  to  what  took  place  at  the  end  of  last 
Session,  when  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  Stale  for  W^ar  (the  Mar- 
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quesa  of  Harfcington),  having  been  ap- 
pealed to  on  the  matter,  had  given  a 
promiee  that  it  should  be  further  in- 
quired  into.  He  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot) 
understood  that  that  promise  had  been 
redeemed ;  but  in  what  manner  had  it 
been  done?  Why,  the  matter  was  re- 
ferred back  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant, who 
referred  it  back  to  Messrs.  Bolton  and 
Brady,  whose  conduct  to  a  certain  extent 
was  impeached, 

SiE  WILLIAM  HABOOUBT  :  No, 
BO.  The  only  thing  that  Bolton  or 
Brady  had  to  say  in  the  matter  waa  to 
answer  the  charges  made  against  them 
by  this  particular  informer.  The  in- 
quiry by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  by 
the  advice  and  with  the  aid  of  all  the 
bigbest  legal  authorities  he  bad  around 
him. 

^  8m  EARDLEY  WILMOT  said,  he 
Bimply  wanted  to  know,  was  it  in  con- 
sequence of  the  representations  of  the 
Irish  Members  that  the  noble  Marquess 
did  refer  it  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant ; 
and  whether  the  Lord  Lieutenant  held 
the  inquiry ;  and  that  the  result  was 
that  he  determined  that  any  further 
Bteps  were  inexpedient  ?  He  was,  there- 
fore, glad  to  hear  the  explanation  that 
the  inquiry  had  been  conducted  by  the 
proper  authorities.  For  his  own  part, 
be  had  Ustened  carefully,  and  he  hoped 
with  impartiality,  to  most  of  the  speeches 
which  had  been  delivered,  and  espe- 
oially  to  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Geatleman  opposite  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  (Mr.  Walker),  and  the 
one  proceeding  from  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department ;  he  had  waited  in 
the  House  night  after  night  with  the 
most  patient  attention ;  and,  bringing 
to  bear  his  judicial  experience  of  many 
years  upon  the  matter,  he  had  come  to 
the  oonclusion  that  there  had  been  a 
great  wrong  done  to  men,  one  of  whom 
underwent  the  sentence  of  death,  and 
others  of  whom  were  now  in  prison. 
But,  while  saying  that,  and  that  the 
wrong  done  was  of  such  a  character  as 
to  demand  inquiry,  he  entirely  repu- 
diated the  charges  that  had  been  made 
against  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  who,  he 
thought,  had  done  his  duty  most  fairly 
and  ably  as  far  as  his  lights  went  The 
noble  Lird,  however,  had  not  sufficient 
light  to  enable  him  to  judge  of  such  a 
case ;  and  he  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  con- 
sidered— without  for  a  moment  blaming 
him— that  he  had  made  a  mistake.    If, 
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indeed,  be  could  conceive  that  the  ohargea 
made  by  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way were  true — that  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant bad  entered  into  a  conspiracy  to 
defeat  the  administration  of  justice — all 
he  could  say  was  that  the  just  indigna- 
tion of  the  people  of  Ireland  should 
sweep  the  Castle  of  Dublin  and  the 
whole  of  those  connected  with  it  off  the 
face  of  the  earth.  But  he  did  not  attach 
the  slightest  credit  to  the  suggestion 
that  there  was  any  foundation  for  such 
a  charge^  and  he  did  not  believe  it  for  a 
moment.  His  own  experience  of  the 
Legal  Profession  enabled  bim  to  know 
that  there  was  not  unf  requently  a  desire 
and  a  wish  on  the  part  of  prosecuting 
counsel  to  press  home  a  conviction,  and 
to  make  that  their  chief  and  leading 
object.  He  had  seen  that  himself  in 
small  cases,  at  the  Sessions  and  on  Oir- 
cuit.  A  consideration  of  the  two  pre- 
eniinent  facts  of  tho  case  had  led  him  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  case  was  one  for 
further  inquiry*  The  first  was  to  be 
found  in  the  declarations  made  by  two 
of  the  condemned  men  before  their  exe- 
cution. Here  they  bad  two  of  the  men 
on  their  way  to  execution,  and  almost  ia 
sight  of  eternity,  declaring  before  two 
raagistratea  the  justice  of  their  own  pun- 
ishment, the  innocence  of  the  third  man, 
Myles  Joyce,  and  the  innocence  also  of 
the  four  men  who  were  now  undergoing 
penal  servitude  for  life.  He  confessed 
he  was  struck  with  the  utmost  astonish- 
ment that  the  confession,  made  at  such 
a  time  and  under  such  circumstances, 
had  not  been  made  the  subject  of  imme- 
diate inquiry.  He  would  remind  hon. 
Members  of  the  case  of  Edmund  Galley, 
condemned  to  death  at  Exeter  many 
years  ago,  hut  reprieved  on  inquiry  in- 
duced by  the  statement  of  the  man  con- 
demned with  him  that  be  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  crimOj  although  the  re- 
prieve was  followed  by  a  transportation 
of  40  years,  at  the  end  of  which  Galley 
was  freed  ^  and  granted  £1,000  compen- 
sation on  a  Vote  passed  by  that  House. 
He  also  remembered  the  case  of  the 
Winchester  pirates  who  were  condemned 
to  death »  one  of  their  number  being  a 
boy  of  15,  They  were  to  be  executed 
on  a  Monday,  and  on  the  previous  Satur- 
day^ the  convicted  men  sent  for  the 
chaplain  of  the  gaol  in  which  they  were^ 
and  said  that  the  boy  was  innocent  of 
tho  crime  with  which  he  had  hecn 
charged,  as  ho  bad  only  acted  under 
duresBi  having  been    threatened  witb 
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death  if  he  would  not  join  Trith  tho 
others.  This  confes^iioii  of  the  prisoners 
was  not  suppressed.  The  chaplain 
at  once  proceeded  with  it  to  London  to 
show  to  the  Home  Secretary ;  but  un- 
fortunately that  official  was  away  at 
Balmoral,  and  as  he  could  not  be 
communicated  with  in  time,  there 
being  neither  railway  nor  telegraph  at 
that  time  to  that  part  of  the  country, 
the  prisoners  were  all  executed.  He 
had  never  felt  convinced  of  the  jus- 
tice  of  the  execution  in  the  case  of  that 
boy,  and  consequently,  since  the  trial  of 
the  Winchester  pirates,  he  had  always 
advocated  the  establiishment  of  a  Court 
of  Criminal  Appeal,  In  fact,  he  was  so 
convinced  of  the  neceg&ity  of  a  reform 
in  our  criminal  system  that  it  had  led 
him,  although  unsucceBsfully,  on  three 
occasions  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  that  put- 
pose.  The  right  hon,  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, in  his  speech  the  other  night,  had 
pointed  out  that,  in  the  absence  of  such 
a  txibunal,  this  case  could  not  now  be 
reopened;  but  whose  fault  was  it  that 
there  was  not  a  Court  of  Criminal  Ap- 
peal ?  It  was  the  fault  of  the  Govern- 
ment  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
waa  a  Member,  seeing  that  it  was  pro- 
mised in  the  Queen's  Speech  two  years 
ago.  He  dismissed  from  his  considera- 
tion of  the  case  the  whole  of  the  second- 
ary evidence  of  Thomas  Casey.  With 
his  antecedents,  no  jury  would  for  a  mo- 
ment credit  it.  But  he  repudiated  alto- 
gether the  doctrine  which  had  been 
raised  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  and 
which  had  surprised  him  very  much-- 
namely,  that  tho  prosecuting  counsel 
had  it  in  their  discretion  to  say  whether 
depositions  might  bo  withheld  from 
counsel  for  the  defence  which  might 
or  might  not  affect  the  evidence  against 
a  prisoner  on  triaL  In  investiga- 
tions which  had  for  their  object  the 
elucidation  of  truth,  that  doctrine  could 
not  be  admitted.  It  was  also  well  worthy 
of  consideration  that  if  the  young  Joyces 
did  not  recognize  their  own  cousin  among 
the  murderers,  there  was  little  chance  of 
the  independent  witnesses  being  able  to 
identify  the  whole  of  the  10  men.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Westmeath  (Mr.  Har- 
rington) had  presented  the  case  very 
ably  in  bis  book,  and  he  (Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot)  had  studied  the  matter  care- 
fully. After  30  years*  experience  of 
Criminal  Law,  ho  should  say  that  he 
bad  never  heard  of  Buch  a  thing  as  de- 


,  positions  being  suppressed,  as  appeared 
to  have  been  done  in  that  case.  In  his 
opinion,  the  siippreesion  of  tho  confes- 
sions made  by  the  men  before  execution, 
and  the  withholding  of  the  depositions 
of  the  boys  from  the  knowledge  of  coun* 
sel  at  the  time  of  the  trials  were  quite 
sufficient  to  justify  a  call  for  inquiry. 
He  would,  therefore,  cheerfully  support 
the  Amendment.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  had  spoken  of  the 
inconvenience  which  a  reopening  of  the 
question  would  involve ;  but  he  (8tr 
Eardley  Wilmot)  had  never  heard  that 
if  a  wrong  was  done  to  any  one  of  our 
fellow-countrymen  it  could  possibly  be 
without  a  remedy.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  present  case  was  an 
illastralion  of  the  evils  arising  from  a 
system  of  double  Administration.  He 
would  remind  them  of  the  saying  of  that 
eminent  patriot  and  statesman,  Grattan, 
that  with  a  united  Legislature  a  separate 
Government  would  never  succeed  or 
prosper.  With  a  united  Legislature 
there  ought  to  be  united  Government, 
and  he  believed  that  tho  time  had  como 
when  a  thorough  alteration  should  take 
place  in  the  adniLaietration  of  justice 
in  Ireland.  They  should  have  eqxial 
laws  for  both  nations— -P<irf^tt«  se  Ugihu9 
amha  tttema  in  federa  jurisgani  —  and 
if  they  wanted  turbulence  and  discon- 
tent to  be  discontinued,  he  believed  thai 
this  was  a  very  good  opportunity  for  the 
Government  to  devise  and  consider  whe- 
ther they  could  not  place  the  Administra- 
tion in  Ireland  ui>on  a  better  footing  and 
in  such  a  manner  as  to  tranquillize  the 
country  and  give  satisfaction  and  con- 
tentment to  the  Irish  people. 

Mji.  BULWEE  said,  that,  like  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  who  had  just 
spoken  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot),  he  (Mr. 
Bulwer)  had  been  connected  for  more 
than  30  years  with  the  administration  of 
the  Criminal  Law,  and  having  some 
little  acquaintance  with  the  mode  in 
which  that  law  was  administered  in  this 
country,  he  wished  to  make  a  few  ob- 
servations. He  should  not  in  the  least 
be  influenced  by  the  intemperate  and 
unbecoming  language  used  in  that  de- 
bate by  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way, though  thatmight  be  an  inducement 
to  some  men  of  impulsive  temperament 
to  vote  against  them.  Neither,  on  the 
other  hand,  should  he  be  inclined  to 
Buppoit  the  Government  on  the  ground  of 
the   rubbish   which   had  been   uttered 


895 


Address  m 


[COMMONS! 


JmwiT  to  Her 


396 


loth  in  and  out  of  the  House  to  the 
effect  that  if  the  Amendment  were  carried 
Lord  Spencer,  and  prohably  tho  Home 
Secretary,  would  have* to  retire.  That 
would  not  influence  him  in  the  least  in 
the  consideration  of  the  question  before 
the  House,  which  was  whether  four 
or  ^ye  men  should  be  left  in  penal  ser- 
vitude for  the  remainder  of  their  lives. 
He  would  also  pass  over  all  the  talk  in 
and  otit  of  the  House  about  the  conver- 
fiion  of  Casey »  and  would  make  only 
one  or  two  remarks  on  the  points  urgeti 
by  his  hon.  Friend  below  him  (Sir 
Ear d ley  Wilmot}.  As  to  the  observa- 
tion that  the  Government  had  not  given 
due  consideration  to  the  statements  made 
by  the  culprits  on  the  sea  lib  Id,  everybody 
who  had  any  acquaintance  with  Courta 
of  Justice,  or  criminals,  knew  that  it  was 
far  from  unusual  for  guilty  men  on  the 
BcafTold  to  declare  their  innocence,  or, 
where  four  or  five  men  had  been  t^n gaged 
in  the  commission  of  a  crime,  for  some 
of  them  who  had  no  hope  of  escape  to 
try  to  do  something  for  the  others.  The 
cither  point,  which  he  confessed  had  im- 
pressed him  to  some  extent,  was  that  the 
counsel  for  the  prosecution  were  said  to 
have  withheld  from  the  counsel  forth©  de- 
fence some  evidence  which  ought  to  have 
been  made  known  to  them.  On  the  night 
of  the  murder  the  two  young  Joyces 
were  wounded;  they  were  expected  to 
die  ;  it  was  said  that  they  were  sworn  ; 
and  if  that  was  the  case  it  gave  their 
declarations  some  additional  solemnity. 
But  then  they  were  not  cross-examined. 
It  Beamed  to  have  been  entirely  forgotten 
in  this  discussion  that  a  dying  decla- 
ration could  only  be  given  in  evidence,  if 
it  was  evidence  at  all,  in  a  case  where 
the  death  of  the  person  making  the  de- 
claration was  the  subject  of  inquiry. 
Every  lawyer  knew  that  the  declaration 
of  the  boy  who  died  could  not  have  been 
put  before  the  jury  on  these  trials  by  any 
regular  process ;  and,  in  the  case  of  the  boy 
who  survived*  he  was  tendered  as  a  wit- 
ness ;  but  it  turned  out  that  he  was  in- 
competent to  give  evidence,  because  of 
Ms  want  of  that  education  which  the 
law  required  that  a  witness  should  pos- 
Besa.  It  was  suggested  that  the  counsel 
for  the  Crown  ought  to  have  handed 
to  the  counsel  for  the  defence  doc^u- 
ments — miscalled  depositions — which  he 
himself  could  not  have  made  use  of 
on  behalf  of  the  Crown,  and  which  the 
prisoners'  counsel  could  not  have  used 
^  he  had  had  them  ia  his  posaession. 
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The  documents  could  not  have  been  used 
before  the  jury  by  any  regular  process; 
and  it  was,  therefore,  absurd  to  say  that 
the  counsel  for  the  Crown  ought  to  have 
handed  to  the  counsel  for  the  defence 
documents  which  neither  of  them  could 
have  made  use  of, 

Mr.  HAEKINQTON  :  It  could  have 
been  made  use  of  in  cross-examination, 

Mk,  BULWEE  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  interrnx>ted  him  knew  nothing 
about  the  matter.  Bid  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber mean  to  tell  lawyers  in  that  House, 
or  out  of  it,  that  a  counsel  could  croas- 
examine  about  the  contents  of  a  written 
document  which  was  not  admissible  in 
evidence  ?  [Mr.  E.  Clajrke  :  He  could. T 
He  maintained  that  the  declarations  could 
not  have  been  brought  before  the  jury, 
except  in  an  irregular  way,  ['*  Ob, 
oh!"]  He  must  protest  against  tho 
indecorous  and  personal  observations 
made  by  those  indecent  Irishmen  sitting 
below  the  Gangway.  \^€rm  o/'* Order! "] 

Mr.  KENNY  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  ask  whether  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  was  in  Order  in  allud- 
ing to  Irish  Members  sitting  below  the 
Gangway  as  indecent  Irishmen? 

Mr.  SPEAKER;  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  complained,  as  I  un- 
derstood, of  indecorotis  conduct  on  the 
part  of  some  Irish  Members  j  but  he 
himself  is  quite  out  of  Order  in  speaking 
of  hon.  Members  as  indecent  Irishmen. 

Mr.  BFLWER  said,  he  begged  hon. 
Members'  pardon  If  he  had  applied  the 
word  **  indecent  **  in  too  wide  a  sense. 
He  had  merely  intended  it  to  apply  to 
the  repeated  indecent  interruptions  he 
had  met  with  from  some  Irish  Members. 
He  considered  them  to  be  indecent  at 
the  time,  and  he  thought  so  still.  He 
wished  to  point  out  that  the  constable 
who  said  he  had  heard  one  of  the  boys 
say  that  the  men  had  blackened  faces 
could  have  been  questioned  upon  the 
point*  and  in  that  way  the  boy's  state- 
ment might  have  been  brought  before 
the  jury;  but  he  repeated  that  neither 
of  the  so-called  dying  declarations  could, 
by  any  regular  means,  have  been  given 
to  the  jury,  and  he  had  yet  to  learn  it 
was  the  duty  of  counsel  for  the  prosecu- 
tion tu  place  documents,  which  he  could 
make  no  use  of  himself,  in  the  hands  of 
counsel  for  the  prisoner,  when  he  knew 
that  he  could  make  no  use  of  them 
either. 

Mr.  CHARLES  RU8SELL  said,  that 
U  the  Amendment  had  remained  in  its 
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original  form  he  ehoiild  have  taken  no 
part  in  the  diseussion ;  and  he  desired 
at  the  outset  emphatically  to  say  that  ho 
did  not  intend  to  support  any  of  the 
general  charges  which  had  been  ad- 
vanced on  the  other  side  of  the  Houeo. 
He  declined  to  helieve  in  the  justice  of 
the  wholesale  accusations  which  had 
been  launched  against  several  distin- 
guished persons  connected  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  in  Ireland,  He 
had  not  evou  constituted,  and  did  not 
then,  constitute  himself  an  apc»logist  for 
the  Irish  Executive.  He  had  again 
and  again  found  fault  with  acts  of  their 
administration ;  but  he  declined  to  be- 
lieve that  Lord  Spencer,  or  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  or  the  ex-Chief  Secretaryj 
could  any  one  of  them  knowingly  bo 
parties  to  any  dishonourable  act.  It 
was  said  that  although  the  Amend- 
ment did  not  in  woixis  convey  this^ 
that  in  substance  it  was  a  condemna- 
tion of  those  official  persons.  What 
the  Amendment  naserted,  and  what  he, 
after  painful  and  anxious  consideration, 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  was  true^ 
was  merely  this — that  it  would  insure 
greater  confidence  in  the  administration 
of  the  law  if  an  inquiry  were  granted 
into  the  execution  of  Myles  Joyce,  and 
into  the  case  of  the  prisoners  who  were 
still  incarcerated.  He  knew  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, after  whom  he  had  been  anxious  but 
was  unable  to  speak,  laid  great  stress  on 
a  **  public'*  inquiry;  but  the  pith  and 
substance  of  the  Amendment  was  that 
further  inquir}^  was  needed.  If  the 
Amendment  did  involve  blame  on  Lord 
Spencer,  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  the 
ex-Chief  Secretary,  he  could  not  help  it, 
because  he  believed  it  contained  a  state- 
ment which  was  emphatically  true.  Ho 
began  the  consideration  of  this  case  with 
the  very  strongest  feeling  that  an  unan- 
swerable case  had  been  made  out  on  the 
part  of  the  Crown,  proving  the  guilt  of 
the  men  convicted  and  of  the  men  who 
had  pleaded  guilty.  He  had  that  feel- 
ing in  hia  mind  so  strongly  that  he  ex- 
pressed it  in  conversation  with  distin- 
guished persons  in  Ireland.  It  was  only 
by  slow  and  painful  steps  that  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  there  did 
exist  very  grave  doubt,  to  put  it  no 
higher,  of  the  guilt  of  the  man.  Myles 
Joyce,  who  had  gone  to  his  last  account, 
and  the  guilt  of  four  of  the  men  who 
remained  in  prison.  He  begged  to 
point  out  that  it  was  not  nece^sai-y  lor 


those  who  were  supporting  the  Amend- 
ment to  make  it  clear  that  Myles 
Joyce  was  innocent,  or  that  the  four 
men  now  suffering  penal  servitude 
were  innocent.  If  a  serious  doubt  were 
raised,  as,  in  fact,  it  had  been,  as  to  the 
character  of  the  evidence^  those  who  en- 
tertained that  honest  conviction  were 
bound  to  make  every  legitimate  eflfort 
until  the  matter  had  been  thoroughly 
investigated,  even  though  Administra- 
tion after  Administration,  Chief  Secre- 
tary after  Chief  Secretary,  and  Lord 
Lieutenant  after  Lord  Lieutenant,  wero 
supposed  to  be  involved  in  the  case. 
The  opinion  he  originally  formed  was 
decidedly  against  those  as  to  whom  it 
was  now  alleged  that  there  were  grave 
doubts  of  their  guilt.  He  should  like 
to  be  allowed  to  point  out  what  struck 
him  as  being  the  strength  of  the  case 
for  the  Crown,  and  the  circumstances 
which,  to  his  mind,  seemed  to  sap  and 
to  undermine  a  great  part  of  that  case. 
The  first  thing  which  struck  one  was  that 
the  guilt  of  the  thi-ee  men  executed  waa 
proved  by  throe  witnesses  who  had  been 
called  **  independent  witnesses."  Now, 
it  was  a  remarkable  circumstance  that 
in  the  course  of  the  trial,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  a  passing  question,  no  serious 
attempt  seemed  to  have  he  en  made  on 
the  part  of  the  counsel  for  the  prisoners 
to  disprove  the  apparent  independence 
of  those  witnesses.  He  severed  hinaself 
entirely  from  the  suggestion  which  had 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Galway,  and  which  ho  was  sorry  to  hear 
— that  the  learned  counsel  who  appeared 
for  the  prisoners  were  wilfully  neglect- 
ful of  their  duty,  or  else  were  in  a  con- 
spiracy, [Mr,  HARRtNGTON :  No,  no.] 
He  dissociated  himself  entirely  from  ex- 
pressions of  that  kind. 

Ma.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  cer- 
tainly  did  make  use  of  the  word  **  con- 
spiracy/* But  what  he  meant  to  say 
was  that  there  was  a  conspiracy  on  the 
part  uf  those  who  were  engaged  in  the 
prosecution,  and  he  was  led  by  the 
jeering  cheers  of  the  Prime  Minister  and 
the  Home  Secretary  to  add  that  that 
was  combined  with  incompetence  on  the 
part  of  the  counsel  for  the  defence,  and 
that  the  trial  was  conducted  with  inde* 
cent  haste. 

Me,  CHAELES  RUSSELL  went  on 
to  remark  that,  as  the  men  were  brought 
from  different  parts  of  the  country,  and 
as  few  of  them  could  speak  English,  it 
waa  difficult  to  get  up  the  defence  of  the 
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prieoners.    But  who  were  those  BO-callo^l 
independent  wknessea?     It  turned  out 
that  they  were  only  Anthony  Joj'co,  John 
Joyce,  hia  hrother,  and  Patrick  Joyce, 
hie  nephew.     Were  these  persons  inde- 
pendent witnesses  against  any  of  the 
prisonerfl  ?    He  referred  to  a  statement 
which  was  vouched  for  as  having  been 
made  by  the  infoiiner  Thomas  Casey  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Weatmeath.     lie 
placed  no  reliance  on  a  statement  of  an 
informer  as  such ;    but    he   did    place 
reliance    on    it    in   so    far    as   it    was 
capable  of  corroboration^  and  in  so  far 
as  it  suggested  further  means  of  inquiry. 
Thomas  Casey  said  that  Myles  Joyce  was 
in  constant  quarrel  uith  Anthony  Joyce 
and  with  Anthony  Joyce's  friends  and 
family,  and  he  mentioned  a  fact  which  was 
capable  of  instant  contradiction  if  untrue 
— namely,   that  a  comparatively  short 
time  before  the  occurrence  of  the  1 7th  of 
August,    1882,    My  lea  Joyce  had   been 
sent  to  Gal  way  Gaol  for  a  month  for  an 
assault  upon  this  so-called  independent 
witness.     It  was  asked,  however,  how  it 
happened,  if  the  story  of  the  independent 
witnesses  was  untmo,  that  they  hit  uj^on 
fiome  of  the  right  men  ?    That  was  an  ob- 
servation of  great  weighty  and  he  would 
try  to  answer  it.    First  of  all,  it  fshould  be 
remembered  that  they  wore  dealing  with 
a    sparsely  -  populated    district,    where 
everybody  knew   all    about   ereiybody 
else.     One  little  bit  of  the  informer's 
evidence  was  significant  as  to  how  he, 
not  having  had  any  quarrel  with  An- 
thony Joyce  or  Anthony  Joyce's  family, 
came  to  bo  included  among  the  persons 
incriminated.  Thomas  Casey  stated  that 
at  the  examination  before  the  magis- 
trates he  asked  Anthony  Joyce  in  Irish 
why  he  made  a  charge  against  him,  and 
the  reply  was — **  You  hold  your  tongue. 
I  saw  Pat  Oaeey  going  over  for  you  in 
the  evening,"     Pat  Casey  admitted  his 
guilt  oa  the  scaffold.      That  notorious 
character   went  across  to  see  Thomas  | 
Casey,   and  thereupon   Anthony   Joyce 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  they  were  both  i 
implicated.   A  great  point  on  the  part  of  j 
the  Crown  was  that  some  of  the  prisoners  1 
pleaded  guilty.     But  how  did  they  come  I 
to    plead    guilty  ?    The    circumstances 
were  these,    A  batch  of  men  were  await-  j 
ing  their  trial  for  the  same  murders  upon 
the  same  evidence  as  had  been  given  in  ' 
the  first,  second,  and  third  trials.     They 
knew  that  three  men  had  been  found 
guilty  on  the  same  evidence  which  would  , 
be  forthcomiDg  in  order  to  fix  criminality  i 
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upon  them.  lu  these  circa mstances  he 
could  understand  the  advice  given  by 
the  priest,  although  he  quite  concurred 
in  the  remarks  of  the  Home  Secretary 
with  regard  to  it.  Could  those  who 
wore  still  ia  suspense  doubt  that,  how- 
ever innocent  they  might  be,  the  same 
evidence  must  inevitably  send  them  also 
to  the  scaffold  ?  No  doubt  that  was  the 
consideration  which  influenced  the  mind 
of  the  p XI est  when  he  advised  them  to 
plead  guHty.  He  (Mr.  C.  liussell)  had 
ti-ied  to  examine  all  the  evidence  in  this 
case  in  as  judicial  and  as  calm  a  spirit 
as  he  could  assume ;  and  he  found  that 
his  original  opinion  wag  gradually  slip- 
ping from  him,  and  that  he  was  haunted 
with  doubts  from  which  he  could  not 
free  himself.  He  would  now  look  at 
the  other  side  of  the  question.  He  be- 
lieved that  if  anyone  read  the  descrip- 
tion of  the  country  where  this  murder 
occurred,  he  must  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  a  more  extraordinary  account  than 
that  given  by  the  so-called  three  inde- 
pendent witnesses  of  iheir  identification 
of  the  accused  men  had  never  been  given 
before  in  a  Court  of  Justice.  The  Attor- 
ney General  (now  Mr.  Justice  Johnson), 
in  opening  the  case  to  the  jury,  stated 
that  the  murders  were  committed  on  the 
1 7th  of  August,  and  the  fourth  day  of 
the  moon,  and  that^  therefore,  there 
was  very  little  light.  Anthony  Joyce 
said  that  he  was  disturbed  by  the 
barking  of  a  dog  ;  he  opened  the  door, 
and  he  went  out ;  and  it  was  a  curious 
point  what  became  of  the  dog,  which 
would  hardly  stop  barking  when  his 
master  went  out,  and  which  would 
certainly  attract  attention  to  Anthony 
Joyce's  house.  He  went  out,  he 
said,  and  joined  the  three  men,  and 
went  along  the  road  at  such  a  dis- 
tance from  the  party  they  were  fol- 
lowing that  he  could  identify  them, 
and,  therefore,  within  such  a  distance 
that  they  could  have  identified  him. 
Could  he  go  for  two  miles  or  more  so 
near  to  these  men  in  an  open  country 
on  murderous  errand  bent,  and  they, 
naturally  looking  round  to  see  whe- 
ther they  were  watched,  not  observe 
him  ?  It  was  strange  that  he  should  do 
so  without  being  seen  or  heard.  There 
was  a  police  station  about  a  mile  distant; 
and  yet  these  men,  who  followed  the 
murderers  and  heard  the  murder  being 
committed,  went  home  to  their  beds 
without  going  to  the  police  station.  II 
it  was  said  it  was  the  last  place  an  Irish 
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poiisant  would  go  to,  the  answer  was  that 
the  next  day,  after  the  man  now  charged 
with  being  the  primarj  offender  was 
atreeted — namely,  **Big''  Casey,  jb- 
formation  was  given  by  these  men, 
who  had  probably  some  idea  of  a 
reward  being  offered.  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister made  a  point  of  the  discrimina- 
tion of  the  independent  witness  who 
identified  only  nine  men  ;  but  that  point 
told  with  great  foi-ce  as  regarded  t\f^ 
statement  of  the  informer  Casey;  he 
discriminated,  too,  in  his  declaration  as 
to  the  men  who  were  guilty  and  thu 
men  who  were  not  guilty,  because  it 
was  admitted  by  him  that  guilt  attached 
to  two  of  the  men  executed,  and  to  one 
of  the  men  in  penal  eervitude.  The 
counsel  for  tho  defence  woidd  havo  in- 
creased difficulty  in  meeting  the  case  of 
Myles  Joyce  after  the  other  two  men 
had  been  ti ied  and  condemned,  and  ap- 
plication was  made  for  a  postponement 
of  the  trial ;  but  the  Judge  did  not 
think  the  grounds  stated  were  sufficient. 
After  the  second  trial,  it  came  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  defending  counsel  for 
the  first  time  that  Phi  I  bin  and  Casey 
had  turned  approvers;  but  up  to  that 
time  no  intimation  of  the  fact  had  been 
given.  He  did  not  uoderstatid  it  to  be 
alleged  that  any  statement  either  by 
Philbin  or  by  Casey  was  furnished  to 
the  counsel  for  the  prisoners.  The 
English  practice  was  that  the  defending 
cottnael  should  be  furnished  with  the 
state m en t  of  every  witness.  An  exa- 
mination of  the  statements  made  by  the 
approvers  on  the  9th  and  the  10th  August 
showed  considerable  differences,  which 
would  attract  the  attention  of  anyone 
who  had  carefully  read  the  evidence  of 
the  independent  witnesses.  The  changes 
in  the  second  statements  brought  theui 
more  closely  into  accord  with  the  evi- 
dence of  the  independent  witnesses. 
These  statements  ought  to  have  been 
at  onoe  handed  to  the  counsol  for  the 
prisoners.  As  to  the  declarations  of  the 
dying  men,  he  understood  the  principle 
to  be  that  a  dying  declaration  was  ad- 
missible if,  in  the  opinion  of  tho  J^^dge, 
it  was  made  by  a  pei'son  under  the  ap- 
prehension of  death,  and  bore  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  death  then  btnng  inquired  into 
of  the  person  making  it.  There  was  a 
decision  in  a  case  in  which  A  and  B 
were  poisoned  on  the  same  occasion, 
though  not  by  one  act ;  and  the  Judges 
"held  that,  the  transaction  being  one,  as 
the  murders  were  in  this  case,  the  do- 


clarations  of  A  and  B  were  admissible 
in  each  other^s  cases.  In  this  case  tho 
charges  took  the  nnirdered  persons 
Meriatim,  beginning  with  the  head  of  the 
family  J  and  the  accused  seriafmy  each 
prisoner  being  charged  with  a  different 
murder ;  and,  therefore,  if  a  declaration 
were  not  admissible  in  one  trial  it  would 
be  in  another.  Wholly  apart  from  such, 
a  qweetion  of  admissibilit}^,  it  was  in- 
cumbent on  the  counsel  for  the  prosecu- 
tion, whether  they  intended  to  use 
the  declarations  or  not,  whether  etriclly 
admissible  or  there  was  a  doubt  about 
it,  to  commimicate  such  documents  to 
the  counsel  for  the  prisoners,  He  chal- 
lenged his  hon.  and  learned  Friends  in 
that  House  to  say  whether,  as  prose- 
cuting counsel,  they  would  not  have 
communicated  such  dying  declarations  ? 
He  knew  that  no  one  had  done  more  to 
maintain  the  honour  of  the  Bar  and  tho 
good  Lharacter  of  the  Criminal  Judica- 
ture than  the  Attorney  General  (Sir 
Henry  James) ;  and  he  was  perfectly 
conhdent  that  if  the  Attorney  General 
asked  himself  the  question  whether,  if 
he  had  been  tho  prosecuting  counsel  in 
the  case,  he  would  have  withheld  this 
evidence,  he  would  feel  that  he  would 
not  have  done  so.  Prosecuting  counsel 
were  not  bound  to  make  as  part  of  their 
own  case  a  piece  of  evidence  which  they 
had  strong  reasons  to  believe  was  unre- 
liable; but  there  was  no  manner  of 
Justification  for  setting  up  their  own 
judgment  as  to  the  character  of  those 
documents  and  withholding  them  fi'om 
the  opposing  counsel ;  they  were  bound 
to  hand  them  to  the  counsel  for  the  de- 
fence. Then  the  Homo  Secretary  asked 
what  was  tho  effect  of  this  omission. 
But  ho  carefully  expressed  no  opinion 
as  to  what  he  himself  would  have 
done  in  that  case.  But  he  had  asked 
what  harm  was  done,  as  a  statement 
had  been  made  by  two  police-constables 
that  the  boys  had  told  them  in  the  one 
case  that  the  men's  faces  were  dirty,  and 
in  the  other  that  they  were  black.  But, 
as  had  been  shown  by  his  lion,  and 
learned  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Bulwer), 
who  had  just  sat  down,  that  woidd  have 
been  a  case  of  indirect  evidence  upon 
which  the  cross-examination  must  have 
been  necessarily  lame.  Could  anyone 
say  —  could  any  lawyer  say — that  the 
value  of  such  an  indirect  piece  of  evidence 
was  to  be  compared  with  tbe  solemn 
declaration  of  these  boys?  Of  course, 
it  was  said  that   it   would  not   have 
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made  any  difference.  But  who  could 
tell,  who  could  judge  of  that?  Who 
knew  how  far  the  solemn  fact  that  such  a 
dying  declaration  had  been  made  might 
have  suggested  to  the  prisoners'  counsel 
questions  as  to  the  locality,  distance,  and 
circumstances  which  might  have  thrown ! 
doubts  upon  the  apparently  coherent 
evidence  of  these  so-called  independent 
witnesses?  With  respect  to  the  other 
boy  who  made  a  dying  declaration,  but 
happily  survived,  he  made  an  accusation 
against  those  who  conducted  the  trial  to 
this  extent — that  they  failed  to  give  that ; 
information  to  the  prisoners'  counsel. ; 
Next,  as  to  this  boy,  if  the  prosecu-  • 
tion  was  anxious  to  examine  him,  the  i 
objection  to  his  examination  ought  not  i 
to  be  made  by  those  who  tendered  him  ,' 
for  examination.  The  objection  ought 
to  be  taken  by  the  Judge.  But  it  was 
remarkable  that  the  objection  in  this 
case  came  from  the  interpreter.  But  by 
whom  was  it  suggested  to  the  interpreter  ? 
If  the  boy  imperfectly  understood  the 
nature  of  an  oath,  he  ought  to  have  been 
instructed,  as  he  had  no  possible  motive 
to  say  anything  but  the  simple  truth.  It 
seemed  to  him,  therefore,  incumbent  on 
the  Government  as  regarded  the  trial  of 
Myles  Joyce,  though  it  was  too  late  to 
do  anything  except  to  clear  his  reputa- 
tion, to  leave  no  stone  unturned  in  order 
to  exhaust  all  possible  information.  Then 
it  was  asked  what  value  could  be  attached 
to  the  next  set  of  declarations,  the  de- 
clarations of  the  two  men  who  suffered 
death,  and  of  Myles  Joyce  himself,  whose 
last  breath  was  a  declaration  of  his  inno- 
cence ?  It  was  not  as  if  they  had  con- 
certed a  statement  to  relieve  others  from 
a  fate  similar  to  their  own.  Each  of 
them,  from  his  separate  cell,  sent  for 
the  magistrate,  and  before  the  magis- 
trate each  made  his  separate  statement. 
Now,  the  Prime  Minister  had  observed 
that  if  the  declaration  had  been  one  that 
not  only  exculpated  Myles  Joyce,  but 
pointed  out  the  true  criminals,  the  case 
would  have  been  widely  different.  But 
what  right  had  the  Prime  Minister  to 
speculate  on  what  was  or  was  not  con- 
tained in  the  declarations  ?  Why  were 
they  not  produced?  He  agreed  that, 
according  to  the  circumstances  of  the 
declarations,  they  might  attach  greater 
or  less  weight  to  them ;  but  in  this  case 
each  of  the  declarations  was  the  indepen- 
dent and  spontaneous  act  of  each  man. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  not  done 
80.     What  I  said  was,  that  I  took  the 
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statements  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
and  my  answer  was  good  as  against 
their  plea. 

Mr.  CHAELES  HUSSELL  said,  that 
hoD.  Members  opposite  had  dealt  with 
the  admission  only  so  far  as  it  affected 
the  guilt  or  tho  innocence  of  Myles 
Joyce.  They  had  assumed  that  it  con- 
tained nothing  else.  No  one  had  a  right 
to  speculate  as  to  what  was  or  was  not 
in  that  document  if  the  inexorable  rule 
of  the  Home  Secretary  was  to  prevail. 
But  the  argument  of  Lord  Spencer  in 
the  famous  Memorandum  of  Aug^uati 
1884,  was  not  that  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister. Lord  Spencer's  argument  was 
that  when  these  men  said  they  were 
guilty  and  Myles  Joyce  was  innocent, 
all  they  meant  was  that  it  was  not 
Joyce's  hand  that  did  the  deed.  How 
did  Lord  Spencer  know  what  they 
meant  ?  But  if  there  was  a  doubt  upon 
his  mind  as  to  the  nature  of  these  de- 
clarations, surely  that  was  a  matter  of 
sufficient  solemnity  and  importance  to 
demand  a  further  inquiry  then  and 
there.  He  attached  much  gpreater  im* 
portance  to  those  declarations  than  the 
Home  Secretary.  The  law  allowed 
dying  declarations  to  be  admitted  as 
evidence  without  oath  and  without  cross- 
examination,  because  it  was  believed 
that  human  nature  was  so  constituted 
that  the  solemn  approach  of  death, 
with  its  awful  sensations,  was  at  least 
as  powerful  as  binding  the  conscience 
than  any  formal  oath  taken  in  a  Court 
of  Law.  If  that  influence  was  powerful 
upon  any  minds,  ho  claimed  that  it  was 
exceptionally  powerful  upon  the  mind 
of  the  Irish  peasant,  who,  however  de- 
based he  might  be,  however  low  his 
moral  standard,  however  imperfect  his 
education,  did  believe  earnestly  in  a 
future  state.  He  believed  in  an  awful 
Judge,  and  in  future  rewards  and 
punishments.  Such  men  were  not  likely 
to  have  a  damning  lie  on  their  lips  when 
they  were  about  to  be  launched  into 
eternity.  If  that  was  true  in  the  case 
of  Myles  Joyce,  how  much  more  likely 
was  it  to  be  true  in  the  case  of  the  two 
men  who,  while  exculpating  My  lea 
Joyce,  admitted  their  own  guilt  ?  Wliat 
motive  could  be  suggested  save  that  they 
were  desirous  of  saving  the  life  of  an  in- 
nocent man  ?  These  were  the  reasons  why 
he  thought  that  a  further  inquiry  into  this 
matter  ought  to  be  granted.  He  then  came 
to  the  difficulties  which  had  been  stated 
by  the  Prime  Minister  to  render  it  im- 
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possible  to  grant  the  inquiry  asked  for. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  said  that  there 
was  no  analogy  between  the  present 
case  and  that  of  Kilmartin.  Why  not  ? 
The  Prime  Minister  had  said  that  the 
inquiry  in  the  Kihnartin  case  was  what 
he  termed  a  spontaneous  act  proceeding 
from  the  Executive  authority.  So  it 
had  been  undoubtedly  in  one  sense, 
and  the  fact  that  it  had  been  instituted 
was  highly  creditable  to  Lord  Spencer  ; 
but  it  was  only  spontaneous  after  the 
matter  had  been  discussed  over  and  over 
again,  and  after  the  late  Chief  Secretary, 
acting  perfectly  bond  fide  upon  infor- 
mation furnished  him  by  others,  had 
declined  to  institute  the  inquiry.  He 
trusted  that  in  that  sense  there  would 
be  another  spontaneous  inquiry  in  the 

S resent  case.  There  would  be  no  more 
ifficulty  in  this  case  than  in  the  other. 
[Mr.  Gladstone  dissented.  1  He  saw 
that  the  Prime  Minister  shooK  his  head ; 
but  he  was  at  a  loss  to  understand  what 
insuperable  difficulties  were  in  the  way 
of  an  inquiry  in  the  present  case  which 
did  not  exist  in  the  other.  He  entirely 
agreed  with  the  Home  Secretary  that  there 
existed  in  law  no  machinery  by  which 
either  he  or  the  House  of  Commons 
could  be  constituted  a  legal  tribunal  that 
could  take  fresh  evidence  and  could  re- 
Tiew  the  former  trial.  The  law  was 
curious  upon  this,  for  all  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  could  do  in  case  he  was  satis- 
fied that  a  man  was  undergoing  punish- 
ment for  an  offence  of  which  he  was  not 
guilty  would  be  to  advise  the  Queen 
gpraciously  to  forgive  the  man  for  the 
offence  which  he  had  not  committed. 
Was  it  not  the  fact,  however,  that  the 
records  of  the  Home  Office  furnished 
numbers  of  examples  of  inquiries  such 
as  that  now  asked  for  ?  He  would  re- 
call to  the  mind  of  the  Home  Secretary 
Smethurst's  case,  in  which  Sir  George 
0.  Lewis,  acting  upon  the  advice  of  Sir 
Benjamin  Brodie,  in  effect  reversed  the 
judgment  of  the  jury  finding  Smethurst 
guilty.  In  other  words,  where  there  was 
a  will  there  was  always  a  way.  He  was 
not  concerned  in  this  matter  with  what 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  op- 
posite thought  of  his  remarks ;  what  he 
was  concerned  with  was  what  would 
quiet  the  conscience  of  the  country. 
Hon.  Members  opposite,  by  the  course 
they  had  taken,  had  rendered  it  very 
difficult  for  him  to  meddle  in  this  mat- 
ter and  to  explain  why  he  was  speaking 
as  he  was  doing,  and  why  he  should 
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vote  in  favour  of  this  inquiry  being 
granted.  He  could  tell  the  House  that 
it  was  not  only  among  hon.  Members 
opposite  that  the  opinion  was  held — 
it  was  an  opinion  that  was  growing  and 
was  gathering  strength  day  by  day 
throughout  the  country — that  Myles 
Joyce  was  innocent,  and  that  four  of  the 
men  who  were  now  in  prison  for  these  mur- 
ders were  innocent.  He  said  that  there 
should  be  no  limits  to  the  way  of  in- 
quiry, although  whether  or  not  it  would 
satisfy  the  country  or  satisfy  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  he  did  not 
know.  An  inquiry  conducted  somewhat 
on  the  lines  of  the  Kilmartin  inquiry 
would  go  a  long  way  towards  quieting 
the  minds  of  the  Irish  people  in  refer- 
ence to  this  matter.  And  let  him  point 
out  one  means  of  testing  the  truth  of 
the  story  now  told  by  the  informer 
Casey.  The  informer  Casey,  in  his  evi- 
dence, made  a  statement  as  to  the  per- 
sons whom  he  joined  and  accompanied 
to  the  scene  of  the  murders.  Among 
those  persons  was  a  man  named  Michael 
Casey,  who  had  pleaded  guilty,  and 
who  was  now  undergoing  penal  servi- 
tude, and  whose  guilt  was  admitted. 
That  man  had,  therefore,  no  means 
of  communicating  with  the  informer 
Casey,  and  he  would  have  no  motive  for 
speaking  other  than  the  truth.  Let  him 
be  asked  as  to  the  truth  of  the  story 
now  told  by  the  informer.  He  was 
afraid,  however,  from  the  course  this 
debate  had  taken,  that  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  grant  this  inquiry  would 
be  regarded  as  a  triumph  for  hon. 
Members  opposite,  and  that  that 
would  increase  the  difficulty  in  the 
way  of  the  Government  making  this 
concession.  He  appealed  to  the  Govern- 
ment, however,  to  let  no  such  fear  stand 
in  the  way  of  an  act  of  justice  being 
done.  He  admitted  that  the  demand 
had  been  made  in  intemperate,  rash, 
and  offensive  language  ;  but  he  con- 
tended that  if  there  was  a  doubt  in  the 
matter,  the  Government  were  bound  to 
grant  an  inquiry,  no  matter  what  Party 
or  what  section  would  triumph  thereby. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancas- 
ter had  said  that  to  grant  this  inquiry 
would  be  to  shake  the  foundations  of 
justice  in  Ireland ;  but  those  foundations 
must  indeed  be  rotten  if  they  could  be 
shaken  by  an  act  of  justice  being  done. 
If  there  were  truth  in  the  suggestions 
which  had  been  made,  an  inquiry  would 
strengthen  them  \  if  there  were  no  truth 
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made  any  difference-  But  wlio  could 
tell,  wlto  could  judg&  of  that?  Wiio 
knew  how  far  the  solemn  fact  that  such  a 
dying  declaration  had  been  made  might 
have  suggested  to  the  priaoners*  counsel 
questions  as  to  the  locality,  distance,  and 
circumstances  which  might  have  thrown 
doubts  upon  the  apparently  coherent 
evidence  of  these  so-called  independent 
witnesaes?  "With  respect  to  the  other 
boy  who  made  a  dying  declaration^  but 
hapx>ily  survived,  he  made  an  accusation 
against  those  who  conducted  the  trial  to 
this  extent — that  they  failed  to  give  that 
information  to  the  prisoners'  counsel. 
Next,  as  to  this  boy,  if  the  prosecu- 
tion was  anxious  to  examine  him,  the 
objection  to  Lis  examination  ought  not 
to  be  made  by  those  who  tendered  liim 
for  examination.  The  objection  ought 
to  be  taken  by  the  Judge.  But  it  was 
remarkable  that  the  ol>jection  in  this 
case  came  from  the  interpretor.  But  by 
whom  was  it  suggested  to  the  interpreter  ? 
If  the  boy  imperfectly  Mnderetood  the 
natnre  of  an  oath,  he  ought  to  have  been 
instructed,  as  he  had  no  possible  motive 
to  say  anything  but  the  simple  truth.  It 
seemed  to  him,  therefore,  incumbent  on 
the  Grovernmenfc  as  regarded  the  trial  of 
Myles  Joyce,  though  it  was  too  late  to 
do  anything  except  to  clear  bis  reputa- 
tion, to  leave  no  atone  unturned  in  order 
to  exhaust  all  possible  information.  Then 
it  was  asked  what  value  could  be  attached 
to  the  next  set  of  declarations,  the  de- 
clarations of  the  two  men  who  suffered 
death,  and  of  Myles  Joyce  himself,  whose 
last  breath  was  a  declaratioo  of  his  inno- 
cence ?  It  was  not  as  if  they  had  con- 
certed a  statement  to  relieve  others  from 
a  fate  similar  to  their  own.  Each  of 
them,  from  his  separate  cell,  sent  for 
the  magistrate,  and  before  the  magis- 
trate each  made  his  separate  statement. 
Now,  the  Prime  Minister  had  observed 
that  if  the  declaration  had  been  one  that 
not  only  exculpated  Myles  Joyce,  but 
pointed  out  the  true  criminals,  the  case 
would  have  been  widely  different.  But 
what  right  had  the  Prime  Minister  to 
speculate  on  what  was  or  was  not  cou- 
tainod  in  the  declarations  ?  Why  were 
they  not  produced?  He  agreed  that, 
according  to  the  circumstances  of  the 
declarations,  they  might  attach  greater 
or  less  weight  to  them  ;  but  in  this  case 
each  of  the  declarations  was  the  indepen- 
dent and  spontaneous  act  of  each  man. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  not  done 
60.     What  I  said  was,  that  I  took  the 
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statements  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
and  my  answer  waa  good  as  against 
their  plea. 

Mr.  CHAELES  EUSSELL  said,  that 
hon.  Members  opposite  had  dealt  with 
the  admission  only  so  far  ae  it  affected 
the  guilt  or  the?  innocence  of  Myles 
Jo  J  CO,  They  had  assumed  that  it  con- 
tained nothing  else.  No  one  had  a  right 
to  speculate  as  to  what  waa  or  was  not 
in  that  document  if  the  inexorable  rule 
of  the  Home  Secretary  was  to  prevail. 
But  the  argument  of  Lord  8penoer  in 
the  famous  Memorandum  of  August, 
188J,  was  not  that  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister. Lord  Spencer's  argument  was 
that  when  these  men  said  they  were 
guilty  and  Myles  Joyce  was  innocent, 
all  they  meant  was  that  it  was  not 
Joyce's  hand  that  did  the  deed.  How 
did  Lord  Spencer  know  what  they 
meant  ?  But  if  there  was  a  doubt  upon 
his  mind  as  to  the  nature  of  these  de- 
clarations, surely  that  was  a  matter  of 
sufficient  solemnity  and  importance  to 
demand  a  further  inquiry  then  and 
there.  He  attached  much  greater  im- 
portance to  those  declarations  than  the 
Home  Secretaiy.  The  law  allowed 
dying  declarations  to  be  admitted  as 
evidence  without  oath  and  without  cross- 
examination,  because  it  was  believed 
that  human  nature  waa  so  constituted 
that  the  solemn  approach  of  death, 
with  its  awful  sensations,  waa  at  least 
as  powerful  as  binding  the  conscience 
than  any  forma!  oath  taken  in  a  Court 
of  Law.  If  that  iufluence  was  powerful 
upon  any  minds,  he  claimed  that  it  was 
exceptionally  powerful  upon  the  mind 
of  tne  Irish  peasant,  who,  however  de- 
based he  might  be,  however  low  hia 
moral  standard,  however  imperfect  his 
education,  did  believe  earnestly  in  a 
future  state.  He  believed  in  an  awful 
Judge,  and  in  future  rewards  and 
punishments.  Such  men  were  not  likely 
to  have  a  damning  lie  on  their  lips  whea 
they  were  about  to  be  launched  into 
eternity.  If  that  was  true  in  the  caae 
of  Myles  Joyce,  how  much  more  likely 
was  it  to  be  true  in  the  case  of  the  two 
men  who,  while  exculpating  Myles 
Joyce,  admitted  their  own  guilt  ?  What 
motive  could  be  suggested  save  that  they 
were  desirous  of  saving  the  life  of  an  in- 
nocent mau  ?  These  were  the  reasons  why 
he  thought  that  a  further  inquiry  into  thi  a 
matter  ou  ght  to  be  granted.  He  then  came 
to  the  difficulties  which  had  been  stated 
by  the  Prime  Minister  to  render  it  im- 
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possible  to  grant  the  inquiry  asked  for. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  said  that  there 
was  no  analogy  between  the  present 
ease  and  that  of  Kilmartin.  Why  not  ? 
The  Prim©  Minister  had  eaid  that  the 
inquiry  in  the  Kilniartin  case  waa  what 
he  termed  a  spontaneous  act  proceeding 
front  the  Executive  authority,  8o  it 
had  been  undoubtedly  in  one  Bonse, 
and  the  fact  that  it  had  been  instituted 
was  highly  creditable  to  Lord  Spencer  ; 
but  it  was  only  spontaneous  after  the 
matter  had  been  discussed  over  and  over 
again ^  and  after  the  late  Chief  Secretary, 
ac*ting  perfectly  hmd  fide  upon  infor- 
mation furnished  him  by  others,  had 
declined  to  instihito  the  inquiry.  He 
trusted  that  in  that  sense  there  would 
be  another  spontaneous  inquiry  in  tho 
present  case.  There  would  be  no  more 
difEculty  in  this  case  than  in  the  other. 
[Mr.  Gladstone  dissented.  1  He  saw 
that  the  Prime  Minister  shook  bis  head; 
but  he  waa  at  a  loss  to  understand  what 
insuperable  difficulties  were  in  the  way 
of  an  inquiry  in  the  present  case  which 
did  not  exist  in  the  other»  He  entirely 
agreed  with  the  Home  Secretary  that  there 
existed  in  law  no  machinery  by  which 
either  ho  or  the  House  of  Commons 
could  be  constituted  a  legal  tribunal  that 
could  take  fresh  evidence  and  could  re- 
view the  former  trial.  The  law  was 
curious  upon  this,  for  all  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  could  do  in  case  he  was  satis- 
fied that  a  man  was  undergoing  punish- 
ment for  an  offence  of  which  he  was  not 
guilty  would  be  to  advise  the  Queen 
graciously  to  forgive  the  man  for  the 
otfence  which  he  had  not  committed. 
Waa  it  not  the  fact,  however,  that  the 
records  of  the  Home  Office  furnished 
numbers  of  examples  of  inquiries  such 
as  that  now  asked  for  ?  He  would  re- 
call to  the  mind  of  the  Home  Secretary 
8methurst*8  case,  in  which  Sir  George 
0.  Lewis,  acting  upon  the  a  J  vice  of  Bir 
Benjamin  Brodie,  in  effect  reversed  the 
judgment  of  the  jury  finding  Smethurst 
guilty.  In  other  words,  where  there  was 
a  will  there  was  always  a  way.  He  was 
not  concerned  in  this  matter  with  what 
hoD.  Members  below  the  Gangway  op- 
posite thought  of  his  remarks  ;  what  he 
was  concerned  with  was  what  would 
quiet  the  conscience  of  the  country, 
Hon.  Members  opposite,  by  the  courije 
they  had  taken,  had  rendered  it  very 
difficult  for  him  to  meddle  in  this  mat- 
ter and  to  explain  why  he  was  speaking 
«6  he  was  doingi  and  why  he  should 


vote  in  favour  of  this  inquiry  beings 
granted.  He  coidd  tell  tho  House  that 
it  was  not  only  among  hon,  Members 
opposite  that  the  opinion  was  held — 
it  was  an  opinion  that  was  growing  and 
was  gathering  strength  day  by  day 
throughout  the  country- — that  Myles 
Joj'ce  was  innocent,  and  that  four  of  the 
men  who  were  now  in  prison  for  these  mur- 
ders were  innocent.  He  said  that  there 
should  be  no  limits  to  the  way  of  in- 
quiry, although  whether  or  not  it  would 
satisfy  the  country  or  satisfy  hon.  Mem- 
bers  below  the  Gangway  he  did  not 
know.  An  inquiry  conducted  somewhat 
on  the  lines  of  the  Ki  I  mart  in  inquiry 
would  go  a  long  way  towards  quieting 
tho  minds  of  the  Irish  people  in  refer- 
ence to  tbis  matter.  And  let  him  point 
out  one  means  of  testing  the  truth  of 
the  story  now  told  by  the  informer 
Casey.  The  informer  Casey,  in  his  evi- 
dence, made  a  statement  as  to  the  per- 
sons whom  he  joined  and  accompanied 
to  the  scene  of  the  murders.  Among 
those  persons  was  a  man  named  Michael 
Casey,  who  had  pleaded  guilty,  and 
who  was  now  undergoing  penal  servi- 
tudot  and  whose  guilt  was  admitted. 
That  man  had,  therefore,  no  meana 
of  communicating  with  the  informer 
Casey,  and  he  would  have  no  motive  for 
speaking  other  than  the  truth.  Let  him 
be  asked  as  to  the  truth  of  the  story 
now  told  by  the  informer.  He  was 
afraid,  however,  from  the  course  this 
debate  had  taken,  that  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  grant  this  inquiry  would 
be  regarded  as  a  triumph  for  hon. 
Members  opposite,  and  that  that 
would  increase  the  difficulty  in  the 
way  of  the  Government  making  this 
concession.  He  appealed  to  the  Govern- 
ment, however,  to  let  no  such  fear  stand 
in  the  way  of  an  act  of  justice  being 
done.  He  admitted  that  the  demand 
had  been  mado  in  intemperate,  rash, 
and  offensive  language  ;  but  he  con- 
tended that  if  there  was  a  doubt  in  the 
matter,  the  Government  were  bound  to 
grant  an  inquiry,  no  matter  what  Party 
or  what  section  would  triumph  thereby. 

I  The  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancas- 
ter had  said  that  to  grant  this  inquiry 

[  would  be  to  shake  the  foundations  of 
justice  in  Ireland;  but  those  foundations 
muht  indeed  he  rotten  if  they  could  bo 

!  shaken  by  an  act  of  justice  being  done. 

I  If  there  were  truth  in  the  suggestions 
which  had  been  made,  an  inquiry  would 

I  strengthen  them ;  if  there  were  no  truth 
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obtained  by  the  improper  action  of  the 
Crown  officials,  and  I  hope  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  will  forgive  me  for  saying  I 
wondered  when  I  heard  his  speech 
whether  at  the  moment  he  was  bearing 
in  mind  the  great  responsibility  which 
fell  on  him  in  adding  the  great  weight 
of  his  authority  to  the  charges  which 
were  made  against  the  administration 
of  justice.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber stated  that  much  depended  upon 
whether  these  men  were  or  were  not  in- 
duoed  by  the  officials  of  the  Crown  to 
plead  guilty,  and  the  senior  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  has 
stated  as  a  fact  that  the  men  had  been 
visited  in  prison  for  the  purpose. 

Mr.  HAEEINGTON  :  With  the  per- 
mission of  the  Home  Office. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  :  I  can  only  say  on  au- 
thority that  there  is  not  the  slightest 
foundation  for  that  statement.  The 
charge  does  not  appear  even  in  the 
pamphlet  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
meath  (Mr.  Harrington),  and  I  give  the 
hon.  Member  full  credit  for  having  done 
the  best  for  the  cause  he  has  under- 
taken ;  but  even  he  does  not  suggest 
that  any  Crown  official  ever  saw  one  of 
these  men. 

Mr.  HAEEINGTON:  Will  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  allow  me  to  in- 
terrupt him  ?  I  may  not  have,  stated  the 
fact ;  but  I  have  it  on  the  authority  of 
their  own  solicitor,  that  on  the  day  of 
the  trial  they  were  all  visited  in  gaol 
by  the  Crown  Solicitor,  Mr.  Bolton. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henry  James):  I  have  to  say  that  I 
am  informed  that  is  not  the  fact,  and  it 
has  not  been  stated  before.  I  say  dis- 
tinctly, on  the  part  of  those  who  were 
intrusted  with  the  prosecution,  that  they 
held  out  no  hope  whatever  to  any  of  the 
prisoners;  but  they  told  their  counsel  that 
whatever  might  be  done  would  depend 
upon  the  judgment  of  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant. But  it  is  said  that  these  men  knew 
that  the  same  evidence  which  had  been 
given  against  the  three  men  who  had 
been  tried  and  convicted  would  be  re- 
peated against  them.  According  to  the 
case  now  put  forward,  these  men  knew 
that  they  were  innocent,  that  they  had 
not  been  near  the  spot  of  the  murder  in 
question,  and  that  they  had  peaoably 
dept  in  their  own  homes.  Will  hon. 
Members  endeavour  to  realize  what  this 
means  ?    We  have  to  deal  with  the  fact 

I^Mhrn^y  General 


that  those  who  knew  these  men  knew 
that  they  were  not  only  innocent,  but 
they  had  not  been  near  the  scene  of  the 
murder — that  they  had  passed  their 
hours  elsewhere ;  that  they  had  slept,  it 
might  be,  in  their  own  homes ;  or  that 
they  had  been,  during  some  period  of 
the  night,  elsewhere,  and  that  they  had 
never  been  near  the  spot  at  all.  Is  it 
credible,  I  would  ask  any  person  of 
common  sense,  whether  anyone,  be  he 
priest  or  anyone  else,  knowing  this, 
could  have  said — **  Tell  your  own  tale 
of  guilt,  although  it  may  lead  you 
to  the  scaffold,  or  to  the  mitigated  sen- 
tence of  penal  servitude  for  life?" 
Would  none  of  these  men  have  said  at 
once — "I  know  where  I  was  on  that 
night,  and  there  are  others  who  know 
where  I  was  too  " — others  who  would 
be  the  witnesses  of  truth,  who  would  be 
able  to  give  that  evidence  which  is  known 
as  an  alihi;  who  would  at  once  have 
been  forthcoming,  for  some  of  these 
men,  at  least,  would  have  had  that 
evidence,  which  every  honest  man  is 
likely  to  have  at  his  command,  of  prov- 
ing where  he  was  ?  I  admit  it  is  said 
that  in  the  case  of  Myles  Joyce  his 
only  evidence  was  that  of  his  own  wife, 
and,  unfortunately,  a  wife's  evidence 
being  excluded,  a  difficulty  might  have 
been  experienced  in  proving  an  alihi. 
But  there  were  five  men  with  different 
alihia  living  under  different  roofs.  Each 
case  must  have  been  upon  a  different 
footing  to  the  rest ;  but  was  there  one 
among  them  advised  by  priest  or  no 
priest,  with  wife  or  no  wife,  who  at- 
tempted to  establish  his  innocence  ?  Not 
a  single  one.  It  must  have  been  difficult 
for  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  believe  that 
by  some  process  or  other  five  men  had 
been  induced  to  state  falsely  that  they 
were  guilty  of  murder,  when,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  they  had  never  been  near  the 
scene  of  the  murder,  and  when  it  was  in. 
the  power  of  every  one  of  them  to  raise 
his  voice  and  say — ^'Iwas  elsewhere  at 
the  time."  Is  it  conceivable  that  not 
one  man  among  them  to  save  his  liberty, 
his  life,  or  his  character,  had  the  courage 
to  wiy — ''I  will  stake  my  all  on  calling 
witnesses  who  can  prove  where  I  was.^ 
None  of  these  men  did  that ;  and  yet  we 
are  asked  to  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
five  men  consented  to  record  a  plea  of 
"  Guilty,"  and  imdertook  to  bear  a  sen- 
tence of  penal  servitude  for  life,  and  that 
they  did  so  without  one  of  them  making 
an  effort    to    estabHah  his    innocence. 
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three  men  were  guilty,  and  they  came 
to  that  conclusion  mainly  upon  the  evi- 
dence of  three  men  ^ho  have  heen 
teraied  in  this  debate  **  independent 
witnesses."  They  came  on  to  the  table 
in  open  Court  to  give  their  testimony 
after  every  opportuity  had  been  afforded 
of  gauging  their  position  towards  the 
men  whom  they  accjused.  Under  the 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act«  every  witness 
whose  presence  is  deemed  necessary  is 
provided  to  the  prisoners  at  the  expense 
of  the  Crown.  In  this  case,  a  solicitor 
of  experience  in  oriminal  cases  was 
allotted  to  the  prisoners,  and  counsel,  of 
whom  I  shall  have  to  say  a  word  by-and- 
bye,  of  their  own  selection,  was  allotted 
for  their  defence.  Three  months  elapsed 
between  the  commission  of  the  oSenoe 
and  the  trial,  and  these  three  witnesses, 
who  are  now  alleged  in  the  pampblet  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Westmeath  to  have 
been  prejudiced  witnesses,  and  to  have 
had  cause  of  anger  and  cause  of  hatred 
sufficient  to  have  induced  them  to  give 
false  testimony,  had  been  subjected  to 
every  teat  in  reference  to  the  truth 
of  their  story.  If  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  take  the  trouble  to  read 
the  shorthand  writers'  notes  of  the 
trial ;  if  my  hon.  and  leai*ned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Dimdalk  (Mr.  Charles 
Russell),  who,  with  the  great  powers  of 
his  advocacy,  has  dealt  with  certain 
facts,  will  do  so,  it  will  be  found  that 
the  evidence  of  these  witnesses  was  sub- 
jected to  the  teat  of  a  Judge  and  a  jury, 
many  of  whom  individually  aaked  ques- 
tions in  order  that  they  might  arrive  at 
a  right  conclusion  as  to  the  truth  of  the 
evidence,  and,  further,  that  the  prisoners 
had  the  aid  of  counsel  whose  ability  was 
most  conspicuous.  The  case  having 
passed  through  all  that  ordeal,  the  re- 
sult was  that  three  juries  came  to  the 
same  conclusion — namely,  that  the  evi- 
dence established  the  gniltof  these  men. 
The  Lord  Lieutenant  bad  this  full  admis- 
sion, tbnt  the  learned  coun'^el  intrusted  by 
the  solicitor  of  the  prisoners  with  their 
defence,  had  shown  great  devotion  to  the 
ease  of  their  clients,  had  visited  the  spot> 
and  had  traversed  every  portion  of  the 
journey  of  that  night  between  the  17th 
and  18th  of  August,  and  had  tested  by 
their  own  observation  whether  the  state- 
ment of  the  three  independent  witnes8e3 
was  probable  or  improbable.  Yet  these 
two  counsel,  whose  qualilicationa  were 
60  great,  in  terms  which  I  can  read  to 
the  House  if  it  be  neceasary  to  enter  into 


detail,  gave  these  witnesses  the  same 
j  credit  the  prosecuting  counsel  did  of 
having  been  present,  of  having  tracked 
the  murderers,  of  having  dogged  their 
footsteps,  and  of  having  witnessed  what 
took  place.  These  able  counsel  could 
only  present  to  the  jury  that  the  wit- 
nesses had  been  mistaken  in  their  iden- 
tification, and  in  the  conclusion  they 
had  arrived  at.  The  Lord  Lieutenant, 
charged  as  he  is  by  the  maj  ority  of  the  Irish 
people  with  judicial  miuder,  had  these 
facts  before  him,  and  he  had  one  addi- 
tional fact,  which  I  cannot  conceive  any 
jnat  man  in  the  House  would  hold  to  be 
insufficient  to  exculpate  Earl  Spencer 
from  this  grave  charge.  It  is  said  now 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  knew,  or  ought 
to  have  known,  that  these  men  who 
confessed  gave  their  evidence— for  their 
plea  is  the  strongest  evidence — falsely. 
Where  is  the  evidence  against  the  Lord 
Lieutenant?  The  testimony  of  these 
three  men  was  confirmed  by  that  of  the 
tw^o  approvers — that  there  were  lU  men 
present  at  the  murder — and  on  the  day 
when  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  to  deter- 
mine whether  theae  three  men  were  wit- 
nesses on  whom  he  could  place  reliance, 
nine  out  of  the  10  accused  men  had,  with 
tbeir  own  lips,  affirmed  their  guilt.  My 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr, 
Gibson )»  with  greater  force  than  I  can 
command,  brought  this  subject  before 
the  House  last  night,  although  the 
House  was  not  then  constituted  as  it  is 
now.  I  may,  however,  be  allowed  to  add 
this  one  fact  to  what  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  then  stated— namely » 
that  when  the  Lord  Lieutenant  knew 
that  nine  out  of  the  1 0  men  had  confessed 
their  guilt,  when  he  knew  that  the 
counsel  for  the  defence  admitted  that 
the  throe  men  who  gave  their  testimony 
had  been  present  at  the  scene  of  the 
murder,  the  fact  must  be  taken  into 
consideration  that  the  only  man  about 
whom  the  Lord  Lieutenant  could  now 
have  any  doubt  was  a  relative  of  the 
tlii^ee  witnesses-  How,  then,  could  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  disbelieve  the  state- 
ment of  these  witnesses,  confirmed  as  it 
was  by  a  confession  of  guilt  by  nine  out 
of  the  10  men,  and  when  it  was  only 
suggested  that  a  mistake  had  been  made 
as  to  a  man  whom  these  witnesses  would 
know  better  than  anyone  else  ?  There 
is  one  other  general  observation  which 
I  would  like  to  make*  It  is  said  that 
the  confessions  of  these  men  had  been 
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obtained  by  the  improper  action  of  the 
Crown  officials,  and  I  hope  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  will  forgive  me  for  saying  I 
wondered  when  I  heard  his  speech 
whether  at  the  moment  he  was  bearing 
in  mind  the  great  responsibility  which 
fell  on  him  in  adding  the  great  weight 
of  his  authority  to  the  charges  which 
were  made  against  the  administration 
of  justice.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber stated  that  much  depended  upon 
whether  these  men  were  or  were  not  in- 
duced by  the  officials  of  the  Crown  to 
plead  guilty,  and  the  senior  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  has 
stated  as  a  fact  that  the  men  had  been 
visited  in  prison  for  the  purpose. 

Mb.  HAREINGTON  :  With  the  per- 
mission of  the  Home  Office. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  :  I  can  only  say  on  au- 
thority that  there  is  not  the  slightest 
foundation  for  that  statement.  The 
charge  does  not  appear  even  in  the 
pamphlet  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
meath  (Mr.  Harrington),  and  I  give  the 
hon.  Member  full  credit  for  having  done 
the  best  for  the  cause  he  has  under- 
taken ;  but  even  he  does  not  suggest 
that  any  Crown  official  ever  saw  one  of 
these  men. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON:  Will  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  allow  me  to  in- 
terrupt him  ?  I  may  not  have,  stated  the 
fact ;  but  I  have  it  on  the  authority  of 
their  own  solicitor,  that  on  the  day  of 
the  trial  they  were  all  visited  in  gaol 
by  the  Crown  Solicitor,  Mr.  Bolton. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henrt  James)  :  I  have  to  say  that  I 
am  informed  that  is  not  the  fact,  and  it 
has  not  been  stated  before.  I  say  dis- 
tinctly, on  the  part  of  those  who  were 
intrusted  with  the  prosecution,  that  they 
held  out  no  hope  whatever  to  any  of  the 
prisoners;  but  they  told  their  counsel  that 
whatever  might  be  done  would  depend 
upon  the  judgment  of  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant. But  it  is  said  that  these  men  knew 
that  the  same  evidence  which  had  been 
given  against  the  three  men  who  had 
been  tried  and  convicted  would  be  re- 
peated against  them.  According  to  the 
case  now  put  forward,  these  men  knew 
that  they  were  innocent,  that  they  had 
not  been  near  the  spot  of  the  murder  in 
question,  and  that  they  had  peaeably 
dept  in  their  own  homes.  Will  hon. 
Members  endeavour  to  realize  what  this 
means?    We  have  to  deal  with  the  fact 
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that  those  who  knew  these  men  knew 
that  they  were  not  only  innocent,  but 
they  had  not  been  near  the  scene  of  the 
murder — that  they  had  passed  their 
hours  elsewhere  ;  that  they  had  slept,  it 
might  be,  in  their  own  homes ;  or  that 
they  had  been,  during  some  period  of 
the  night,  elsewhere,  and  that  they  had 
never  been  near  the  spot  at  all.  Is  it 
credible,  I  would  ask  any  person  of 
common  sense,  whether  anyone,  be  he 
priest  or  anyone  else,  knowing  this, 
could  have  said — **  Tell  your  own  tale 
of  guilt,  although  it  may  lead  yoa 
to  the  scaffold,  or  to  the  mitigated  sen- 
tence of  penal  servitude  for  life?" 
Would  none  of  these  men  have  said  at 
once — "  I  know  where  I  was  on  that 
night,  and  there  are  others  who  know 
where  I  was  too  " — others  who  would 
be  the  witnesses  of  truth,  who  would  be 
able  to  give  that  evidence  which  is  known 
as  an  alibi;  who  would  at  once  have 
been  forthcoming,  for  some  of  these 
men,  at  least,  would  have  had  that 
evidence,  which  every  honest  man  is 
likely  to  have  at  his  command,  of  prov- 
ing where  he  was  ?  I  admit  it  is  said 
that  in  the  case  of  Myles  Joyce  his 
only  evidence  was  that  of  his  own  wife, 
and,  unfortunately,  a  wife's  evidence 
being  excluded,  a  difficulty  might  have 
been  experienced  in  proving  an  alihi. 
But  there  were  five  men  with  different 
alxl\%  living  under  different  roofs.  Each 
case  must  have  been  upon  a  different 
footing  to  the  rest ;  but  was  there  one 
among  them  advised  by  priest  or  no 
priest,  with  wife  or  no  wife,  who  at- 
tempted to  establish  his  innocence  ?  Not 
a  single  one.  It  must  have  been  difficult 
for  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  believe  that 
by  some  process  or  other  five  men  had 
been  induced  to  state  falsely  that  they 
were  guilty  of  murder,  when,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  they  had  never  been  near  the 
scene  of  the  murder,  and  when  it  was  in 
the  power  of  every  one  of  them  to  raise 
his  voice  and  say — **  I  was  elsewhere  at 
the  time."  Is  it  conceivable  that  not 
one  man  among  them  to  save  his  liberty, 
his  life,  or  his  character,  had  the  courage 
to  say — ''I  will  stake  my  all  on  calling 
witnesses  who  can  prove  where  I  was." 
None  of  these  men  did  that ;  and  yet  we 
are  asked  to  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
five  men  consented  to  record  a  plea  of 
"  Guilty,"  and  undertook  to  bear  a  sen- 
tence of  penal  servitude  for  life,  and  that 
they  did  so  without  one  of  them  making 
an  effort    to    establish  his    innocence. 
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Under  these  circumstances^  I  must  ap- 
peal to  the  feeling  that  must  actuate 
Irigh  Gentlemen,  and  ask  them  whether, 
if  they  had  to  bear  the  responsibility  of 
admin isteriDg  justicei  and  if  they  had  to 
bear  the  respouaihility  of  so  adminiater- 
ing  it  as  to  save  the  peasantry  of  the 
ooiaitry  from  being  murdered  in  their 
homes,  whether,  with  all  this  combi- 
nation of  circumstances— the  eridence 
given  before  a  just  Judge,  verdicts  given 
by  three  separate  juries,  and  nine  out  of 
the  10  prisoners  admitting  their  guilt — is 
it  possible  to  conceive  that  any  man  with 
all  these  facts  before  him  could  come  to 
any  other  conclusion  than  Earl  Spencer 
did — namely,  that  the  verdict  of  the  jury 
waa  correct,  and  that  the  pleas  of  guilty 
were  true  admissions  of  guilt  ?  As  to 
the  conduct  of  the  rev,  gentleman  who 
advised  these  men  to  plead  guiUy,  I 
will  not  criticize  it.  I  know  how  cruel 
it  is  to  judge  others  whose  manner  of 
thought  we  may  not  be  able  to  follow. 
As  the  Home  Secretary  said,  let  us  give 
credit  to  him  for  having  acted  from  the 
best  motives  ;  but  I  must  say  this— that 
if  there  ever  was  a  person  who  did  an 
act  unintentionally,  which  sealed  the 
fate  of  Myles  Joyce,  and  made  him 
suffer  the  extreme  penalty  of  the  law,  it 
was  the  course  pursued  by  this  rev.  gen- 
tleman. \^Laugh(ei'  from  the  Irhh  Mem- 
hiTi.^  Let  hon.  Gentlemen  laugh  as 
they  may;  they  cannot  help  reOecting 
upon  what  I  say.  I  do  not  know  what 
the  motive  of  the  rev.  gentleman  was.  1 
give  him  full  credit  for  acting  as  he 
thought  for  the  best ;  but  he  caused  these 
five  persons  to  plead  guilty,  and  that  fact 
made  them  corroborative  witnesses  to  the 
truth  of  the  evidence  against  Myles 
Joyce,  who  had  been  previously  convicted. 
In  all  this  combination  of  circumstances, 
and  knowing  that  the  guidance  likely 
to  bo  given  to  men  in  this  condition  by 
their  priest  would  be  directed  to  obtain- 
ing the  acquittal  of  innocent  men,  fhe 
Lord  Lieutenant  could  not  have  sup- 
posed that  any  act  on  the  part  of  the 
priest  could  have  the  effect  of  bringing 
an  undue  penalty  of  guilt  upon  innocent 
men.  Under  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  I  cannot  conceive  the  most 
liberal  and  humane  man  coming  to  any 
conclusion  but  that  arrived  at  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland.  Having 
dealt  with  these  general  subjects,  and 
traversed  the  ground  which  others 
have  traversed  much  more  ably  than 
I  have,  I  will  noW|  with  the  permission 


of  the  House,  turn  to  other  matters.  I 
have  been  subjected  to  categorical  ap- 
peals from  many  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site in  the  course  of  the  debate.  I  have 
been  asked  what  is  the  rule  of  conduct 
which  ought  to  aflect  prosecuting  coimsel 
in  criminal  cases,  and  I  have  been  asked 
whether  I  approve  of  all  that  has  been 
done  by  the  counsel  who  conducted  this 
prosecution,  I  have  also  been  warned 
in  almost  minatory  language  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr. 
E.  Clarke)  to  be  careful  what  I  say, 
and  I  have  been  warned  by  the  junior 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr, 
Deasy)  that  whatever  view  I  express 
there  are  those  in  reserve  who  will  an- 
swer them.  With  these  appeals  before 
me,  my  attention  has  been  directed  prin* 
cipally  to  the  consideration  of  the  con- 
duct of  counsel  prosecuting  in  criminal 
cases.  In  much  which  has  been  stated 
in  principle  I  entirely  concur.  The 
counsel  who  conducts  the  prosecution  in 
a  criminal  case  stands  in  a  very  different 
position  from  he  who  is  conducting  a 
civil  suit.  The  counsel  who  conducts  a 
criminal  ease  has  but  one  client,  and 
that  is  the  public  interest.  lie  repre- 
sents the  Crown,  aud  when  he  repre- 
sents the  Crown  he  must  take  care  that 
the  fountain  of  justice  is  purely  repre- 
sented. He  should  never  seek  to  win  a 
verdict.  These  are  general  rules  in 
which  I  am  certain  everyone  will  concur  ; 
but  it  is  useless  for  me  to  state  those 
general  rules  without  applying  them  to 
the  particular  circumstances  which  have 
occurred  in  this  case.  As  a  deduction 
from  the  general  rule,  it  is  said  that 
it  is  the  duty  of  a  counsel  prose- 
cuting  in  a  criminal  case  to  place  in 
the  possession  of  the  advocate  of  the 
accused  every  fact  which  is  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  counsel  who  prosecutes. 
I  do  not  «-[uite  agree  with  that  view  stated 
so  broadly  as  it  is  here  stated  j  but  I 
agree  with  the  substance  of  it.  I  agree 
with  the  substance  to  the  extent  of  saying 
that  the  counsel  who  is  prosecuting  ought 
to  take  care  that  all  substantial  facta  in 
the  opinion  of  the  prosecuting  counsel 
necessary  to  elicit  the  truth  should  in 
some  way  be  called  to  the  attention  of 
the  prisoner's  advocate.  The  prosecuting 
counsel  is  bound  to  lay  before  the 
jury  what,  in  his  judgment,  representa 
the  case  against  the  prisoner*  and  he  ia 
also  bound  to  bring  out  those  1  lungs 
which,  in  his  judgment,  will  elicit  the 
truth.    But  it  is  impossible,  when  yoa 
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are  laying  down  a  rule  to  affect  the 
action  of  an  advocate,  or  speaking  of  one 
who  is  absent  and  is  not  able  to  speak 
for  himself — it  is  impossible  to  speak 
too  guardedly  when  we  are  applying  our 
judg^Dieiit  to  the  conduct  of  such  a  man. 
I  must  confess  that  if,  in  this  case,  I 
thought  there  had  been  conduct  which 
had  not  been  guided  by  audi  rules  in  sub- 
stance, I  believe  I  Rhould  have  the  cou- 
rage to  say  so.  But^  8ii%  admitting  as  I  do 
the  difference  between  the  advocate  who 
represent 3  the  Ci'own,  and  the  position 
of  the  advocate  who  represents  the  civil 
suitor,  I  once  more  depart  from  the 
general  statement  of  opinion  I  have 
given  to  apply  that  more  general  view  to 
the  particular  incidents  which  occurred 
in  this  case^  and  I  think  when  I  have  so 
dono  I  shall  have  mainly  discharged  the 
duty  I  owe  to  the  House.  The  charge 
which  is  made  of  tho  improper  conduct 
of  tho  evidence  in  this  case  i«,  if  I  under- 
stand it  rightly,  applied  to  a  statement 
of  facts  relating  to  the  two  statements 
made  by  the  lads,  Michael  Joyce  and 
Patrick  Joyce,  and  it  is  stated  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Crown  counsel  to 
have  placed  in  the  possession  of  the 
counsel  for  the  prisoners  the  two  state- 
ments made  by  those  boys.  Now,  let 
me  at  once  say  on  whom  I  think  the 
respousibility,  for  good  or  for  evil»  in 
this  matter  rested.  Charges  have  been 
made  over  and  over  again  against  Mr. 
Bolton  and  against  the  other  Crown 
officials*  I  know  nothing  of  Mr,  Bolton 
except  what  I  have  read*  I  have  nothing 
to  say  of  Mr,  Bolton,  or  his  conduct  in 
any  circumstances  in  his  general  relation 
towards  the  Irish  Ejcecutive ;  but  let  no 
man  bear  a  burden  he  ought  not  to  bear. 
This  is  not  a  question  in  which  the 
responsibility  falls  on  Iilr,  Bolton  or  on 
any  solicitor.  The  responsibility  must 
fall  on  the  counsel,  I  know,  and  the 
experience  of  my  h  on.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Chatham  (^Ir,  Gorst) 
will  tell  him,  that  it  is  not  the  custom 
for  solicitors  at  an  early  stage  to  make 
any  such  communication  without  the 
sanction  of  counsel,  and  il»  later  on  in  the 
trial,  it  appears  that  such  information 
ought  to  have  been  coramunicatedj  the 
responsibility  for  withholding  it  must 
fall  on  the  counsel,  I  hope,  therefore, 
that  hon.  Members,  in  considering  what 
is  right  or  wrong  in  this  matter,  will 
regard  it  as  a  matter  affectiiig  the  con- 
duct of  the  Bar,  and  not  the  conduct  of 
the  Crown    officials.      It  is  a  matter 


worthy  of  consideration  that,  from  th© 
first  to  the  last  in  this  trial,  great  modera- 
tion was  exercised  by  the  counsel  for  the 
Crown,  and  I  might  read  an  eloquent 
tribute  to  that  fact  which  was  paid  in 
the  course  of  the  trial  by  the  counsel 
for  the  prisoners,  Thereforej  from  first 
to  last,  the  whole  charge  of  what  is  said 
to  have  been  an  undue  exercise  of  re- 
sponsibility  in  the  conduct  of  the  case  on 
the  part  of  the  Crown  is  simplified  and 
reduced  to  this  one  fact — the  treatment 
of  those  depositions.  I  have  said  that, 
to  my  mind,  what  was  material  to  elicit 
the  truth,  if  unknown  to  the  i>riaouers' 
advocate,  should  be  communicated  to 
him  in  substance.  But  my  view  is  that 
it  was  eo  communicated  in  this  case,  and 
I  think  I  shall  b<^  able  to  convince  the 
Ilouse  that  it  was.  The  matter  affects 
the  statement  of  the  two  boys — one 
Michael  Joyce  and  the  other  Patrick 
Joyce.  I  think  that  some  misappre- 
hension prevails  in  the  minda  of  my 
hon,  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Dundalk  (Mr.  C,  Eussell)  and  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Plymouth 
(Mr.  E,  Clarke)  ia  reference  to  th© 
statement  of  Michael  Joyce.  On  the 
28th  of  August^  Michael  Joyce  naado 
what  was  apparently  a  dying  deposi- 
tion ;  but,  as  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friends  know,  a  deposition  is  a  state- 
ment made  on  oath  in  the  presence  of 
the  accused.  My  hon,  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr, 
0.  Russell),  in  the  eloquent  speech  he 
has  just  delivered,  appeared  to  be  under 
the  impression  that  the  statement  of 
Michael  Joyce  was  made  on  oath, 

Mh,  CHM^LES  RUSSELL  :  I  do  not 
recollect  that  I  said  it  was  taken  on 
oath  'f  but  to  my  mind  that  was  not  at 
all  essential. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Heney  James)  :  I  have  no  doubt  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  said  what  was 
in  his  mind ;  but,  at  any  rate,  it  was  eo 
stated  by  my  hon,  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr,  E.  Clarke), 

Mb.  EDWARI*  CLARKE:  No;  I 
did  not  say  so. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  Jajjes)  :  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  has  been  so  reported,  I  do  not, 
however,  care  who  stated  it.  The  fact 
is,  that  on  the  morning  of  the  28th  of 
August^  at  9  o'clock f  Collins  went  to 
the  cottag-e  where  the  murder  had  been 
committed,  and  at  about  10  o^cIock 
Constable  Johnson  arrived  there.     At  3 
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oMock  on  that  day  Kichael  Joyce  was 
dea(].  It  is,  therefore,  apparent  that  all 
these  statements  of  this  boy  were  madn 
between  10  oMock  and  3  o'clock.  He 
made  a  statemont  to  Constable  Johnson, 
from  which,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House,  I  will  read  a  few  words,  and  1 
propose  to  ^o  later  on  to  the  statement 
afterwards  made  to  Mr.  Brad}' ;  but  there 
is  no  more  legal  effect  in  the  statement 
made  to  Mr,  Brady,  and  put  in  wHtinjif* 
than  in  the  statement  made  to  Confutable 
Johnson,  Do  not  let  us  quibble  about 
words^ — whether  they  were  deeUirations 
or  depositions— they  were  statements — 
statements  made,  no  doubt,  in  the  belief 
that  Michael  Joyce  was  dying.  I  assume 
all  that,  and  any  statement  made  by  a 
person  in  the  belief  that  he  is  dviog  is 
evidenee»  no  doubt— a  dying  declaration 
or  a  Btatement  relating^  to  the  case. 

Mb,  HARRmGiONr  In  one  case  the 
statement  was  in  writing,  and  in  the 
other  it  was  only  verbal. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hei?ry  Jame3):  The  statement  was  made 
verbally  to  Constable  Johnson  at  10 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  later  on  it 
was  taken  down  hi  writing  by  Mr. 
Brady  ;  but  the  legal  effect  of  both  is  the 
same.  Kow»  let  mo  read  to  the  House 
what  it  was  the  boy  stated,  both  to  Mr, 
Brady  and  Constable  Johnaon — 

"  Wc  then  saw  Pat  Joyce  and  MichaelJoyce. 
They  were  in  bed.  We  epok*?  to  them.  We 
asked  them  what  happoued  then.  Michael 
Joyce  then  told  us  that  he  saw  three  men  in  the 
house.  We  then  asked  Mitbael  Joyce  if  he 
knew  the  men.  Ho  said  bo  did  not  know  them, 
aft  they  had  their  faces  dirty.  I  did  net  speak 
to  Pat  Joyce/' 

This  is  the  evidence  of  Constable  John- 
son— 

•*I  sfiked  Michael  Joyce  how  many  men  did 
ho  aee,  and  if  he  knew'  them.  He  suiid  *  No  ; 
that  their  faces  were  black,  and  that  there  were 
three  or  four  men/  1  then  asked  Pat  Joyce 
ifhat  happened  to  him  List  ni^ht|  but  got  no 
r«ply.  I  then  asked  him  did  ho  know  them,  and 
he  said  *  No  ;  that  their  facta  were  black.'  " 
The  only  statement  that  he  made  to  Mr. 
Brady,  who  took  it  down  in  writing,  in 
relation  to  this  point,  was — 

'*  T  wo  or  three  men  came  in ;  they  hud  blacked 
their  faces." 

Not  one  word  more  was  stated  to  Mr. 
Brady,  and  it  was  the  identical  statement 
which  had  been  made  to  Collins  and 
Constable  Johnson — in  the  one  case  that 
the  men^s  faces  were  dirty,  and  in  tho 
other  that  he  did  not  know  them  because 
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their  faces  were  black.  I  admit  that  you 
have  the  statement  made  to  Mr.  Brady 
in  writing;  but  Johnson  and  Collins 
went  before  the  Coroner,  by  whom 
their  Btatement  was  pnt  into  writ- 
ing, and  they  ^ii^ned  their  deposi- 
tions. Thoi?e  depositions  contained  what 
I  have  above  read.  Consequently, 
the  statement  of  Johnson  and  Colli ds, 
identical  as  it  is  with  that  taken  down 
by  Mr.  Brady  as  to  what  the  boy  said, 
was  in  writing  before  the  Coroner,  and 
was  signed  both  by  Johnson  and  Collins, 
and  one  day  in  the  month  of  September 
the  prisoners'  attorney  obtained  those 
depositions  of  Johnson  and  Collins  be- 
fore the  Coroner  from  the  Crown  OiEce. 
They  wore  obtained  from  the  Crown 
Oflice  for  tbe  special  pnrpose  of  being 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  prisoners' 
counsel,  and  the  prisoners'  connsel,  with 
the  full  knowledge  of  the  Attorney  Ge- 
n«?ral  for  Ireland  and  the  prosecuting 
counsel,  had  the  statements  of  Collins 
and  Johnson  signed  by  them  in  their 
pos^sesHion*  They,  therefore,  knew  that 
these  two  witnesses  had  hoard,  as  Mr* 
Brady  had  heard,  from  the  boy  exactly 
the  same  statement.  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr. 
E,  Clarke)  says  there  were  depositions 
which  were  never  put  in.  There  were  no 
such  depositions. 

Mk,  EDWARD  CLARKE:  I  never 
said  there  were  depositions  which  could 
have  been  put  in  evidence. 

The  ATTOimEY  GENEKAL  (Sir 
Henhy  James):  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  has  been  so  reported. 

Ma.  EDWAM)  CLARKE:  Where 
have  I  been  so  reported  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  :  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  denies  the  statement.  I,  of 
course,  accept  his  denial ;  and  I  am 
glad  to  find  that  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  did  not  make  that  point.  I  have 
pointed  out  that  the  statement  made  to 
Johnson  and  Collins  was  exactly  the  same 
statement  as  t!iat  afterwards  taken  down 
in  writing  by  Mr  Brady,  and  that  that 
statement  to  Johnson  and  Collins  was 
given  before  the  Coroner,  who  put  down 
in  writing  what  it  was  the  boy  had  said. 

An  hon.  Member  :   White  jackets* 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
HENftY  James)  :  An  lion.  Member  says 
'*  white  jackets,"  This  boy  never  f^aid 
anything  about  whit©  jackets.     I   am 
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going  to  point  out  that  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Ply- 
mouth (Mr.  E.  Clarke)  distinctly  spoke 
of  the  term  ** white  jackets"  being 
mentioned  in  the  depositions. 

Mb.  EDWAED  CLAEKE:  I  can 
assure  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  that 
I  did  not  do  so.  What  I  said  was  that 
only  the  younger  boy  mentioned  the 
"  bawneens 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  :  This  boy  I  am  speaking 
about  is  the  dead  boy,  who  never  men- 
tioned the  **  bawneens."  He  was  alto- 
gether silent  upon  that.  He  simply 
said  they  were  men  with  their  faces 
black.  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land called  both  Johnson  and  Collins 
into  the  witness-box,  so  as  to  give  the 
counsel  for  the  prisoners,  who  had  know- 
ledge that  they  had  heard  this  boy's 
evidence,  an  opportunity  of  putting 
questions  to  them.  Not  only  did  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  put  both 
of  those  men  into  the  witness-box,  but  I 
can,  if  necessary,  give  from  a  shorthand 
writer's  notes  the  exact  questions  he  put 
to  each  of  them,  and  their  answers.  He 
put  these  questions — 

'*  Did  you  see  young  ^lichael  Joyce  ?    Did 

Jou  speak  to  Michael  Joyce?     Did  Michael 
oyce  make  a  statement  to  you  ?  " 

So  he  led  up  to  this  very  point,  ap- 
parently purposely,  and  he  gave  every 
opportunity  to  the  counsel  for  the 
prisoners  to  ask  what  that  statement 
was ;  and  the  counsel  for  the  pri- 
soners, being  so  invited  by  the  prose- 
cuting counsel  to  ask  what  the  statement 
was,  and  knowing  what  the  statement 
was,  for  he  had  a  copy  of  the  evidence 
signed  by  Collins  and  Johnson  at  the 
inquest  in  his  possession,  nevertheless 
thought  it  right  not  to  ask  that  question. 

Mb.  HAEEINGTON:  The  Judge 
stopped  him. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  :  If  I  am  asked  why  the 
prisoners'  counsel  did  not  put  the  ques- 
tion, the  answer  is  clear  and  distinct — 
this  poor  boy  had  sustained  severe  in- 
juries, and  his  statement  was  made 
only  a  short  time  before  his  death.  He 
had  already  passed  that  stage  which 
might  have  enabled  him  to  give  an  in- 
telligible story.  He  was  lightheaded  at 
the  time,  and  when  he  made  his  state- 
ment to  Mr.  Brady  there  was  no  doubt 
that  he  was  wandering  and  incoherent, 
if  not  raving.    He  said — 

2^e  Attorney  General 


*'  I  was  at  Mass  yesterday  at  Finney.  John 
O'Brien  told  me  not  to  tell,  and  Michael  Malley. 
It  was  last  night  when  they  told  me  not  to  tell. 
They  swore  me  on  the  Book  not  to  tell. 
It  is  John  O'Brien  of  the  Wood ;  I  am  sure 
of  it.'' 

Some  comment  has  been  made  upon  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Brady  would  not  have 
taken  the  deposition  of  a  witness  who 
was  raving.  Now,  it  was  Mr.  Brady's 
duty  not  to  take  a  deposition  which  he 
could  not  produce  in  Court,  but  to  take 
any  statement;  and  that  is  what  ho 
did.  There  is  no  proof  whatever  in 
the  statement  that  the  boy  went  to  Mass 
on  the  day  before,  and  the  fact  that  it 
was  untrue  was  known  to  the  Attorney 
Qeneral  for  Ireland. 

Mr.  HAEEINGTON:  Who  says  it 
was  not  true  ?  His  priest  does  not  say 
so. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  :  An  inquiry  was  made, 
and  it  was  found  that  there  had  been 
no  Mass  at  all. 

Mr.  HAEEINGTON :  May  I  remind 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that 
the  statement  marked  on  the  brief,  in- 
timating that  that  statement  was  not 
true,  was  put  in  by  the  same  gentle- 
man, George  Bolton,  whose  conduct  we 
object  to. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  :  I  have  good  authority 
for  stating  that  the  boy  was  found  not 
to  have  been  at  Mass.  The  boy  further 
said — 

"  John  O'Brien  told  me  not  to  tell,  and^'Michael 
Malley.  They  swore  me  on  a  book*  not  to 
tell/' 

Now,  John  O'Brien  was  never  near  the 
place ;  Michael  Malley  was  never  near 
the  place;  and  all  this  was  entirely 
imaginative.  Therefore,  we  have  the 
fact  that  these  incoherent  statements 
were  tested  and  found  not  to  be  true ; 
and  yet  it  is  contended  that  the  state- 
ments themselves  ought  to  have  been 
put  in  evidence.  But  the  matter  does 
not  rest  there  ;  there  is  other  important 
evidence  on  this  point.  The  surgeon 
who  arrived  on  the  scene  early  on  the 
morning  of  the  18th  examined  the  boy. 
He  was  called  before  the  jury  with  a 
view  of  showing  how  far  the  statement 
of  the  boy  could  be  relied  upon,  and 
what  did  he  say  ?    He  said — 

<<  He  appeared  to  me  at  some  moments  to  be 
rational,  but  taking  it  all  in  all  I  think  he  was 
irrational.  He  appeared  to  have  lucid  moments, 
but  on  the  whole  he  appeared  to  be  wan- 
dering." 
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Three  statemente  out  of  the  four  inarlt* 
by  the  boy  proved  to  be  uutrue;    he 
gave   the  names  of  persona  who   had 
never  been  present  at  all,  and  his  state- 
ents  were  so  unreliable  that  the  raedi- 
I   man   said   he  was  wandering    and 
irrational^    and   only   seemed    to    have 
lucid  intervals,    And  that  was  the  docu- 
ment which  it  is  said  was  to  be  put  in 
evideuee,  for  good  or  for  evil,  to  convict 
r  ac qu  i  t  m  o n  ch a rg ed  w it li  di  u  r d er.    M y 
ion,  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
lymouth  (Mr.  E.  Clarkt?)  talked  abyut 
lepositioDs  that  ought  to  be  put  in  ia 
idence. 

Mb.  EDWAED  CLAEKE  :  Will  my 
and  J  earned  Friend  the  Attorney 
eneral  allow  me  for  the  secjnd  time  to 
eny  having  stated  that  these  depo^ritions 
ught  to  have  been  put  in  in  evidence  *? 
The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
XRT  James)  :  I  am  sorry  if  I  mis- 
derstood  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
Id  anybudy  have  thought  that  this 
the  document  charged  to  be  hehi 
,  and  upon  which  so  much  reliance 
has  been  placed  by  hon.  Members 
opposite  ?  I  ask,  in  j  ustice  to  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  late  Alter- 
ey  General  for  Ireland,  who  was  con- 
Incting  the  case,  whether  he  was  not 
entitled  to  arrive  at  the  conclusion  that 
the  evidence  was  altof^ether  worthless  ? 
;ep  hearing  the  medical  testimony,  no 
:)ubt  the  Judge  intervened  and  said — 
Why,  the  boy  was  wandering  and  rav- 
g."  Under  such  circumstnncesj  is  it 
r  that  counsel  should  have  imputa- 
ns  cast  upon  them  for  withholding 
s  evidence,  or  that  my  hon,  and 
rned  Friend  the  J^oHcitor  General  for 
Ireland  should  he  laughed  at  for  having 
id  the  boy  was  raving?  There  is  one 
her  matter  I  ought  to  deal  with»  and 
at  is  the  tacts  aifecting  the  other 
statement  — namely,  that  of  Patrick 
Joyce.  The  statement  of  Patrick  Joyce 
was,  up  to  a  certain  point,  iden- 
tically the  same  as  that  made  to  Cull  ins 
and  Johnson  by  Michael  Joyce.  He 
had  told  Johnson  that  he  did  not  know 
the  men,  but  that  their  faces  were  black, 
and  there  is  a  slight  difference  in  this 
witness's  statement,  which  was  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell|,  because  in  the  state- 
ment Patrick  Joyce  made  to  Mr.  Brady, 
which  was  taken  down  in  writing,  he 
stated—**  I  think  they  had  no  coats,  but 
awneens."   I  have  endeavoured  to  dis- 


cover on  what  ground  the  hon,  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  0. 
Eussell)  had  for  the  strange  charge  he 
made  against  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  of  conduct  no  English  barrister 
would  have  been  guilty  of,  and  which 
only  an  Irish  barrister  would  have  re- 
sorted to.  The  charge  is  now  narrowed 
down  to  this  one  fact^that  in  this  state- 
ment of  Patrick  Joyce  to  Mr.  Brady  thie 
statement  is  made — *'I  think  they  had 
no  coats,  but  bawneens."  That  was 
added  to  the  statement  that  they  had 
also  blackened  faces.  It  has  been  said 
that  the  boy  ought  to  have  been  taught 
the  nature  of  an  oath,  It  mutt  be  re- 
membered that  this  poor  boy  had  been 
recovering  slowly  from  his  wounds  dur- 
ing the  autuniii  months,  and  if  there 
had  been  any  teaching  of  that  boy 
for  any  purpose — if  he  had  been  edu- 
cated  in  order  to  enable  him  to  under- 
stand the  nature  of  an  oath,  or  for  any 
other  purpose,  I  fancy  that  we  should 
have  heard  some  strong  statements 
made  about  it  before  this.  Knowing 
that  the  counsel  for  the  prisoners  were 
aware  that  the  boy  could  repeat  what  he 
liad  stated  to  Johnson  and  Collins — 
evidence  of  which  had  been  given  by 
those  men  and  signed  by  them  and  was 
in  the  possession  of  the  prisoners' 
counsel — the  counsel  for  the  Crown  put 
that  boy  upon  the  table,  affording  every 
opportunity  for  converting  him  into 
a  credible  witness.  With  thei^e  facta 
before  him,  I  must  confess  that  I  listened 
with  regrf  t  to  the  speech  of  my  hon,  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Plymouth 
Mr.  E.  Clarke).  I  needed  no  warn- 
ing from  him.  I  know  that  I  have 
received  from  my  Prctleeessors  a  great 
inheritance — a  legacy  which  represents 
the  duty  of  contlucting  criminal  prose- 
cutions with  humanity,  and  of  aiding 
in  the  pure  administration  of  justice. 
I  will  say  nothing  of  what  has  oc- 
rurred  during  the  last  four  ji^ars ;  but 
I  will  say  this — that,  appealed  to,  as  I  have 
been,  bearing  in  mind  the  rules  I  have 
laid  down  as  to  the  duties  of  counsel, 
I  really  cannot  believe  in  my  conscienc*? — 
and  I  am  not  induced  to  say  so  from  any 
feeling  that  I  am  supporting  the  action 
of  a  Colleague— I  cannot  bring  myself 
to  think  that  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
acted  in  any  way  unworthy  of  the  high 
character  enjoyed  by  the  members  of  the 
Irish  Bar.  1  may^o  further  and  say  that, 
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while  it  IS  diffioult  indeed  for  one  man 
to  place  himself  in  the  position  of  another , 
and  to  invest  himself  with  all  the  minute 
incidents  of  the  trial,  to  weigh  in  his 
mind  what  would  be  effective  in  their 
results,  and  what  was  material  for  the 
jury  to  know — while  I  hesitate  to  judge 
for  one  moment  of  the  conduct  of 
another,  I  cannot  bring  myself  to  say 
that  in  this  instance  I  should  have  acted 
otherwise  than  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  acted.  I  hope  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  both  sides  of  the  House  will  not 
think  that  I  h  ave  spoken  hastily.  I  have 
not  done  so.  I  have  spoken  with  a  sense 
of  responsibility,  after  having  carefully 
read  the  shorthand  writer's  notes  of  the 
trial,  and  have  gone  carefully  through 
them ,  with  a  desire  to  come  to  a  right 
conclusion  as  to  what  answer  I  should 
give  to  the  appeal  which  has  been  made 
to  me.  There  is  one  other  testimony  I 
must  bear  during  the  course  of  this  dis- 
cussion. Many  names  have  been  men- 
tioned, and  many  persons  have  been 
accused,  from  Earl  Spencer  himself  down 
to  the  Police  Magistrate,  the  Crown  eaun- 
sel,  and  the  Crown  officials.  To-night  two 
othernameshavebeen  added  to  the  indict- 
ment. No  doubt,  as  the  Prime  Minister  has 
pointed  out,  much  of  the  responsibility 
in  this  case  rested  upon  the  counsel  for 
the  prisoners.  A  reply  had  to  be  made 
to  that  argument,  so  it  was  left  for 
the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor),  bringing  his  judgment  to 
bear  upon  these  facts,  to  declare,  in 
language  by  no  means  doubtful,  but 
clear  and  definite,  that  the  counsel  for 
the  prisoners  were  grossly  incompetent 
to  conduct  the  trial.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered that  these  gentlemen  were  not 
counsel  selected  by  the  Crown.  The 
view  taken  by  the  Government  and  by 
the  House  was  that  it  would  be  a  miti- 
^tion  of  the  power  of  the  Prevention  of 
Crime  Act,  which  placed  prisoners  in 
such  an  exceptional  position,  if  witnesses, 
solicitors,  and  counsel  were  found  for 
them  at  the  expense  of  the  Crown.  But 
they  do  not  select  the  counsel.  On  the 
contrary,  the  prisoners*  solicitor,  Mr. 
Concannon,  selected  the  two  men  whom 
he  believed  to  be  the  best  for  the  purpose 
he  could  find  in  the  Irish  Bar.  Is  it  sug- 
gested that  the  selective  power  of  the  so- 
licitor was  deficient  ?  Well,  it  is  not  only 
on  the  bare  and  primd  facte  fact  that  the 
solicitor  found  the  prisoners'  counsel 
that  I  would  put  the  case ;  but  let  any 

The  Attorney  General 


man  take  the  record  of  the  trial  in  his 
hand,  and  let  him  read  the  defence — the 
searching  cross-examination  of  the  wit- 
nesses, and  the  eloquent  appeal  to  the 
jury ;  let  him  read  that  tridl  from  be- 
ginning to  end,  and  he  will  soon  see 
whether  there  is  one  word  of  truth  in  the 
assertion  that  these  gentlemen  miscon- 
ducted the  trial.  On  the  contrary,  it 
will  at  once  be  said  that  the  efforts  of 
the  prisoners'  counsel  were  worthy  of 
the  high  reputation  which  the  Irish  Bar 
enjoys.  I  very  much  regret  that  it  has 
been  thought  necessary  to  make  such  a 
charge,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  those 
who  read  the  cross-examination  of  the 
witnesses,  and  the  speeches  delivered  by 
the  prisoners'  counsel  at  the  trial  will 
at  once  say  that  in  their  opinion  there  is 
no  trace  to  be  found  in  the  conduct  of 
the  trial  of  the  action  of  incompetent 
men.  I  will  go  further,  and  I  will  say 
that  the  case  appears  to  have  been  con- 
ducted in  a  manner  that  reflected  great 
credit  upon  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice. My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home 
Secretary  has  defended  the  action  of 
the  Executive  in  the  matter,  and  my 
right  hon.  Friend  is  able  to  speak 
from  great  experience.  Let  me  further 
remind  hon.  Members  that  no  sugges- 
tion even  now  is  made  that  the  trial 
was  an  unfair  one.  Then,  what  has 
occurred  since  that  such  a  demand  for 
inquiry  is  made  ?  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
C.  Russell)  says  that  it  would  quiet 
the  public  mind  in  Ireland.  If  that  is 
to  be  the  principle  upon  which  an 
inquiry  is  to  be  conceded  into  every 
case  of  a  criminal  trial,  I  can  only  say 
that  it  would  greatly  disturb  public  opi- 
nion in  relation  to  the  administration  of 
justice,  instead  of  tending  to  qxdet  it. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  said  that  they  could  put 
aside  all  that  has  happened  since  the 
trial,  and  yet  still  be  entitled  to  the  in- 
quiry now  demanded.  The  hon.  Member 
said  that  he  need  not  rely  on  the  subse- 
quent  statement  of  Casey  published  in 
the  pamphlet  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westmeath  (Mr.  Harrington),  and  all 
that  has  been  brought  to  light  since. 
The  hon.  Member  said  that,  putting 
aside  all  that,  Earl  Spencer  might 
fairly  concede  an  inquiry  into  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  as  they  were  laid 
before  the  Court.  But  what  does  that 
represent  but  a  new  trial,  and  a  new 
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judgment 
^{■iven  by  three  different  jurips  ? 
hat  is  to  be  the  nature  of  the  in- 
?  Is  it  to  be  an  irreBponsiblo 
examination  of  the  GTidenco  ?  Any  tri- 
bunal that  could  be  selected  must  be 
one  with  very  great  responsibility  n^ 
to  its  methods  and  aB  to  its  results.  Is 
it  proposed  to  examine  the  hve  men  who 
lire  now^  in  eon sequ once  of  their  own 
confession  of  guilt,  sutTfiriBg  penal  ser- 
vitude ?  Do  I  understand  that  that  is 
hat  is  asked  for?  [Mr,  Harbington  : 
ea.  j  Will  the  bon.  Member  for  Mona- 
jhan  (Mr.  Healy),  if  he  is  in  the  House, 

five  me  his  attention  for  one  moment? 
would  ask  him  whether,   in  the  inte- 
reste  of  Ireland,  he  considers  that  would 
b^  a  right  course   to  take  ? — becauHo  1 
must  remind  the  hon.  Mt?mber  that  be 
strenuously  resisted  a  Bill  tho  object  of 
which    was   to   enable  men  upon  their 
trial  to  establish  their  innocence  upon 
their  own  statement.    We  thought  that, 
under  proper  conditions,  the  Judge  who 
Tied  a  criminal  case  might  be  allowed 
o  administer  an  oath  to  a  prisoner  upon 
is  trial ;  but  that  Bill  met  with  great 
'tesistance  from  hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
laod,  and  th*'  view  entertained  by  the 
.00.  Member  for  Monaghan  was  that 
uch  testimony  could  not  be  trusted,  and 
that  it  would  be  detrimental  to  the  in- 
terests   of   justice,    especially   in    Ire- 
d.     In   that  way  the  sincere  effort, 
hich  was  made   to   prevent  an   inno- 
ent   man   from   being   convicted^    was 
rustrated.      Yet    the    very    men    who 
rustrated  it,  and  who  mid  that  a  pri- 
ioner  should  not  be  allowed  to  give  evi- 
dence on  his  own  trial,  who  would  not 
allow  those  nearest  to  him  to  give  evi- 
denoe,  or  permit  him  any  examination 
and  cross- examination,  or  to  tell  his  own 
itory,  are  now  urging  that  men  who  have 
een  convicted  upon  their  own  admia- 
aiou  of  guilt,  who  cannot  be  cross-ex- 
amined, against  whom  there  would  be 
0  consequences  if  they  failed  to  tell  the 
ruth;  should  be  invited  to  make  state- 
ments in  their  own  behalf,  which  are  in 
fleet  to  upset  the  deliberate  and  solemn 
erdict  uf  an  impartial  jury  as  well  as  to 
iscredit  their  own  pleas,    I  owe*much  to 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  in  listening 
to  the  v^ry  ine^cient  statement  I  have 
made.     [CViV*  of  **  Hear,  hear!"  from 
tht    friih    MemhertTl      Notwithstanding 
that  rebuke,  I  will  say  that  I  have  made 
t  statement  from  no  desire  to  eereen 


facts  or  men  who  ought  not  to  be 
screened,  I  felt  that  those  who  were 
intrusted  w4tb  the  protection  of  life  and 
property,  which  can  be  protected  alone 
by  the  due  administration  of  justice, 
wvjuld  be  acting  unworthily  and  dis- 
loyally if  they  allowed  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  to  be  shaken  by  granting 
this  inquiry,  and  allowing  a  trial  already 
adjudicated  upon  to  be  superseded  by  a 
mere  popular  demand  for  a  fresh  inves* 
tigatiou,  I  therefore  trust  that  tbe  House 
will  not  listen  to  the  in&idious  advice  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stork  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill),  who 
t<^lls  the  Government  that  they  will  iccur 
the  loss  of  the  Irish  vote  by  refusing  to 
agree  to  the  Amendment.  I  believe  it 
would  be  far  better  to  lose  that  vote 
than  for  us  to  allow  political  considera- 
tion a  to  interfere  with  the  due  adminia- 
tration  of  justice. 

The  O'GORMAN  MAHON  said,  that 
ho  was  by  do  means  insensible  to  the 
disadvantages  under  which  he  laboured 
at  tbat  hour  of  the  night,  especially  after 
the  address  they  had  heard  from  the 
eloquent  (rentleman  who  had  preceded 
him — a  learned  Gentleman  connected 
with  the  law,  of  which  he  professed  ta 
have  very  little  knowledge — but,  above 
all,  after  having  heard  the  address  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  from  whose  mind  h© 
wished  at  once  to  dissever  the  idea  that 
there  was  any  intention  on  his  part,  in 
the  few  observations  he  proposed  to  sub- 
rait  to  the  House-^and  they  should  be 
veiy  few,  in  order  that  he  might  obtain 
something  like  a  patient  hearing — the 
idea  that  he  felt  in  the  slightest  degree 
anything  like  prejudice  against  the  noble 
Earl  who  filled  the  high  Office  of  Viceroy 
of  Ireland.  The  "vbtj  reverse  was  the 
case.  In  fact,  when  first  Earl  Spencer 
went  over  to  Ireland,  a  ray  of  bope — 
which,  unfortunately,  had  vanished  since 
— glanced  across  his  mind  ;  for  he  had  a 
diBtinct  recollection  of  the  father  of  the 
noble  Earl,  and  from  his  father*s  son  he 
had  anticipated  that  something  like  good 
would  result  to  Ireland.  He  remem- 
bered tbat,  54  years  ago,  the  father  of 
Earl  Spencer,  as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
stated  in  his  place  in  Parliament  that  if 
the  Irish  Party  at  that  period  were  capa- 
ble of  demonstrating  to  him,  as  Minister 
of  tlie  Crown,  that  the  great  majority  of 
the  Irish  people  were  desirous  of  dis- 
solving the  infamous  Union  which  had 
boen  forced  upon  them,  in  direct  oppo- 
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eition  to  the  will  of  the  people,  and  bj 
bribery  and  corruption  of  the  worst 
type,  he  would  consider  it  his  duty 
to  make  a  favourable  representation 
of  their  case  to  his  King.  Such  a 
statement,  emanating  from  a  man 
filling  BO  important  a  positioD,  neces- 
sarily prepossessed  him  (The  0' Gorman 
Mahon)  in  favour  of  the  son ;  and  he  re- 
joiced when  Earl  Spencer  arrived  in 
Ireland,  beiug  convinced  that  at  last 
something  like  justice  would  be  accorded 
to  the  Irish  people.  Therefore,  he  begged 
Earl  Spencer,  and  those  immediately 
connected  with  him,  to  be  satisfied  that 
there  was  nothing  like  prejudice  in  his 
mind  excited  against  the  noble  Earl, 
but  that,  on  the  contrary,  there  was  a 
strong  prepossession  in  his  favour.  Ne- 
cessarily, at  that  late  hour  of  the  night, 
he  was  obliged  to  be  precise  in  his  obser- 
vations ;  and  he  would  only  mention  one 
or  two  circumstances,  the  first  of  which 
bore  a  species  of  analogy  to  the  case  now 
under  consideration.  It  related  to  a 
man  in  his  county,  who  was  condemned 
to  an  ignominious  death  after  the  most 
suspicious  evidence  had  been  recorded 
against  him.  The  statements  were  very 
interesting.  An  unfortunate  man  was 
Bhot  in  the  head,  some  pellets  of  lead  had 
penetrated  his  skull ;  and  while  he  lay  on 
the  ground,  gasping  for  life,  the  clergy- 
man of  the  parish — his  own  clergyman — 
found  himself  unable  to  administer  the 
Sacrament  to  him.  Now,  this  Last  Sacra- 
ment was  one  of  the  most  sacred  rites 
connected  with  the  Eoman  Catholic 
Church  ;  and  in  this  case  the  priest  de- 
clined to  administer  it,  because  of  the 
man's  utter  incapacity  to  comprehend 
what  was  taking  place.  The  clergyman, 
who  was  ever  desirous  to  strain  a  point  in 
favour  of  a  dying  penitent,  found  him 
quite  unfit  to  receive  the  Sacrament ;  but, 
nevertheless,  after  the  clergyman  had 
refused  to  administer  it.  in  his  sight  and 
his  presence  a  stipendiary  magistrate,  or 
some  such  animal  as  that,  stepped  for- 
ward. [*'  Oh !  *']  If  he  had  made  use 
of  an  unfortunate  phrase  he  regretted  it. 
Stipendiary  magistrates  in  Ireland  were 
an  invention  which  he  believed  English 
Members  knew  very  little  about;  but 
they  were  a  class  whose  very  existence 
depended  on  the  detection  of  what  they 
conceived  to  be  crime,  and  their  efibrts 
were  invariably  directed  towards  the 
obtaining  of  a  conviction,  whether  the 
person  accused  was  innocent  or  guilty. 

The  0'  Gorman  Mahon, 


He  asked  the  House  to  listen  to  the 
sequel.  lu  the  presence  of  that  clergy- 
man so  restrained — he  would  not  use 
an  offensive  word  again,  and  when  he 
did  make  use  of  the  term!**  animal "  he 
had  merely  meant  it  in  a  kindly  sense — 
but  this  person  insisted  upon  extracting 
information  from  the  dying  man.  Stoop- 
ing down,  he  put  his  ear  to  his  mouth, 
and  said — ''Was  it  Francis  Hynes  who 
shot  you?"  And  the  unfortunate  man 
repeated  the  words  **  Francis  Hynes." 
To  a  question  of  who  made  the  sun, 
moon,  and  stars,  he  would,  doubtless, 
have  given  a  similar  answer.  Upon 
that  kind  of  evidence  the  accused  was 
hanged.  He  saw  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  listened  with  astonishment  to  such 
a  statement ;  but  these  facts  were  duly 
brought  before  the  Lurd  Lieutenant. 
The  Members  for  the  county,  the  clergy 
of  the  county— clergymen  of  all  per- 
suasions —  Grand  Jurors,  magistrates, 
Deputy  liieutenants,  and  many  others, 
signed  a  Memorial,  which  was  pre- 
sented to  His  Excellency,  and  after 
considerable  consideration  and  delay 
the  prayer  of  that  Memorial  was 
refused,  and  the  man  was  hanged — 
hanged  notwithstanding  the  conviction 
of  thousands  of  persons  in  the  county  in 
which  the  crime  was  committed,  and 
millions  of  Irishmen  generally,  who  be- 
lieved Francis  Hynes  to  be  perfectly  in- 
nocent. It  might  be  asked,  what  had 
this  to  do  with  the  present  case?  It 
had  this  analogy  in  connection  with  it — 
it  proved  the  existence  of  a  deep-rooted 
objection  and  reluctance  on  the  part  of 
the  Viceroy  to  hear  anything  like  a  re- 
monstrance from  anybody  except  the 
paid  officers  of  the  Crown.  Notwith- 
standing the  Memorial  of  the  clergy, 
the  gentry,  and  the  people  generaUy, 
Francis  Hynes  was  executed ;  and  up  to 
this  moment  he  was  believed  by  the 
united  voice  of  Ireland  to  have  been  in- 
nocently executed.  How  many  Irish- 
men believed  that  Myles  Joyce,  who 
was  executed  the  other  day,  was  also 
innocent  ?  How  many  believed  that  the 
four  or  five  men  now  suffering  the 
penalty  of  penal  servitude  were  inno- 
cent ?  He  might  here  mention  that  be 
was  indebted  to  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  for  information  to  the  effect  that  a 
distinct  altht  could  have  been  established 
for  those  poor  men,  but  that  the  evidence 
of  their  wives  would  not  be  permitted| 
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and  their  children  were  too  young  to  afibrcl 
any.  There  were  millions  of  Irishmon 
who,  having  investigated  the  case  dis- 
passionately, and  examined  it  in  every 
particulaTp  believed  in  the  inoocenee  of 
Myles  Joyce ;  and,  far  from  attempting 
or  wishiDg  to  go  into  anything  like  a 
fresh  recital  of  the  cii-cnmstancee  of  tho 
case,  which  had  been  canvassed  by  so 
many  legal  Gentlemen,  he  would  only 
eay  that  there  was  no  intention  on  the 
paJ-t  of  the  Irish  Party  to  oiler  any  in* 
Bult  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  All  that 
they  afcked  for  was  a  simple  investi- 
gation, but  not  a  mock  investigation. 
When  they  spoke  of  investigation,  they 
meant  a  fair,  an  open,  aud  a  public  one 
— such  a  one  as  Engliehmen  would  re- 
quire for  their  own  countrymen  if  Eng- 
lishmen happened  to  be  similarly  circum- 
fitanced ;  and  any  Minister  of  the  Orown 
who  attempted  to  refuse  an  investiga* 
tion  would  have  shame  cried  upon  him. 
The  honour  of  a  House  which  they  all 
respected  seemed  to  him  to  be  implicated 
in  the  matter.  It  was  alleged,  and 
capable  of  proof,  that  a  member  of  the 
housie  of  Cavendish,  holding  a  high  posi- 
tion in  Her  Majesty's  Government,  hati 
pledged  bis  word  that,  under  certain  cir- 
cumstances, an  investigation  into  the  case 
should  be  granted.  All  who  bad  taken 
the  trouble  to  read  Irish  history  were 
fully  aware  that  EngHsh  faith  had  often 
been  broken  by  English  Ministers ;  but 
he  had  yet  to  learn  that  tho  house  of 
Cavendish  was  so  lost  and  degraded  as 
to  condescend  to  resort  to  the  measures 
of  the  trader,  who  would  subfetitute  a 
miserable  partial  inquiry  for  the  one 
which  tho  public  demanded,  and  for 
which  he  had  pledged  his  word.  He 
believed  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War*  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  was  absent  at  that  moment  j 
but  he  would  put  it  to  the  noble 
Marquess,  and  he  would  put  it  to  his 
Colleagues,  whether  it  was  fitting  or 
proper  to  expose  an  EngUsh  gentleman 
to  the  imputation  of  having  trifled  with 
the  House  of  Commons,  of  having  trifled 
with  his  own  good  faith,  and  of  having 
trifled  with  the  people  of  Ireland,  by 
holding  out  the  hope  of  a  free,  a  fair, 
and  a  j  ust  in vostigatiou,  and  now  turning 
round  and  aaying  that  one  had  been 
given,  }>ecauae  there  had  been  something 
like  a  a  inquiry  by  persons  who  were 
themselves  implicated  in  the  matter? 
yhat  he  trubted  was  not  what  the  noble 


house  of  Cavendish  would  ever  lend 
itself  to  ;  and,  until  he  received  better 
proof  than  now  existed,  he  would  not 
believe  that  that  was  the  course  which 
Her  Majesty's  Gt)vernment  proposed  to 
adopt. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  that  to-morrow 
the  fipt?ech  of  the  Attorney  General  would 
bo  read,  and  it  would  be  universally 
felt  tliat  it  was  one  of  the  ablest  speeches 
he  had  ever  made  since  the  memorable 
occasion  on  which  he  first  made  his  mark 
in  that  House  when  he  delivered  an 
address  upon  Judge  Keogh,  The  present 
speech  was  even  still  more  remarkable 
than  that  in  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  defended  Judge  Keogh.  He 
had  been  engaged  in  a  similar  task  of 
defending  a  learned  Judge,  but  a  Judge 
whose  conduct  was  not  impugned,  and 
who  did  not  require  any  eulogy  at  the 
hands  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man ;  but  not  one  word  had  been  uttered 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to 
defend  or  exj^lain  the  conduct  of  His 
Excellency  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  It  was 
as  difficult  to  ask  the  House  to  listen 
calmly  to  argument  after  the  impassioned 
speech  of  the  Attorney  General,  as  it 
was  for  a  jury  to  calmly  try  Myles 
Joyce  after  the  declaration  made  by  the 
Judge  in  sentencing  the  prisoner  who 
had  just  previously  been  convicted. 
What  were  the  facts  which  had  been 
laid  before  the  House  ?  A  fearful  murder 
— indeed  a  massacre — was  committed  in 
the  month  of  August,  1S82,  in  a  remote 
part  of  the  county  of  Galway.  It  wae 
well  known  that  a  thrill  of  horror  per- 
vaded the  country  on  the  announcement 
of  the  fact.  He  had  been  present  in 
Dublin  during  tho  trial,  and  he  had 
mixed  with  the  jurors  who  tried  the 
case ;  and  he  was  able  to  say  that  no 
stronger  feeling  was  excited  anywhere 
than  among  the  jurors  of  that  City.  No 
one  had  impugned  the  verdict,  and  not 
a  word  had  been  said  against  its  im- 
partiality.  It  was  not  until  the  execution 
had  taken  place,  on  the  L5th  of  December, 
that  any  doubt  appeared  to  be  enter- 
tained in  regard  to  the  case.  No  effort 
had  been  made  by  anybody  to  secure 
a  commutation  of  the  sentence ;  there 
was  no  eilbrt  of  that  kind  by  any 
gentleman  in  the  City  of  Dublin  ; 
but  when  it  was  announced  that  two 
of  the  prisoners  on  tho  day  but  one 
before,  and  on  the  day  before  the 
execution,  had  made  what  were  called 
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**  dying  declaTRtions,*'  intense  feelings  no 
doubt,  was  invoked  as  to  what  were  the 
grounds  upon  which  those  declaration  a 
had  been  made.  The  iDterest,  however, 
died  away  until  last  summer,  when  the 
Grown  informers  made  their  confessions^ 
and  the  case  was  brought  before  the 
House  of  Commons.  Then,  again,  the 
subject  of  the  suppressed  declarations 
was  mooted.  He  would  ask  what  were 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  mat- 
ter was  brought  before  the  House  ?  On 
the  11th  of  August  his  hon.  Friend- 
he  thought  the  bon.  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton) — brought  the  case  foi:* 
ward.  He  would  not  discuss  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  the  conditional 
promise  of  an  inquiry  was  made  on  the 
part  of  the  Ooveronient  ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mallow  (Mr.  0'Brien\  who 
was  not  generally  accused  of  being  a 
very  moderate  or  an  extremely  timid 
Member,  and  himself  {Mr.  Oallan)  bath 
recommended  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
meath  (Mr.  Harrington)  to  be  cnnteut 
with  the  satisfactory  pledge  then  given 
by  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War.  In  irumplianee  wi  th  tlie  wish 
then  expressed  V>y  the  noble  Marquess 
for  inform  a  tii>n,  one  of  tho  highest  and 
most  respected  diguitarieft  of  the  Catholic 
Church  of  Ireland  wrote  a  letter  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  which  be  regretted  had 
not  been  inel tided  in  the  pamphlet  pub- 
lished by  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
meath  (Mr,  Harrington).  He  presumed 
it  had  not  been  so  included  by  accident. 
"What  was  it  that  His  Grace  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Tiiara  wrote  ?  Now,  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Tuam  was  not  an  extreme 
politician — if,  indeed,  he  was  a  politician 
at  all.  He  had  never  given  any  assist- 
ance to  the  National  movement  in  Ire- 
land, and  hut  for  the  honesty  of  his 
character,  and  his  well-known  fearless* 
mess  and  independence  of  judgment,  he 
would  have  been  reckoned  what  was 
called  a  Whig  official;  but  the  honesty 
of  his  character  and  his  independence 
had  saved  His  Grace  from  that  obloquy. 
What  did  the  Archbishop  of  Tuam  say 
In  his  letter  of  the  13th  of  August,  from 
Ballinrobe  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant? 
After  recapitulating  the  circumstances 
that  had  arisen,  Dr.  M 'Evilly  went  on  to 
Bay — 

**  Taking  all  the  circumBtaiices  into  account, 
my  own  conviction  is  that  this  latter  titateincnt 
of  the  wretched  man  is  truthful  and  sincpre  — 
that  i»,  that  aa  an  evidence  of  hiB  Hincerity  he 
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declared  that  he  was  ready,  in  the  intereetfl 
juatiiu*,  10  sufler  any  pain,  even  death  it&elf 
necessnry,  on  account  of  having  been  instn 
mental  in  taking  away  the  life  of  an  innocent 
man.  And  I  may  add  that  aince  then  I  am 
reliahly  informed  that  thia  statement  has  been 
fully  corroborated  by  another  man  named 
Philbin — one  of  the  leailing  approvers  in  the  caao 
— and  who  is,  I  am  informed,  prepared  to  make 
a  similar  public  declaration.  In  conclustonr  I 
would  ask  Vour  Excellency,  in  order  to  allay 
public  feeling,  so  much  excited  in  this  neigh- 
bourhood, to  direct  a  flworn  inq^uiry  into  the 
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That  letter  was  addreBsed  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  by  tho  Archbishop  of  Tuam, 
and  on  the  28th  of  August  the  Arch- 
bishop  addressed  a  further  letter  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  pressing  for  an  inquir  " 
and  giving  his  reasons  lor  pressing  il 
His  Grace  said — 

**  I  have  the  honour  to   acknowledge  Your 
Excellenc)'*8  letter  with  accompanying  Memo- 
randum of  the  24th  instant.     Kotwithstandinr 
the  atftt^^menta  and  tho  arjcruments  so  ably  aj 
«o  powerfully  put  forward  in  the  Memoranda 
1  still  feel  that  nothing  shoH  of  a  public  inqui: 
can  fiatiafy  a  discerning   and  expectant  publii 
for  they  feel  that  the  circumstances  of  the  cai 
are  very  much  altered  since  the  trial ;  and  they, 
therefore,  naturally  expect  that  the  Government 
would  take  advantage  of  those  oireumstancea  to 
arrive  at  an  exact  knowledge  of  the  actnal  oo&'^ 
dition  of  things,     Thn  absence  of  any  concei^j 
ably   adequate  motive  on   tho   latter  occasioi 
while  he  had  obviously  the  most  powerful  moti 
on  the  former — ^namely,  thn  saving  of  his  o 
neck  from  the  halter,  deeply  impressed  all  w 
were  present  as  to  the  truthful  sincerity  ol 
filatement.     Add  to  this,  apart  from  the  atroi 
universal  feeling  then,  as  well  as  now,  prevaiUi 
throughout  .Toyce*>  country  respecting   My 
Joyce's  Lnnoc*noe^  the  dying  declaration  of' 
two  mem  execuUnl  with  him  as  to  hia  innoc«ni 
as  reported  in  the  public  Trcfta  at  the  time, 
is  hardly  eoneeivablB  how,  in  tho  ver3'  jawa  of 
death t    they    would    allow  themselves    to    bo 
launched  into  eternity  with  a  lie  on  their  lipR, 
or  an  equivocation  amounting  to  a  lie^  for  thero 
lire  very  few— far  fewer  than  seems  to  be  sup- 
posed— who  are  ignorant  of  thia  obvious  point  of 
Christian  moniUty — namely,  that  the  abettor  of, 
and  participator  in,  murder,  are  morally  just  as 
guilty  aa  the  man  who  Ktrikes  the  blow  or  firea 
the  fatal  bullet.     The  exceptional  nature  of  tl 
c^ise  US  it  now  stands,  with  all  it«  circumstance 
would  seem  to  call  for  exceptional  considerati 
on  tho  part  of  the  Goveramunt  by  instituting 
public  inquiry.     As  regards  the  ofSoial  incricr 
nated,  towards  whom  I  can  have  no  feeling  oi 
way  or  the  other,  being  neither  advocate  n( 
accuser  in  tho  cjise,  but  simply  laying  before  Yoi 
Excelloncy  the  stateraenta  publicly  made  to 
and  my  impressions,  not  lightly  entertained' 
one  could  not  help  thinking  that  at  th«  inqi  " 
referred  to  in  the  Memorandum,  he  (the  soliei) 
Bolton)    waa  witness  in   his  own  case;  and  it 
might  seem  more  satisfactory,  if  not  necesaaif 
in  order  to  satisfy  reasonable  public  expectatioi 
if,  at  a  public  inqtiiry,  where  there  could  be 
opportunity  afforded  of  questioning  all 
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tlie  circumstances  which  bad  arisen,  and 
give  his  conscientiuua  advice  upon  them. 
Then,  why  did  not  the  noble  Earl  con- 
sult Judge  Bany  when  the  d^^ng  de- 
clarations first  came  before  him  ?  The 
impression  existed  in  Ireland  that  some- 
thing in  the  nature  of  a  judicial  murder 
bad  been  perpetrated,  and  that  the 
dying  detlarations.  whirh  conclusively 
established  the  innocence  of  Myles  Joyce, 
had  been  carefully  suppressed.  He  be- 
lieved  that  if  the  declarations  of  the  two 
men  on  the  eve  of  execution  wore  puh- 
libhed,  it  would  be  found  they  confirmed 
the  innocence  of  Myles  Joyce,  and  that 
they  contained  the  admission  of  their 
own  guilt.  They  would,  therefore,  have 
the  eifect  of  relieving  the  memory  of 
Myles  Joyce  from  the  stigma  of  guilty 
and  also  the  character  of  the  men  now 
in  prison.  Moreover,  the  declarations 
would,  he  believed,  be  found  to  agree 
with  the  statement  of  the  informer  with 
whom  these  men  had  no  possible  means 
of  cftmmimication ;  and.  further,  that 
they  would  name  Casey  amongst  the 
murden*rs.  He  did  not  attach  so  much 
importance  as  was  attached  by  some 
hon.  Members  to  the  depositions  of  the 
boys  which  were  HUppressed,  With  re- 
gard to  the  boy  of  nine  years  of  age 
who  survived,  and  who  had  been  for 
months  in  the  custody  of  the  Govern- 
ment»  he  thought  it  would  have  been 
much  b  fitter  had  the  Government, 
through  some  Christian  Brother,  Ca- 
tholic priest,  or  other  religious  person, 
instructed  him  in  the  rudiments  of  the 
Catechism,  so  that  he  might  have  known 
the  penalty  that  would  accrue  to  the 
perjurer,  rather  than  have  confided  him 
lu  the  tender  mercies  of  Mr.  George 
Bolton ,  With  reference  to  Patrick  Casey, 
he  had  made  a  remark,  in  the  course  of 
the  Prime  Minister's  speech  that  day, 
with  regard  to  which  he  wished  to  re- 
mark that  it  had  been  misapprehended, 
inasmuch  as  he  had  made  it  in  answer 
to  what  he  believed  at  the  time  to  have 
been  a  question  asked  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  He  wished  to  make  this 
observation,  because  the  reply  he  gave 
at  the  time  had  the  effect  of  bringing 
down  upon  him  the  wrath  of  almost  the 
entire  House.  Finally,  he  would  ask 
whether  the  Government  would  afford 
pecuniary  aid,  as  they  had  done  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Bolton  and  French,  when 
they  thought  to  immolate  the  hou.  Mem- 
ber  for  Mallow  (Mr,  O^Brien)^ — would 


eoonected  with  the  prtiion,  it  was  fully  pixtved 
that  he  had  not  seen  CaBey  on  any  other  occa- 
BLoaa  than  tho60  referred  to  in  the  Memoran- 
dam/' 

To  that  moderate  letter  an  insolent  reply 
was  sent.  The  first  letter  in  reply  to  the 
Archbishop,  and  sent  from  Dublin  Castle, 
contained  nine  paragraphs,  in  which  10 
times  over  the  Archbishop  was  spoken 
of  as  **  Your  Grace,"  It  might  have 
been  thought  that  the  Assistant  Under 
Secretary  must  have  been  animated  at 
the  time  by  a  spirit  of  flunkyism  when 
that  letter  was  addressed  to  **  His  Grace 
the  Most  Rev.  Dr.  M 'Evilly,  Archbishop 
of  Tuam.'*  But  when  the  Archbishop 
would  not  accept  the  Lord  Lieutenant's 
Memorandum  aa  conclusive,  and  it  be- 
came necessary  to  write  to  him  again,  he 
was  curtly  addressed  as  **you,"  and 
his  territorial  title  was  thrown  on  one 
side,  the  letter  being  simply  directed  to 
*'  Archbishop  M*Eviliy,'*  He  (Mr.  Cal- 
Ian)  had  now  to  refer  to  another  matter 
— namely,  the  speech  of  the  Attorney 
GeneraL  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  made  no  reference  whatever  to 
the  charge  against  Mr.  Bf)lton  of  visit* 
ing  the  prisoners  in  gaol.  It  had  not  been 
denied  by  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land, by  the  Attorney  General  for  Eng- 
land»  by  the  Home  Secretary,  or  by  the 
Prime  Minister  ;  but  not  one  single  word 
of  explanation  had  been  given,  notwith- 
standing that  no  one  ventured  to  deny 
the  visits  of  Bolton  to  the  prisoners 
while  they  were  in  confinement.  He 
would  not  refer  to  those  visits  in  any 
other  language  than  that  of  Judge 
Barry  at  the  Belfast  Assizes,  when 
that  learned  Judge  held  that  if  Mr. 
Bolton  had  been  in  tho  habit  of  gliding 
from  cell  to  cell,  he  had  acted  far  in 
excess  of  his  duty,  and  had  been  doing 
that  which  wds  not  only  beneath  the 
position  he  occupied,  but  most  censur- 
able. Fair  play  ought  to  charactcnize 
all  criminal  prosecutions  in  a  free  coun- 
try. Earl  JSpencer  had  referred  to  the 
Home  Seeretar}^  as  to  what  should  guide 
him  in  this  matter  ;  but  had  he  referred 
to  Mr.  Justice  Barry  as  in  the  Kilnmrtin 
case  he  liad  referred  to  Judge  Lawson  ? 
Why  had  he  not  followed  the  precedent 
he  had  established  himself  in  the  Kil- 
martin  case?  In  the  Kilmartin  case 
Earl  Spencer  well  knew  that  he  had  a 
Judge  who  would  back  him  up  in  any- 
thing; but  that  in  Judge  Barry  he  had 
a  Judge  who  would  carefully  weigh  all 
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they  afford  material  assistance  to  Oasey 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Mallow, 
who  had  charged  Casey  with  murder? 
Would  the  Attorney  General  give  his 
fiat  to  a  crimiual  prosecution  against 
that  hon.  Member,  who,  he  undertook 
to  say,  would  prove  the  charge  he  had 
made  ?  If  that  were  done,  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  be  able  to  get  the  depositions 
out  of  the  desk  of  Earl  Spencer.  Before 
resuming  his  seat,  he  would  say  that 
the  elevation  of  Sir  Samuel  Anderson 
would  be  regarded  by  the  Irish  public 
as  an  endorsement  by  Earl  Spencer  of 
the  system  of  jury  packing  which  for 
years  had  been  going  on  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  HAEEINGTON:  Sir,  before  the 
House  proceeds  to  divide  on  the  Amend- 
ment  

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  entitled  to  reply,  but  will  doubt- 
less be  permitted,  by  the  indulgence  of 
the  House,  to  make  an  explanation. 

Mr.  HAEEINGTON  said,  he  rose  to 
make  a  correction  which  he  believed 
would  be  acceptable  to  the  Attorney 
General.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  stated  that  John  O'Brien  was 
never  near  the  place  in  question ;  but  he 
would  find,  on  reference  to  the  statement 
of  Johnson,  that  that  was  incorrect.  He 
thought  the  Prime  Minister  was  entitled 
to  apologies  from  hon.  Members  on  those 
Benches  for  the  interruptions  that  came 
from  them  during  his  speech,  which,  on 
his  own  part,  he  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gen^eman  to  accept. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  48  ;  Noes 
219:  Majority  171.— (Div.  List,  No.  1.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (^ir  Eenri/  Holland.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

MOTION. 


PUBLIC  PETITIONS. 

Ordered^  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed, to  whom  shall  be  referred  all  Petitions 
presented  to  the  House,  with  the  exception  of 
such  as  relate  to  Private  Bills  ;  and  that  such 
Committee  do  classify  and  prepare  abstracts  of 
the  same,  in  such  form  and  manner  as  shall 

Mr,  Callan 


appear  to  them  best  suited  to  convey  to  the 
House  all  requisite  information  respecting  their 
contents,  and  do  report  the  same  from  time  to 
time  to  the  House ;  and  that  the  reports  of  the 
Committee  do  set  forth  the  number  of  signa- 
tures to  each  Petition  only  in  respect  to  those 
signatures  to  which  addresses  are  affixed : — ^An^. 
that  such  Committee  have  power  to  direct  the 
printing  in  exienao  of  such  Petitions,  or  of  such 
parts  of  Petitions,  as  shall  appear  to  require  it : — 
And  that  such  Committee  have  power  to  report 
their  opinion  and  observations  thereupon  to  the 
House  I—The  Committee  was  accordingly  nomi-^ 
nated  of,— Sir  Charles  Forstbr,  Mr.  Richard 
Power,  Mr.  M*Lagan,  Mr.  Cavendish  Bbn- 
TJNCK,  Mr.  Reginald  Yorke,  Mr.  Charlbs 
Dalrymple,  Viscount  Newport,  Mr.  Mulhol- 
land,  Marquess  of  Tavistock,  Mr.  Charles 
Tennant,  Marquess  of  Stafford,  Mr.  Hambu&t- 

TrA^Y,  Mr.  "W ILLIAM  LOWTHER,  Coloncl  DiOBT, 

and  Colonel  Colthurst. 

Orderedj  That  Three  be  the  quorum. — {Sir 
Charles  Forster.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednetday,  2^th  October,  1884. 


MINUTES.]— Public  ^iul%— Ordered  —  Firtt 
Reading — Income  Tax  Administration  Amend- 
ment ^  [20] ;  Access  to  Mountains  (Scotland)  * 
[21];  Pluralities*  [22]. 

Withdrawn — Shop  Hours  Regulation*  [18.] 


QUESTIONS. 


AFRICA  (SOUTH)— BECHUANALAND. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  he  can  state  to 
the  House  the  contents  of  telegrams  sent 
by  the  Transvaal  Government  to  the 
High  Commissioner,  or  to  Her  Majesty'^ 
Government,  on  September  1 6th  and 
19th,  1884;  and  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  telegraphed  any  reply; 
and,  if  so,  on  what  date  and  to  what 
effect?  In  patting  the  Question,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said — I  wish  to 
say  a  few  words  in  explanation  of  this 
Question.  On  the  10th  of  October  a 
telegram  from  South  Africa  appeared,  I 
think,  in  The  Times  newspaper,  purport- 
ing to  give  the  text  of  a  message  sent 
by  Mr.  Kriiger  to  Lord  Derby  in  these 
words — **No  reply  received  to  urgent 
telegrams  of  September  16  and  19,  senj^ 
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in  the  interest  of  humanity/'  and  then  I 
referring:  to  the  reasons  which  had  in- 
duced President  Kriiger  to  issue  his 
Proclftmationof  annexation  of  Bechuaoa- 
land.  These  are  the  two  telegrams  to 
which  my  QueBtiou  relates. 

Me,  EVELYN  ASHLEY  :  I  am  very 
happy  to  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
an  abstract  of  the  telegrams  to  which 
his  Question  refers.  On  the  Gth  of  Sep- 
tember we  received  at  the  Ooloninl  Office 
a  telegram  from  the  State  Secretary  of 
the  South  Africaa  Repuhlit'^  in  which 
he  said  that  their  Commaoder,  Joubert, 
had  brought  about  peace  on  the  Western 
Border,  aud  that  all  parties  had  laid 
down  their  arms  on  the  Transvaal  Go- 
vernment taking  them  UDder  their  pro- 
tection and  jurisdiction.     He  said — 

'•If  Her  Majesty's  responsihility  he  handai 
ST  to  u«,  offoctive  meaRurea  will  promptly  be 

taken  to  reitoro  and  maintain  permanent  peace. 

subject  to    Her  Majesty's  approval,   and    tbe 

rights  of   all  Native  Chiefs  being   respected. 

Matter  urgent/' 

On  the  8th  of  September  the  Secretary 
of  State  sent  the  content.^  of  that  tele- 

fram  to  Sir  Hercules  l^jbinson,  and 
egged  him  to  make  his  observations,  in 
reply,  by  telegram.  Tliis  was  the  first 
information  we  had  of  the  action  of  the 
Transvaal  Government  on  that  Border. 
Sir  Hercules  Eobinaon  telegraphed  back 
on  the  9th  of  September,  saying  he 
was  still  without  information  from  Mr. 
Rhodes  as  to  his  negotiations  with 
Commander  Joubert  and  Commander 
Nicholas  Gey,  and  al8o  as  to  the  results 
of  the  meeting  of  Stellalanders  which 
was  to  have  taken  place  on  the  5th,  end 
he  said — **  As  soon  aa  I  have  asrertained 
the  position  in  Bechuanaland  I  will 
telegraph  my  observation."  On  thw 
12th  we  had  a  long  telegram  from  Sir 
Hercules  Eobinstm,  in  which  he  gave 
an  account  of  the  state  of  affairs  there 
from  what  ho  had  gathered  from  Mr. 
EhodesV  Report,  and  concluded  by 
saying — 

**  Mr*  Rhcwies  is  now  on  his  way  to  Cape  Town 
to  ^tace  the  whole  position  before  me.  He  will 
amve  on  Sunday.  Meanwhile,  I  would  suggest 
that  your  answer  to  the  Pretoria  telegram 
should  bo  delayed/' 

That  was  on  the  12th.  On  the  17th  of 
September  the  State  Secretary  of  the 
South  African  Republic  telegraphed  to 
the  Colonial  Oliico — '* Being  implored 
by  Montsiott,  the  GovernmeDt  have 
taken  him  under  their  protection/'     We 


then   telegraphed    on    the  Slst  to   Sir 
Hercules  Robinson,  saying— 

*•  Having  carefully  considered  his  communi- 
cations  on  this  subject*  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment considered  it  desirable  that  they  should 
bave  a  clear  expression  of  the  Cape  Minister's 
recommendation,  and  should  understand,  before 
coming  to  a  decision  in  the  matter,  as  to  the 
extent  of  co-operation  to  be  given  to  the  Colony 
on  account  of  tho  trade  route  and  otherwiae  il 
Rctivo  measures  are  taken." 
Then  Sir  Hercules  Robinson  sent  on  the 
24  th  of  Septembt*r  a  reply  to  that,  con- 
veying the  opinions  and  the  Minutes  of 
the  Gape  Ministry.     On  the  7th  of  Octo- 
ber the  Cabinet,  having  come  to  a  deci- 
sion, sent  an  answer  drst  of  all  to  the 
South  African  Republic,  saying — **  You 
will  receive  a  communication  from  the 
High  Commissioner ;  "  and  on  the  same 
day  telegraphing  to  the  High  Commis- 
sioner, saying  that  the  Government  de- 
sired him,  on  receiving  the  concurrence 
of  his  Ministry,  to  call  upon  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  South  African  Republic  to 
disallow  the  recent  Acts  by  which  the 
South  African  Repubhc  assumed  juris- 
diction over  Montsioa  and  the  violation 
of  the  Convention  of  1884^  and  asking 
him  to  advise  as  to  the  means  to  be 
taken    to    maintain    the    Protectorate. 
This  is  the  tenoar  of  the  telegrams  that 
passed  betwt^eu  the  Government  and  the 
South   African  Republic,     With  refer- 
ence to  tho  answer  which  I  gave  the 
other  day,  the  House  will  allow  me  to 
explain  to  the  right  hoa*  Gentleman  the 
Member    for    Bradford    (Mr.    W,    E, 
Forster)  that  I  was  in  error  in  saying,  in 
answer  to  a  Question   whether  we  re- 
ceived any  other  official  communication 
about  Mr.  BetheU's  mode  of  death,  that 
none  had  been  received  except  the  docu-  ! 
ment  I  referred  to  as  having  been  re- 
ceived la^t  Thursday.     I  was  correct  in 
ray  memory  in  saying  that  we  had  re- 
ceived  no  communication   except  from 
Mr,  Wright ;  but  it  appears,  on  looking 
at  the  Papers  carefully,  that  a  few  days 
previously,  on  the  1 5th  of  October*  we 
had  received  a  document  from  Sir  Her- 
cules Robinson,  forwarding  a  long  docu- 
ment firom  Mr.  Wright,  giving  a  state- 
ment of  a  long  series  of  outrages  that 
had  been  committed  on  Montsioa  by  the 
freebooters.     In  the  eighth  paragraph 
of  that  Report  the  names  of  the  mur- 
derers of  Mr.  Bethell  were  given ;  but 
we  did  not  act  on  it  for  this  reason »  be- 
cause in  the  covering  despatch  from  Sir 
Hercules   Robinson,  which  arrived  the 
same  day^  he  said — 
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**  I  hftv©  forwarded  a  copy  of  your  Ijordahip's 
despatch  to  ^Ir.  Wright,  and  aekiDg:  for  a  full 
account  of  the  cireumstancea  iittendiD^  tho 
death  of  Mr.  Bethell ;  " 

BO  we  were  waiting  until  the  answer 
came  from  ^Ir.  Wright  to  the  despatch, 
and  that  arrived  only  on  Thursday. 

Mr.  W,  R  FORSTER  :  I  have  to 
thank  my  hon.  Friend  for  his  oxplana* 
tion.  I  think  he  also  must  have  re- 
ceived a  despatch  from  Sir  Hercules 
Robinson  containing  Mr.  Bower's  de- 
spatch to  him.  I  wish  to  ask  whether 
the  despatch  from  Sir  Hercules  Robin- 
son on  the  24th  of  September,  I  think  it 
waSt  to  which  that  answer  waa  given  on 
the  7tli  of  October^  came  by  telegraph 
or  post  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  It  came 
by  telegraph.  It  was  recei%^ed  on  the 
24th  of  September.  With  reference  to 
what  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  says 
about  Commander  Bower's  Report,  I 
have  to  say  that  hi«  Report  was  received 
by  us  on  the  1 5th  of  October,  forwarded 
by  Sir  Hercules  Robingon.  What  I 
want  to  point  out  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  is  that  Mr.  Bower's  Report 
merely  gave  a  general  account  of  the 
murder  of  Mr.  Bethell,  end  did  not  give 
us  what  is  an  important  matter- — 
namely,  the  fact  that  the  names  of  the 
murderers  were  known,  and  that  there 
was  an  eye- witness  who  could  depose  to 
the  identity  of  the  criminals. 

Sift  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
With  reference  to  the  answer  of  the  hon. 
Geotleman,  I  should  like  to  ask  whether 
I  am  right  in  understanding  that  the 
despatch  sent  to  Sir  Hercules  Robinson 
by  Her  Majesty's  Governinent  on  the 
2l8t  of  September  is  to  be  taken  as 
having  intimated  that  the  Government 
were  not  prejiared  to  carry  out  their 
direct  engagements  to  those  Bechuana 
Chiefs  whom  they  had  undertaken  to 
protect,  Rn(j  to  repudiate  this  Proclama- 
tion of  the  Transvaal,  unless  they  re- 
ceived the  co-operation  of  the  Cape 
Government  ? 

Mk.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  No,  Sir;  I 
hope  the  right  hon*  Ocntleman  will  not 
make  any  inference  of  that  sort.  If  h© 
recalls  what  took  place  last  year,  or  in 
the  early  part  of  this  year,  between  Sir 
l^homas  Scanlen  and  the  delegates  of 
the  Transvaal,  lie  will  recollect  that  it 
was  pointed  out  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  take  a  very  different 
view  of  what  the  idtimate  settlement  of 
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Bechuanaland  might  be  according  as  the 
Cape  Government  made  it  a  point  that 
the  trade  route  should  be  kept  open  or 
not.  Accordingly,  if  the  Cape  Govern- 
ment made  it  an  important  point»  as  they 
did,  that  the  trade  route  was  to  be  kept 
open,  a  much  larger  measure  of  exten- 
sion  of  jurisdiction  would  have  to  be 
taken  than  if  merely  the  interests  of 
Montsioa  and  Maukoroane  were  to  be 
con^dered  ;  but  if  the  Cape  Government 
desired  to  have  measures  taken  in  order 
to  save  the  trade  route,  it  was  right  that 
they  should  also  take  part  of  the  re- 
sponsibility and  expense. 

Mr.  W.  K  FORSTER:  I  observe 
that  my  hon.  Friend  is  quoting  from  the 
late  despatches,  I  beg  to  af=k  him,  aa 
they  are  printed,  how  soon  they  can  be 
in  the  hands  of  Members  ?  It  is  im- 
possible to  exaggerate  the  inconvenience 
in  which  the  House  ia  placed  by  the  fac|| 
that  the  most  important  Papers  are|f 
although  printed,  not  in  our  hands. 
Can  we  be  informed  when  they  will  be 
in  the  possession  of  Members  ?  I  also 
wish  to  ask  whether  pressure  could  not 
be  put  on  the  printers  to  takt^  on  extra 
workpeople  in  such  a  case  as  this  ?  The 
House  and  the  Govorument  are  im- 
mensely inconvenienced,  and  probably  a 
great  deal  of  tbne  will  be  lost  in  debate, 
in  consequence  of  no  one  being  able 
really  to  go  into  the  question  as  it  ought 
to  be  gone  into. 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  Consider- 
ing who  it  is  who  asks  me  the  Question, 
I  cannot  resist  the  temptation  to  give 
the  answer  which  came  to  me  from  the 
printers,  that  thty  employed  a  large  num- 
ber of  women  aud  children  in  the  worli 
and  that  they  were  checked  by  the  opera 
tion  of  the  Factory  Acts,     I  can  only  mi 
that  I  have  done  my  best  to  press  thi^ 
printing  forward ;  but  I   must,  at  the' 
same  time,  point  out  that  the  dilhculties      , 
are  great  when  you  carry  the  Pape^^^ 
down  to  the  last  day.     The  last  despato^l 
only    came    to  the   Colonial   Ofi&ee   on 
Thursday,  and  I  hope  the  Papers  will 
be  in  the  hands  of  Members  on  Friday 
or  Saturday  morning. 

Mb.   W.  E.   FORSTER  :    I  wish   to 
ask  my  hon.  Friend  whether,  on  receiv- 
ing this  information  with  regard  to  th© 
Factory  Acts,  he   did   not  state  to  th 
printers  that  in  a  matter  of  this  kic 
they  ought  to  employ  extra  men,  so 
to  get  the  work  done  more  rapidly, 
thfi  bargain  which  the  country  hasmadi 
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does  not  yield  a  price  suflficieBt  for  that 
parpose,  surely  it  is  a  case  ia  whicli  we 
might  fairly  say  another  bargain  should 
be  made.  The  time  of  the  House  i« 
wasted,  the  Government  is  inconveni- 
enced, the  question  comes  badly  before 
the  public,  and  the  public  interest  is 
injured  simply  because  by  our  bargain 
with  the  printers  we  are  unable  to  get 
done  what  any  private  firm  would  un- 
dertake to  do. 


ORDER    OF  THE  DAY. 
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AHDRESS    IN    ANSWER   TO    HER    MA- 
JESTY'S MUST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[adjourned  debate.]     [fiftk  night.] 

Ordor  read,  for  Teaumiog  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [23rd  October^] 
**That,  &c.'*— [See  page.  69.] 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  raufned, 

AFFAIRS  OF  SOUTH  AFRICA. 
Sir  HENEY  HOLLAND  said,  that» 
after  the  very  full  nnd  frank  explanation 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr 
Evelyn  Ashley)  as  to  the  reasons  for  the 
delay  in  the  production  of  the  Bechuana- 
land  Papers,  he  should  not  do  more  than 
reiterate  his  expression  of  regret  that 
the  Papers  promised  so  long  ago  as  the 
7th  of  July  last  were  only  distributed 
that  morning.  He  must,  however,  ex- 
press his  regret  and  unbounded  astonish- 
ment— a  regret  and  an  astonishment 
which  would  be  felt  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  by  hon,  Members  who  had  in- 
terested themselves  in  this  question — 
that  the  Papers  now  presented  only 
came  down  to  the  Hth  of  August.  No- 
thing  could  be  luore  inconvenient,  as 
bad  been  just  pointed  nut  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  because  the 
discussion  must  now  be  incomplete  owing 
to  that  fact.  The  House  had  no  Infor- 
mation about  the  recall  of  Mr.  Mackenzie; 
none  about  the  mission  of  Mr.  Rhodes  ; 
none  as  to  the  murder  of  Mr.  Bethell; 
none  as  to  the  steps  which  had  been 
taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
bring  to  justice  the  perpetrators  of  that 
murder  J  they  had  no  information  as  to 
the  outrages  that  had  been  committed 


by  the  Boers  on  Montsioa,  or  as  to  the 
sham  Treaty  that  had  been  wrung  out 
of  him  after  he  had  been  reduced  to 
extremities.  He  could  not  understand, 
nor  would  the  country  be  able  to  under- 
stand,  why,  although  some  of  the  Corre- 
spondence might  be  incomplete,  some 
further  Papers  could  not  have  been  pub- 
lished^ some  despatches,  or  some  tele- 
grams, bringing  the  matter  down  to  a 
later  date.  But  even  upon  the  Papers 
presented,  however  incomplete,  there 
was  quite  sufficient  evidence,  in  his  opi- 
nion, to  ehow  that  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  G-ovemment  had  been  most 
unsatisfactory ;  and  he  must  add  that 
the  words  which  had  been  put  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  did  not  tend  to 
throw  any  clear  light  on  the  question 
what  their  policy  would  be  in  the  future. 
Tie  could  not  help  entertaining  serious 
doubts  whether,  even  now,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  realiiied  the  gi*avity 
of  the  position,  and  whether  they  were 
even  now  prepared  to  fulfil  the  obliga- 
tions which  they  had  incurred.  Before 
dealing  with  the  Papers  which  had  been 
presented,  he  desired,  however,  to  clear 
the  ground  for  discussion  by  a  few  pre* 
liminary  observations.  In  the  first  place, 
it  should  not  be  understood  that  h6»  or 
anyone  who  criticized  the  action  of  the 
Government,  underrated  in  any  way  the 
difficulties  of  the  case.  No  one  who  had 
studied  the  affairs  of  8outh  Africa,  and 
the  proceedings  that  had  taken  place 
there,  could  doubt  the  gravity  and  im- 
portance of  those  difficulties ;  but  ho 
must  observ'e  that  those  difficulties  had, 
in  the  present  case,  been  enormously 
increased  and  aggravated  by  the  policy 
of  drift  and  concession  pursued  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  What  was  the 
main  difficulty  with  whit-h  they  had  had 
to  contend  ?  It  had  been  the  Boer  ele- 
ment— how  to  deal  with  the  freebooting 
Boers,  as  well  as  with  the  Transvaal 
Govern  meat.  Now,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
mi?nt  had  been  such  as  to  justify  the 
Boers  in  believing  that,  if  we  were  not 
aotually  afraid  of  them,  at  all  events 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  afraid 
of  incurring  the  expense  and  trouble 
which  must  be  incurred  in  holding  our 
own  against  the  Boers,  and  that  we 
were  ready  to  make  any  concession 
rather  than  incur  that  expense  and 
trouble.  If  they  were  to  believe  all 
that  appeared  in  the  Colonial  papera, 
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and  there  was  no  reason  to  disbelieve 
such  statements,  the  Boersopenlj  avowed 
that  they  had  conquered  this  countrj, 
and  could  conquer  it  again;  they  ad- 
vised the  Native  Chiefs  to  put  no  trust 
in  the  honour  and  protection  of  this 
country,  or  in  our  fulfilment  of  pledges 
of  protection ;  they  had  not  hesitated  to 
attack  our  protected  Ally,  and  to  wring 
from  him  a  sham  Treaty ;  they  had  not 
hesitated  to  murder  a  British  officer  in 
the  execution  of  his  duty,  and  to  insult 
the  British  flag.  He  regretted  to  say 
that  the  speeches  of  Members  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  strongly  tended, 
in  his  opinion,  to  confirm  the  Boers  in 
their  view.  He  would  refer  to  one  of 
those  speeches  now,  and  he  would  deal 
with  another  speech  later  on.  On  the 
6th  of  February,  last  Session,  he  had 
put  a  plain  Question  to  the  Government, 
and  asked  for  a  plain  answer.  He  asked 
them  to  assure  the  House  and  the  coun- 
try that,  if  the  Convention  then  under 
discussion  was  broken  by  the  Transvaal 
Government,  they  would  be  prepared  to 
enforce  the  observance  of  it.  It  surely 
was  not  too  much  to  assume  that  there 
was  a  probability,  a  strong  probability, 
that  those  who  had  with  impunity  and 
profit  to  themselves  broken  the  former 
Convention  would  break  the  new  Con- 
vention also,  unless  assured  that  the 
Government  meant  to  act  firmly  and 
insist  upon  an  observance  of  it.  In- 
deed, as  was  said  in  the  course  of  that 
debate  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster) — 

**  Judging  from  the  past,  they  would  be  per- 
fectly blmd  and  perfectly  foolish  if  they  were 
satisfied  that  the  Convention  would  maintain 
itseU."— (3  Hansard,  [284]  142.) 

Now,  what  answer  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  give  to  that 
plain  Question  ?  He  said  it  was  a  most 
unusual  request ;  that  it  would  hardly 
be  becoming  to  anticipate  a  breach  of 
the  Convention  by  the  other  contracting 
party,  and  to  say  what  the  Government 
would  do  in  that  event.  That,  he  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  ventured  to  think,  was 
a  most  evasive  and  unsatisfactory  answer. 
He  had  not  asked  the  Government  to 
assume,  or  express  their  belief,  that  the 
Boers  would  break  the  new  Convention ; 
but  it  was  most  reasonable  and  im- 
portant to  know  what  the  Gt)vemment 
would  do  in  such  a  case.    The  speeches 
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of  Members  of  the  Government  were 
perfectly  well  known  to,  and  noted  by, 
the  Transvaal  Government,  and  the 
Boers ;  and  an  evasive  answer  like  that 
given  by  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  confirm  the  Boers  in  their 
belief  that  the  Government  did  not  in- 
tend to  depart  from  the  policy  of  in- 
action, which,  much  to  the  benefit  of  the 
Boers,  they  had  hitherto  maintained. 
Another  point  to  which  he  desired  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  was  this. 
The  present  state  of  affairs  in  Bechuana- 
land,  and  our  responsibilities  there  now, 
even  from  the  Government  point  of 
view,  difi'ered  materially  from  the  former 
state  of  things  in  Bechuanaland  or  in 
Zululand.  He  said  from  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  point  of  view,  because  the  view  of 
himself  and  of  many  hon.  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  had  always 
been  that,  as  by  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment we  had  incurred  grave  re- 
sponsibilities to  the  people  and  Chiefs  in 
Zululand,  amongst  whom  we  had  par- 
titioned that  country,  so  we  had  in 
Bechuanaland  incurred  responsibilities 
to  our  **  Native  Allies,"  Montsioa  and 
Mankoroane.  The  Government,  on  the 
other  hand,  as  the  House  was  aware,  had 
disputed  the  extent  of  that  responsibility, 
and  had  dissented  from  the  term  **  Native 
Allies,"  as  applied  to  these  Bechuana 
Chiefs.  Upon  this  latter  point,  he  would 
only  observe  that  he  thought  no  one  who 
had  carefully  read  the  former  debates, 
the  speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford  and  other 
hon.  Members,  and  the  despatches  of 
Sir  Hercules  Kobinson,  could  doubt  that 
those  Chiefs  were  fairly  ranked  as  our 
Allies.  He  would  venture  to  quote  a  few 
words  from  one  of  the  despatches  of  Sir 
Hercules  Eobinson  in  support  of  this 
view — 

*'  Montsioa  and  Mankoroane  are  now  on  the 
point  of  being  exterminated,  in  consequence  of 
their  fidelity  to  the  British  Government,  and 
because  of  the  assistance  they  gave  to  British 
subjects  in  the  Transvaal  War." 

But  whether  the  Government  were  then 
right  or  wrong,  whatever  their  respon- 
sibility was  on  former  occasions,  there 
could  be  no  question  now  as  to  our  obli- 
gations to  Montsioa  and  Mankoroane, 
and  as  to  our  engagements  to  protect 
them  and  their  territory  against  the 
Boers.  The  last  point  he  desired  to 
notice  was  as  follows : — Hitherto  a  dis- 
tinction had  always  been  attempted  to  be 
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drawn  between  the  action  of  the  free- 
booting  Bot^rs,  though  subjects  of  the 
Transvaal  (iovernment,  and  the  actiot!  of 
the  Transvaal  Government  Itself.  But 
without  holding  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment directly  Habit)  for  all  the  outrages 
committed  by  their  subjects  in  Beohuana- 
land,  there  could  be  no  doubt  now,  upon 
the  facts  stated  in  the  Papers  which  bad 
been  preseuted — and  further  Papers,  he 
believed,  would  only  confirm  this  view^ — 
that  that  Government  had  connived  at 
iliese  outraged;  that  they  httd  not  bond 
fids  endeavoured  to  restrain  them«  and 
that  they  had  attempted  to  profit  by 
them.  It  was  clear,  from  the  Papers 
and  the  telegrams  of  Sir  Hercules  Robin- 
eon,  that  recruiting  for  this  commando 
was  carried  on  at  and  near  Pretoria^  and 
that  the  Proclamation  of  Nicholas  Gey^ 
declaring  war  against  Montsioa,  and 
promising  booty,  by  a  distribution  of 
that  Chiers  land,  to  those  who  would 
fight  against  bim,  was  openly  published 
in  T/is  roiksHem  newspaper  in  Pretoria. 
It  is  true  that,  after  pressure  put  upon 
them  by  Mr.  Rutherford,  the  Resident, 
under  orders  from  Sir  Hercules  Robin- 
eon,  the  Transvaal  Government  did  pub- 
lisli  a  Proclamation  forbiddiog  their  sub- 
jects to  cross  the  frontier.  But  the  true 
"ue   of  that   Proclamation   was    well 

erstood ;  and  it  was  not  %Torth  the 
paper  it  was  printed  on,  as  it  was  not  ful- 
lowed  up,  so  far  as  they  could  judge  from 
the  Papers,  bj  any  restraining  action 
on  the  part  of  that  Government.  But 
that  was  not  all  tho  ease  against  that 
Government,  though  it  was  all  they 
could  learn  from  the  Papers  presented 
by  thf^  Colonial  Office,  Unless  they  had 
been  misinformed,  they  learnt  from  the 
Colonial  newspapers  and  letters  that 
after  all  the  outrages  hud  been  com- 
mitted,' after  Montsioa,  owing  to  our 
neglect  of  duty  and  inaction,  had  been 
reduced  to  tho  last  extremity,  there  ap- 
peared upon  the  scene  a  deputation  from 

Transvaal  Government,  who  offered 
Montsioa,  if  he  would   submit  aud 

e  a  Treaty  with  them,  to  clear  his 
territory  of  Boers,  and  withdraw  the 
commando.  Those  who  could  withdraw 
could  have  prevented,  had  they  been  so 
inclined,  the  invasion.  The  mention  of 
this  Treaty  brought  him  to  the  other 
speech  of  a  Member  of  the  Government 
to  which  he  had  before  referred,  and 
which  he  thought  as  unfortunate  as 
the    speech    of   tho    President  of   the 


Board  of  Trade.  He  confessed  he 
was  astonished  at  the  defence  of  the 
Transvaal  Government  put  forward  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr,  Coui-tney),  Unless  his 
speech  to  his  constituents  was  wrongly 
reported,  he  appeared  to  have  argued  that 
the  Transvaal  Government  had  shown 
that  they  were  sensible  of  their  obliga- 
tions under  the  Convention,  and  their 
desire  to  act  up  to  it,  by  their  proposal 
to  submit  this  so-called  Treaty  to  Her 
Majesty  for  her  sanction  or  disapproval. 
In  other  words,  after  having  connived 
at  these  outrages  committed  by  their 
own  subjects ;  after  our  protected  Ally, 
Montsioa,  had  been  reduced  to  the  last 
extremity;  and  after  they  had  wrung 
this  shameful  Treaty  out  of  him.  they 
proposed,  forsooth,  to  satisfy  the  letter 
of  the  Convention  of  I88i,  by  submit- 
ting the  Treaty  to  Her  Majesty  !  Such 
a  course  appeared  to  him  (Bir  Henry 
Holland)  to  be  simply  adding  insult  to 
injury.  The  hon,  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  was  willing,  in  a 
true  Christian -like  spirit,  to  pocket  both 
insult  and  injury;  but  even  hti  roust 
have  doubted  whether  he  had  nut  been 
too  hasty  in  doing  this,  when  he  learnt 
that  even  Mr.  Joubert — a  Boer  of  Boers 
and  a  Leader  of  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment— ^was  80  shocked  at  the  action  of 
that  Government  that  he  retired  from 
Office,  But  here,  again,  a  speech  like 
thi?i  from  an  important  Member  of  the 
Government  could  not  but  have  had  a 
very  bad  effect  in  the  Transvaal.  He 
(Sir  Henry  Holland)  had  begun  by  say- 
ing that  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  been  most  unsatisfac- 
tory. Of  course,  there  could  not  b<>  now 
a  full  discussion  upon  this  question, 
owing  to  the  incompleteness  of  the 
Papers,  and  it  must  be  deferred  until 
the  further  Papers  were  presented, 
which  he  hoped  might,  in  spite  of  the 
Factory  Acts  to  which  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  had  refen^ed,  bo  pressed 
forwai-d  with  all  speed.  But,  even  upoa 
the  Papers  before  tho  House,  there  was 
sufficient  to  show  that  up  to  the  Hth  of 
August  their  policy  had  been  most  half- 
hearted and  unsatisfactory.  Their  first 
step  was  to  send  out  Mr.  Mackenzie  to 
Bechuanaland.  He  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
had  himself  always  doubted  the  6tness 
of  Mr.  Mackenzie  for  that  post.  Not 
that  he  doubted  Mr.  Mackenzie's  zeal 
aud  energy;  but  Mr.  Mackenzie  was  a 
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fef^iooary,  and  he  had  taken  a  very 
[iv6  part — he  did  not  say  wi^ongly — 
behalf  of  Montsioa  in  the  quarrels 
Id  disputes  which  had  arisen  in  tbat 
^mitry-  His  impartialityf  therefore^ 
flight  well  be  doubted*  in  a  position 
which  it  was  above  all  tilings  neces- 
that  a  man  of  absolute  impartiality 
bhould  be  employed.  But  whether  be 
or  was  not,  the  right  man^  one 
[thing  was  clear — that  who«?7er  was  sent 
'  out  should  have  been  backed  up  by  a 
strong  police  force.  lie  (Sir  Henry 
Holland) J  and  others,  had  constantly 
pressed  upon  the  Government  the  no* 
cessity  of  employing  a  police  force 
to  guard  the  frontier  of  Bechuana- 
land  J  but  the  Government  had  always 
opposed  the  suggestion,  and  held  that 
such  a  stop,  would  lead,  if  not  to 
annexation,  at  all  events  to  increased 
danger  of  disturbances  and,  perhaps, 
war.  He  bad  always  contended  that 
the  very  reverse  would  be  the  result  of 
such  a  step,  if  taken  in  time.  He  had 
always  contended  that  if  we  provided, 
not  a  military,  but  a  sti'ong  police  force, 
on  the  frontier,  we  should  not  have  to 
meet  incursions  of  freebooting  Boers.  If 
the  Bool's  had  known  that  there  was  on 
our  side  of  the  frontier  a  strong  body  of 
men  to  keep  them  in  check,  they  would 
have  hesitated  to  advance.  It  had  been 
because  we  had  allowed  the  Boers  to 
assemble  in  increasiug  numbers  close 
to  the  frontier,  and  to  cross  over  in 
small  parties  with  impunity,  that  the 
extremely  diflBcult  aud  dangerous  state 
of  things  had  arisen,  which  might,  after 
all,  lead  us  into  war,  and  which  cer- 
tainly would  now  entail  upon  us  increased 
expenditure  and  possible  loss  of  life. 
And  the  result  bad  pitjved  the  correct- 
ness of  hi&  view.  Well,  the  < ioveniment 
had,  at  a  late  hour,  adopted  his  sugges* 
tion  ;  but,  unfortunately,  they  had  done 
80  in  a  half  hearted  manner,  and  had 
not  realized  the  increased  difficulties  of 
the  case.  What  did  they  find  ?  Why, 
as  late  as  June  27,  after  full  knowledge 
of  what  had  passed,  after  full  knowledge 
of  what  was  threatened,  Major  Lowe 
had  only  .^0  police  under  his  command, 
and  had  earnestly  to  press  for  an  in- 
creased  force.  Now,  he  contended  that 
the  Qovernment,  when  they  learned  that 
fact  in  June  last,  should  at  once  have 
telegraphed  to  Sir  Hercules  Robinson, 
and  ordered  him  to  recruit  more  police  in 
the  Oape,  or  elsewhere,  at  Imperial  ex- 
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pen^e,  and  send  them  np  to  Bechuana- 
land.  Anyone  who  studied  the  Papers 
would  see  that  the  difficulty  under  which 
Sir  Hercules  Robinson  laboured  was 
that  he  had  no  authority  from  the  Go- 
vernment to  incur  any  expense,  and  that 
he  was  nut  able  to  get  the  Cape  G-ovem- 
ment  to  incur  any  expenditure  or  render 
any  assistance.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment should  at  once  have  authorized  the 
oxpenditure  necessary  to  increase  the 
police  force.  But  nothing  had  been  done 
since  June  26  by  the  Government,  so 
far  as  they  could  judge  by  the  Papera. 
On  June  26  two  telegrams  were  re- 
ceived by  Lord  Derby  from  8ir  Hercules 
Robinson,  In  the  first  telegram,  which 
would  be  found  at  page  33,  Sir  Hercules 
Robinson,  after  stating  that  a  British 
Prott^ctorate  had  been  announced  over 
Montsioa's  territory,  and  that  the  Go- 
shenites  had  be?^n  warned  of  this  fact,  and 
aftiT  stating  the  fact  of  Nicholas  Gey's 
Proclamation  of  War  having  been  pub- 
lished in  The  VtilHitem  newspaper  and  of 
the  recruiting  from  near  Pretoria,  went 
on  to  say — 

**  I  at  once  telejfra plied  Acting  Resident  to 
warn  Tmnavaal  Goveromeut  tbat  Montaioa  it 
now  under  British  protection,  and  that  if  a 
publi(!ly  advertised  oxpoditioa  against  that 
Chief  ia  organized  by  personB  living:  within  the 
Transvaal,  and  the  marauders  i^itb  their  ]>1  under 
are  allowed  to  return  to  the  Tranavaal,  Her  Ma- 
jcaty'B  Govemraont  will  assuredly  hold  the 
Transvaal  Government  rtsponaible  for  such  pro- 
ceedings." 

And  at  the  en^  of  the  telegram,  aft«r 
stating  that  he  had  authorized  Mr. 
Mack«?nzie  to  organize,  if  necessary,  a 
temporary  force  of  burghers  and  police 
sufficient  to  expel  the  marauders,  he 
says — 

"The  invasion,  if  it  takes  place,  will  b«  an 
act  of  impudent  defiance  of  British  authority, 
and  the  invaders  should,  I  think,  be  'expelled 
and  punished  at  any  risk  or  coat.  Do  you  eon* 
cur?  " 

This  was  a  most  important  and  pressing 
question  j  but  the  House  ivonld  be  sur- 
prised to  hear  that  no  answer  was  given 
to  tbat  question  until  the  4th  July»  and 
then  only  in  very  ambiguous  terms. 
They  learnt  from  Lord  Derby's  despatch 
of  the  4th  JuU%  which  would  be  found  at 
page  35  of  the  Papers,  that  he  had  on 
that  day  despatched  a  telegram  approv- 
ing the  commnoication  to  tbe  Transvaal 
Government,  aod  the  instructions  given 
to  Mr.  Mackenzie  on  the  subject,  and  in 
that  telegram  he  had — 
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'•  Obacmjd  that  any  attack  i»pdn  th€  pro- 
tected territory  must,  of  course,  be  reptjlled, 
and  that  Her  Majetty^s  Government  were  con- 
fident  that  you  fullj'  appreciated  the  import- 
ance of  not  risking  a  reverse  in  the  abaence  of 
reinlorcementa.^* 

That  answer,  he  submitted  to  the  House, 
was  moet  uneatisfactory  and  uncertain, 
"WTiat  had  Sir  Hercules  Kobinson  asked  ? 
He  had  asked  what  was  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  with  respect 
to  the  threatened  invasion  of  Bechuana- 
land,  and  he  was  told  that  it  was  to  be 
repelled  if  he  had  sufficient  force,  though 
the  Government  were  perfectly  awaro, 
from  hh  telegram,  that  he  had  not  that 
force.  It  was,  no  doubt,  difficult  to 
give  full  instructions  in  a  telegram  ;  but 
they  Bhould  have  given  him  some  nrdi^rs 
about  raising  a  force  at  once  at  Imperial 
expense,  and  that  telegram  should  have 
been  followed  up  by  a  despatch  going 
fully  into  the  case,  and  explaining  their 
views  of  the  position.  But  nothing 
further  had  been  given^no  orders,  no 
directions,  no  intimation  of  their  policy. 
What  could  Sir  Hercules  Robinson  con- 
elude  from  this  but  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  prepared  to  abide  by 
the  same  policy  of  inaction  which  they 
had  hitherto  maintain ed  ?  He  ventured 
to  think  that  this  reticence  was  not  fair 
towards  a  Governor  placed  in  so  re- 
sponsible and  difficult  a  position  as  Sir 
Hercules  Robinson  was  placed  in.  But 
the  ca^e  against  the  Government  was 
even  stronger  than  that,  because,  on  the 
2nd  July— that  was,  two  days  before  the 
telegram  of  the  4th  July  was  despatched 
— Lord  Derby  had  received  a  third  tele- 
gram of  the  2nd  July  from  Sir  Hercules 
Robinson,  which  would  be  found  at 
page  34.  The  first  paragraph  ran  as 
follows  : — 

•*  Rutherfoord  telegraphs  June  26,  Transvaal 
Republic  issningjstrong  Proclamation,  forbidding 
burghers  taking  part  in  hostilities  agaioBt 
Montftioa.  I  have  directed  him  to  urge  thnt 
restraining  atepa  be  taken,  aa  some  stronger 
measure  than  mere  paper  proclam«ti on  noctssary 
to  relieve  Transvaal  from  rceponaibility  for  laids 
publicly  advertised  and  organized  within  Trana- 
v«aL" ' 

And  then,  after  stating  the  increase  of 
marauders,  and  the  danger  of  allowing 
them  to  settle  in  Montsioa's  country,  he 
ends  by  saying — 

**  Please  authoriztj  Treasury  Cbeet  to  supply 
another  five  thousand  poundSf  if  required.'* 

Now,  he  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  thought 
the  House  would  be  surprised  to  learn 

VOL.  OOXCnL      [tiubd  8B&u;s.] 


that  the  only  answer  sent  to  that  preas- 
ing  and  important  telegram  was  that 
Lord  Derl>y  **  would  reply  to  it  as  soon 
as  possible,"  and  that,  in  fact,  so  far  as 
appeared  from  the  Papers,  no  further  an- 
swer was  sent,  at  all  events,  up  to  the 
14th  August,  when  the  Papers  end* 
Here  was  a  telegram,  practically  asking 
for  an  approval  of  the  stronger  message 
sent  to  the  Transvaal  Government,  and 
asking  for  £6,000,  and  yet  no  answer 
was  given  to  it,  except  the  jiromiso  of  a 
reply  as  soon  as  possible.  8o  that  the 
matter  stands  thus — that  no  answer, 
except  the  ambiguous  answer  given  in 
the  telegram  of  4th  July,  had  been  sent 
to  the  question  as  to  the  policy  of  Her 
Mnje8ty*s  Government ;  no  approval  or 
disapproval  had  been  given  as  to  the 
stronger  message  ordered  to  be  pressed 
upon  the  Transvaal  Government ;  and  no 
answer  as  to  the  request  to  be  allowed 
to  expend  £5,000.  The  only  other  de- 
spatch from  Lord  Derby  was  one  dated 
14th  August,  which  merely  approved  the 
proceedings  which  had  been  approved  by 
ills  Lordship's  telegram  of  the  4th  July. 
This  despatch  ended  the  Papers  pre- 
sented— a  most  lame  and  impotent,  in- 
deed, he  thought  a  discreditable  conclu- 
sion. So  much  for  the  Papers.  But  now 
lot  tho  House  observe  what  had  hap* 
pened  since  the  14th  August.  Mr- 
Mackenzie  had  been  recalled.  Mr. 
Rhodes  had  been  sent  up  to  Eechu ana- 
land,  and  returned ;  and  he  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  would  now  venture  to  trouble 
the  House  with  a  few  extracts  from  Mr. 
Rhodes' 8  Report,  of  which  he  presumed 
the  Colonial  Office  had  a  copy,  as  it  was 
stated  to  have  been  sent  to  the  High 
Commissioner,  and  appeared  in  2'h$ 
TimM  BO  long  ago  as  the  23rd  Septem- 
ber, from  which  newspaper  he  had  taken 
these  extracts.     It  was  stated  that — 

*'  jrpssT3-  Rhodes  and  Bower  report  to  the 
lUgh  Uom  miss  toner  that  they  are  iatiatied  that 
tho  Transvaal  baa  the  power,  but  never  wrill 
use  it,  to  stop  the  violation  of  the  Western 
border.  That  Goshen  freebooters  fell  upon 
Moutsioa,  bnt  an  armiatice  of  H  hours  was 
gained.  The  Boera  demand  comp«nBation  for 
the  war,  and  iho  recognition  of  Goehen  aa  an 
independent  Republic,  with  right  to  the  Queen 
to  pill  CO  a  Res  id  en  t  there.  The  Commiflsioner 
would  not  accede  to  these  terma,  and  warned 
them  of  tho  conaequencea  of  carrying  on  war 
against  protected  British  aubiecta.  Montaioa 
sent  messages  that  he  was  reduced  to  the  last 
extremity,  but,  having  fuilh  in  the  Queen,  had 
refused  all  the  Boer  overtures  to  submit.  Ho 
would  only  do  so  to  save  the  lives  of  the  women 
and  children.     Mr,   Rhodes  replied  BIoDtsioa 
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must  not  consider  himself  abandoned,  for  the 
Queen's  Government  would  fulfil  their  obliga- 
tions.** 

He  would  only  say,  in  passing,  that  lie 
BHould  like  to  know  when  and  how  Her 
Majesty's  Government  intended  to  fulfil 
these  obligations?  The  Eeport  then 
goes  on  to  state  that — 

**  When  the  Ck)mmis8ioner  left,  the  Goshenites 
resumed  the  war  on  Montsioa,  who  had  to  suc- 
cumb. Mr.  Joubert  was  called  in  and  con- 
cluded a  Treaty  on  similar  conditions  to  those 
rejected  by  Mr.  Rhodes.  Messrs.  Bower  and 
Rhodes  warned  Mr.  Joubert  of  the  serious  re- 
sponsibility of  such  proceedings." 

The  report  in  the  paper  adds  that  the 
Oommissioner  had  inquired  into  the  re- 
volting circumstances  of  Mr.  BetheU's 
death — 

"  Mr.  Bethell,  an  acting  oflBcer  of  police,  was 
wounded  in  a  conflict  with  the  freebooters,  and 
afterwards  killed  in  cold  blood,  his  body  being 
subjected  to  indignity.*' 

Now,  he  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  could  not 
doubt  that  Mr.  Bhodes  must  have  made 
a  Eeport  about  Mr.  Bethell's  death  to 
the  Colonial  Office,  although  no  men- 
tion had  been  made  of  it.  He  did  not 
propose  to  go  into  that  painful  case.  He 
would  leave  it  to  be  dealt  with  by  those 
hon.  Members  who  were  more  directly 
connected  with  Mr.  Bethell.  But  he 
could  not  help  expressing  his  astonish- 
ment that  the  Government  had  only 
really  taken  the  matter  in  hand,  and 
issued  instructions,  some  three  days 
ago.  Even  now  the  House  did  not 
know  the  contents  of  the  telegram  to  Sir 
Hercules  Bobinson,  whether  he  was  to 
act  and  take  steps  at  once  to  bring  these 
murderers  to  justice,  or  whether  he  was 
only  **to  advise  and  report,"  which 
seemed  to  be  the  usual  form  of  instruc- 
tions given  by  the  present  Government. 
Before  they  considered  what  the  Govern- 
ment were  going  to  do,  they  had  a  right, 
and  the  country  had  a  right,  to  ask — 
'*  Why  has  action  been  taken  so  late? 
Why  has  the  Government  waited  till 
just  before  Parliament  met  ? "  Why 
had  action  been  taken  so  late  as  to  ruin 
oiir  character  in  South  Africa  for  an 
honourable  performance  of  our  engage- 
ments, and  to  lead  Colonists  and  Natives 
to  believe  that  we  were  unable  or  un- 
willing to  act  up  to  those  engagements  ? 
Why  so  late  as  to  call  forth  indignant 
protests  at  the  Cape,  for  one  could  read 
between  the  lines,  and  see  that,  while 
ofiPering  us  support,  the  Colonists  were 
indignant  at  our  inaction?     lJ\Tiy  so 
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late  as  to  cause  greater  expenditure 
of  money,  if  not  of  life,  than  if  we 
had  acted  firmly  before  these  out- 
rages had  been  committed?  What 
was  to  be  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment now?  Looking  at  the  past,  it 
was  only  fair  to  ask  whether  it  was  to 
be  real  and  effectual,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment were  really  alive  to  the  gravity 
of  the  case  and  prepared  to  deal  with  it, 
or  whether  the  Micawber  policy  was  to 
be  continued  of  waiting  to  see  what 
would  turn  up?  The  paragraph  in  Her 
Majesty's  Gracious  Speech  was  far  from 
satisfactory.     It  began — 

<*  I  have  to  regret  that  circumstances  have 
occurred  on  the  South-Western  Frontier  of  the 
Transyaal  which  demand  my  vigilant  atten- 
tion.** 

If  the  Government  had  acted  with  proper 
vigour,  that  sentence  should  have  run 
somewhat  as  follows  : — 

'*  Circumstances  have  occurred  which  have 
received  my  vigilant  attention,  and  which  have 
necessitated  the  adoption  of  active  measures  to 
secure  peace  and  the  due  protection  of  the  Na- 
tive Chiefs,  in  accordance  with  my  pledgee  to 
them." 

The  Speech  went  on — 

"  In  conjunction  with  the  Government  of  the 
Cape  Colony  I  am  engaged  in  considering  the 
means  which  may  bo  required  to  secure  the 
faithful  observance  of  the  Convention  of  the 
present  year." 

He,  for  one,  heartily  hailed  the  co- 
operation of  the  Cape  Government  and 
Colonists.  He  had  never  doubted  their 
readiness  to  assist  us,  if  they  saw  we 
were  determined  to  act;  but  our  in- 
action had  encouraged  those  Colonists, 
and  there  was  a  considerable  number  of 
them,  who  were  in  their  hearts  favour- 
able to  the  Boers  and  to  the  Africander 
policy,  while  it  had  discouraged  our 
friends,  who  viewed  the  Boer  proceedings 
with  distrust  and  alarm.  He  would, 
therefore,  seek  the  co-operation  of  the 
Cape  Government,  and  would  press  for 
it.  But  it  must  be  remembered  that 
the  Imperial  Government  had  duties 
and  obligations  of  its  own,  which  the 
Cape  Government  had  not ;  and  we  were 
bound  to  meet  those  responsibilities,  and 
to  act  up  to  them  at  once,  without  waste 
of  time  or  delay  in  negotiating  and 
making  arrangements  with  the  Cape 
Government  as  to  the  exact  amount  and 
mode  of  assistance  they  would  give.  Our 
duty  in  this  respect  was  well  stated  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  moved  the  Address 
with  80  much  eloquence  and  ability— 
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**If  peace  ii  «ver  to  mgTi  in  So  nth  Africa^ 
if  respect  for  the  British  name  19  to  continue 
there,  and  if  South  Afnea  is  to  remoia  an  in- 
tegrnl  portion  of  Her  Majeaty^a  Domioiona,  we 
»hiill  have  to  deal  with  the  mR tiers  arising  there 
ivith  a  firm  and  steady  hand.'* 

The  Speech  from  the  Throne  was  not 
comforting;  but  he  could  not  but  think 
that  einee  that  Speech  wa8  composed. 
Her  Majesty^B  Grovernnaent  had  had  to 
reconeidtfr  their  position,  in  face  of  the 
leeliog  in  the  country,  and  had  seen  the 
aeoessity  of  more  decided  action.  He 
wa«  glad  to  learn  that  81  r  Charles 
Warren  was  to  be  supported  by  a  fetronjOf 
force.  He  had  feared  lest  Sir  Charles 
Warren  should  be  sent  out  as  General 
Gordon  wblb  sent  out,  alone,  as  a  scape- 
goat into  the  wilderness,  to  bear  the 
fdns  of  the  Government  upon  bim,  or,  as 
Lord  Northbrook  had  been  aentout^  **  to 
advise  and  report."  Ho  trusted  that  tlie 
force  would  be  a  sufficient  force.  He 
trusted,  moreover,  that  if,  as  was  not 
unlikely,  upon  the  report  of  this  force 
going  up  into  Bechuanaland,  some  kind 
of  peace  was  established  there^  the  Go- 
yernment  would  not  be  satif^fied  with 
this,  and  adopt  a  retrograde  policy. 
Such  a  peace  could  only  be  temporary, 
and  would  be  broken  again  if  the  Go- 
vernment resumed  their  former  policy. 
Some  exhibition  of  force  must  be  shown 
in  Bechuanaland;  and,  peace  or  no  peace, 
Sir  Charles  Warren,  backed  up  by  some 
force,  should  go  up  and  endeavour  to 
establish  a  firm  and  lasting  peace  there, 
and  once  for  all  impose  some  lasting 
check  upon  the  Boers.  Without  some 
such  show  of  jmwer,  the  Transvaal  Go- 
vernment would  soon  renew  their  policy 
of  aggression.  He  thanked  the  House 
for  having  listened  to  him  with  such 
patience,  and  he  felt  that  an  apology  for 
the  length  of  his  speech  was  the  more 
necessary,  because  it  was  clear  that  the 
discussion  must  bo  renewed  at  some 
later  date  when  further  Papers  hud  been 
presented. 

Mr.  WODEHOUSE  said,  it  would  be 
unnecessary  for  him  to  follow  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  over  the 
whole  ground  traversed  in  his  speech ; 
but  he  w^ould  make  a  few  observations 
on  some  of  the  topics  to  which  it  re- 
ferred. They  were  obviously  at  a  dis- 
advantage in  discussing  these  events 
which  had  taken  place  on  the  Soutli- 
Western  Frontier  of  the  Transvaal  with- 
out Papers  up  to  a  recent  date  j  and  he 


had  no  desire  to  prejudge  questions  or 
proceedings  on  which  further  Papers 
would  give  authentic  information.  But 
the  House  knew,  from  Papers  already 
in  their  hands,  that,  after  concluding'  a 
Convention  with  the  South  African  Re- 
public, Her  Majesty's  Government  de- 
cided to  establish  a  Brilif^h  Protectorate 
in  Bechuanaland,  the  expenses  of  which 
were  to  be  jidntlj  borne  by  the  Imperial 
and  Cape  Governments.  They  accord- 
ingly appointed  Mr.  Mackenzie  to  be  the 
Agent  and  Representative  of  British 
authority  in  the  new  Protpctorate,  and, 
as  was  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Member 
forMidhurst  (Sir  Henry  Holland),  that 
appointment  was  a  peculiar  one.  He 
did  not  condemn  it;  it  was  made  on  the, 
strong  recommendation  of  Sir  Hercule 
Hobiason.  He  only  said  that  it  wa©< 
pet'uliart  and  that  Mr.  Mackenzie's  per- 
sonality alone  had  a  marked  signifi- 
cance, because,  from  the  time  of  the  Anti- 
Slavery  movement  down  to  the  present 
hour,  the  Missionary  had  been  the  type 
and  incarnation  of  principles  as  to  the 
treatment  of  Natives  which  irritated  the 
Dutch  Boers  of  South  Africa.  Moreover, 
this  particular  Missionary,  Mr.  Macken- 
zie, was  known  to  bo  the  eager  advocate 
of  a  far-reaching  policy  of  Native  ad- 
ministration by  European  officers,  and 
the  central  idea  of  his  policy  was  the  ex*l 
pansion  of  such  a  Native  aclministratiou 
under  Imperial,  and  not  under  Colonial' 
control.  Mr.  Mackenzie,  however,  soon 
vacated  office,  apparently  in  deference  to 
the  suspicions  and  ill-will  of  our  partner 
in  the  Protectorate,  the  Cape  Govern- 
ment, and  his  place  was  taken  by  Mr. 
Rhodes,  a  Cape  politician.  Now,  Mr. 
Rhodes  was  also  a  man  with  a  policy ; 
but  the  central  idea  of  his  policy  was 
to  exclude  what  he  called  the  Imperial 
factor  from  Bechuanaland.  If,  then, 
the  very  divergent  policies  of  the  two*^ 
Imperial  Agents  atforded  any  clue  to  - 
the  aims  and  intentions  of  HerMajesty*s 
Government^  there  would  seem  to  have  , 
been  some  change  of  view  on  their  parfe^ 
when  Mr.  Mackenzie  gave  way  to  Mr. 
Rhodes.  To  judge  from  the  Papera 
distributed  that  morning,  Mr.  MackenziOj 
did  not  appear  to  have  had  a  very  clea 
insight  into  the  situation  with  which 
he  had  to  deal ;  but  in  estimating  his 
success,  every  allowance  should  be  made 
fur  the  miserably  inadequate  resources 
at  his  command  to  vindicate  authority 
amidst  bands  of  reckless  and  desperate 
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men.  An  officer  sent  np  to  establish  a 
Protectorate  in  the  name  of  a  great 
Power  should  at  least  be  armed  with 
the  means  of  rendering  the  protection 
which  he  offered  a  reality  and  not  a 
mockery.  All  our  world-wide  experience 
taught  us  that  a  great  Power  in  contact 
with  turbulent  and  barbarous  communi- 
ties could  seldom,  if  ever,  conduct  affairs 
with  credit  and  success  on  a  rigid  ad- 
herence to  the  limited  liability  principle. 
The  House  knew  so  little  at  present 
about  the  circumstances  in  which  Sir 
Charles  Warren  was  being  despatched 
to  South  Africa,  that  he  would  only  ex- 
press a  hope  that  that  officer  would  not 
he  denied  a  sufficiency  either  of  men  or 
of  money  to  insure  the  success  of  his 
mission.  At  the  present  moment  an 
attempt  was  being  made  to  settle  matters 
in  Bechuanaland  by  the  combined  action 
of  the  Imperial  and  Cape  Governments ; 
and  he  (Mr.  Wodehouse)  must  own  that 
this  partnership  with  the  Cape  Govern- 
ment filled  him  with  misgivings.  The 
observance  of  the  Convention  by  the 
Transvaal  Government,  the  execution  of 
justice  on  the  murderers  of  Mr.  Bethell, 
the  expulsion  of  freebooters  from  Mont* 
sioa's  territory,  and  our  general  obliga- 
tions towards!  the  Natives  were  Imperial 
matters;  and,  while  admitting  the  ad- 
vantages of  Colonial  co-operation,  he 
would  decline  to  confide  Imperial  obli- 
gations towards  the  Natives  or  Imperial 
honour  to  the  keeping  of  a  Cape  Govern- 
ment. He  would  explain  why  he  said 
so.  The  late  Cape  Ministry — the  Minis- 
try of  Sir  Thomas  Scanlan — ^lent  cannon 
to  the  Transvaal  Gt)verDment  for  the 
subjugation  of  Mapoch  and  his  tribe, 
but  would  never  give  facilities  for  the 
Natives  to  obtain  arms  and  ammunition 
for  their  own  defence,  and  when  they 
were  asked  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  lend  a  few  policemen  for  service 
in  Bechuanaland,  they  refused  to  do  so. 
But  matters  were  worse  now  under  the 
auspices  of  the  present  Cape  Ministry, 
whose  very  existence  depended  upon  the 
support  of  that  extreme  Africander  Party, 
whose  scarcely  veiled  object  was  to  thrust 
British  Sovereignty  out  of  South  Africa, 
or  at  least  to  reduce  it  to  a  mere  empty 
name.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  that  House, 
as  guardians  of  British  interests  and  the 
national  honour,  would  narrowly  ex- 
amine all  proposals  for  the  settlem9nt 
of  Bechuanaland   issuing  from  such  a 
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source ;  and  he  would  beg  Her  Majesty's 
Gbvernment  not  to  feel  too  confident 
that,  after  all,  the  Cape  Gk>vemment 
would  take  Bechuanaland  off  their 
hands.  He  was  aware  that  both  Houses 
of  the  Cape  Legislature  had  passed 
Besolutions  favourable  to  the  annexa- 
tion of  Bechuanaland  to  the  Colony;  but 
Cape  politicians  were  seldom  hampered 
in  their  movements  by  any  austere  and 
pedantic  consistency,  and  he  believed 
that  the  extreme  Africander  Party 
would  rather  have  Bechuanaland  an- 
nexed to  the  Transvaal  than  to  their 
own  Colony.  No  doubt,  if  everything 
were  smooth  and  peaceful  in  Bechaana- 
land,  the  Cape  Government  and  Parlia- 
ment might  be  willing  to  annex  it ;  but 
while  there  were  any  risks  to  be  run, 
while  there  was  any  occasion  for  the 
forcible  assertion  of  authority,  we  should 
look  altogether  in  vain  for  substantial 
help  from  that  quarter.  Now,  turning 
to  the  opposite  border  of  the  Transvaal^ 
he  must  express  the  regret  with  which, 
he  read  the  despatch  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  of  the  19th  of  August  with  re- 
gard to  the  Zulu  Chief,  Usibepu.  That 
Chief  was  described  by  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  only  a 
few  weeks  ago,  as  a  brave  man  and  a 
good  friend  of  England  ;  and  now  his 
overthrow  had  been  shamefully  accom- 
plished by  filibustering  Boers  without 
a  finger  being  lifted  to  save  him.  The 
Secretary  of  State  said  that  whatever 
risk  or  inconvenience  there  might  have 
been  in  rendering  him  assistance,  it 
would  have  been  rendered,  had  there 
been  any  obligation  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  aid  him.  But  was  there 
no  obligation  ?  To  his  (Mr.  Wodehouse's) 
mind,  nothing  could  efface  the  obligations 
imposed  on  us  towards  the  Zulu  people 
by  the  cruel  wrong  of  the  Zulu  "War. 
Moreover,  we  knew,  on  the  authority 
of  Lord  Wolseley  himself,  that  none  of 
the  13  Chiefs  appointed  by  the  Im- 
perial Government  would  have  accepted 
their  positions,  had  they  had  the  slightest 
expectation  of  the  restoration  of  Cete- 
wayo,  and  it  was  the  acceptance  of  this 
position  which  especially  drew  upon 
Usibepu  the  implacable  animosity  of  the 
Usutus.  Most  emphatic  testimony  had 
been  repeatedly  borne  by  Sir  Heniy 
Bulwer  to  the  loyalty  of  this  Chief,  and 
his  habitual  deference  to  the  advice  of 
Sir  Henry  Bulwer  and  ike  Resident 
Commissioner,    and,    considering    that 
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his  one  or  two  so-called  oflenFive 
operatiODa  were  really  defensive,  in 
spirit  and  purpose,  it  seemed  hardly 
generous  to  fling  them  in  bis  faoe  as 
excused  for  leaTlng  kim  a  victim  to 
Boers  whom  be  had  never  wronged. 
He  was  at  least  entitled  to  something 
more  than  a  bare  refuge  in  the  Reserve, 
coupled  with  a  lecture  and  a  warniog 
that  if  he  did  not  behave  himself  there, 
would  be  turned  out.  Lord  Berby 
id  that  opinion  was  hopelessly  divided 
to  the  degree  of  blame  to  be  assigned 
to  each  Chief  and  Party ;  but  as  regards 
XJsibepu,  the  witnesses  in  his  favour 
were  Bir  Henry  BulwerandMr.  Osborn, 
while  the  only  witnesses  against  him 
were  entirely  irresponsible  persons. 
Surely,  then,  Her  Majesty's  Goveru- 
ment  might  attach  the  most  weight  to 
the  testimony  of  their  own  officers, 
espeoially  when  one  of  them  was  a 
gentleman  of  such  high  character  and 
60  much  experience  as  Sir  Henry  BuLwer. 
Next,  OS  to  the  question  of  appointing 
Commissioners  on  the  Eastern  border  of 
the  Transvaal,  the  2nd  Article  of  the 
,ew  Convention  stipulated  that  the 
uth  African  Hepublic  should  appoint 
mmissionera,  whose  duties  should  be 
to  guard  against  trespassing  over  the 
border.  Whether  such  Commissioners 
Lad  been  appointed  he  did  not  know, 
nor  did  it  matter  much,  for  the  Boer 
Commissioners  would  be  pretty  certain 
to  ignore  their  duties.  But  the  2nd 
Article  of  the  Convention  also  provided 
that,  if  necessary,  Commissioners  were  to 
be  appointed  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, to  maintain  order  and  prevent 
encroachments.  If,  then,  disorder  and  an- 
archy constituted  necessity,  surely  there 
had  been  more  than  enough  of  both  to 
justify  the  appointment  of  Oommis- 
sioners.  Again,  the  12th  Article  of 
the  Convention  recognized  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  Swazrs ;  and  he  bolievod 
their  territory  to  be  in  imminent  danger 
of  absorption  by  the  Boers.  In  the 
spring  of  the  present  year,  Bir  Hercules 
Bobinson  and  the  Eesident  at  Pretoria 
had  pressed  on  the  Secretary  of  State 
the  need  and  advantages  of  a  British 
Agency  among  the  Swazis.  Lord  Derby 
admitted  that  there  might  be  ad  vantages 
in  such  an  Agency,  and  directed  that  the 
King  of  the  Swaiis  should  be  asked 
whether  he  would  defray  the  cost  of  it. 
If  the  Secretary  of  State  meant  to  do 
nothing,  why  did  he  put  that  question 
to  the  Swftzi  King?     Why  raise  f&l«6 
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hopes  ?  On  the  other  hand,  if  the  estab  - 
lishment  of  a  British  Agency  in  the 
Swazi  territory  was  a  good  thing,  why 
was  it  not  done?  What  were  they  wait- 
ing for?  Waiting  till  it  was  too  late? 
With  regard  to  the  consequences  of 
postponiDg  action,  he  would  remind  the 
House  that  in  the  middle  of  last  July 
the  Under  Secretary  stated,  in  reply 
to  a  Question,  that  such  an  event  aa 
the  establishment  of  a  new  Boer  Repub- 
lic in  Zuhiland  was  a  thing  of  the  future. 
That  was  a  reason  for  doing  nothing. 
But  the  sequel  proved  it  to  be  a  thing 
of  an  exceedingly  near  future,  and  it  was 
now  a  thing  of  the  past — an  aeeomplished 
fact.  That,  he  supposed,  was  an  equally 
cogent  reason  for  doing  nothing.  The 
creation  of  this  new  Republic  in  Zululand 
raised  considerations  of  vital  importance 
for  the  ftiture  of  South  Africa,  He  un- 
derstood it  to  be  the  view  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  that  this  Republic 
was  set  up,  as  it  were,  at  the  invitation 
of  the  Zulus ;  that  the  Boer  adventurers 
were  invited  to  come  and  were  given  a 
vast  tract  of  country  as  the  price  of 
Usibepu^s  destruction.  We  might  be 
sure,  however,  that  if  the  establishment 
of  this  Boer  Republic  in  Zululand  were 
contemplated  by  us  with  tacit  acqui* 
escence,  other  Republics  of  similar 
character  would  spring  into  life,  with 
the  open  or  secret  encouragement  of  the 
Transvaal  authorities.  No  one  could 
cling  any  longer  to  the  belief  that  the 
Transvaal  Government  would  ever  take 
honest  measures  to  pro  vent  trespassing  ; 
and  Boer  marauders  had  never  had  the 
slightest  difficulty  in  trumping  up  these 
so-called  invitations,  because,  if  the  actual 
Chief  of  a  district  objected  to  their  pre- 
sence, they  set  up  a  rival  and  pretender^ 
from  whom  they  professed  to  have  re- 
ceived grants  of  land  in  return  for  their 
recognition  of  him  as  paramount  Chief. 
The  Boers  created  a  disturbance,  and 
then  they  announced  that  the  disturbance 
demanded  their  intervention  in  the  in- 
terests of  humanity  and  peace.  Let  ua 
realize  that  acquiesence  in  the  establish- 
ment of  these  Republics  was  virtually 
the  surrender  of  South  Africa  to  the 
Boers.  They  wanted  to  get  down  to  the 
sea,  and  they  would  soon  seize  the 
Am  a  tonga  country  as  well  as  the  Swazl 
country.  With  the  Boers  on  the  sea  in 
the  East,  and  the  German  Settlement  at 
Angra  Pequena  in  the  West,  he  appre- 
hended that,  diiEcult  as  had  been  the 
management  of  South  African  afiPairs  m 
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the  past,  it  would  be  a  (^ood  deal  more 
difficult  in  the  future.  There  were  some 
in  this  country,  he  knew,  who  looked 
upon  the  expansion  of  the  Boers  in  South 
Africa  with  indifference,  if  not  with 
positive  satisfaction,  and  who  seemed  to 
think  that  their  rule  was  beneficial  rather 
than  otherwise  to  the  Natives.  Those 
views,  he,  for  one,  could  not  share,  and 
he  still  leaned  to   the  hope    that  the 

golicy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
outh  Africa  would  be  inspired  by  a 
desire  to  maintain  there  the  Sovereign 
authority  and  supremacy  of  the  British 
Power. 

SiB  FREDERICK  MILNER  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment were  to  be  subjected  to  a  very 
severe  cross-fire  from  both  sides  of  the 
House.  It  was  difficult  for  an  English- 
man to  speak  of  South  African  affairs 
without  a  feeling  of  intense  bitterness 
and  contempt  for  those  who  were  re- 
sponsible for  their  present  unsatisfac- 
tory condition.  It  would  be  his  object, 
in  dealing  with  this  question,  to  avoid 
all  bitterness  and  partizanship.  His  ob- 
ject in  rising  was  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  murder  of  Mr. 
Bethell;  but,  before  doing  so,  he  de- 
sired to  allude  to  what  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter the  other  night,  in  reply  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, said  with  regard  to  South  Africa. 
He  said — 

"  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred  with 
a  juit  reserve  to  the  suhject  of  South  Africa. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Mover  of  the  Address  aimed, 
I  think,  at  depicting  what  he  deemed  to  be  a 
just  position  on  this  subject— namely,  that  we 
ought  to  make  up  our  own  minds  as  to  that  which 
we  deem  to  be  necessary,  either  for  the  honour  or 
for  the  just  interests  of  Uie  country ;  and,  having 
made  up  our  minds,  to  adhere  firmly  to  the  in- 
tention  so  formed.  That  is,  I  believe,  a  per- 
fectly accurate  description  of  the  present  posi- 
tion.^ In  framing  the  Convention  of  1884,  we 
certainly  endeavoured  to  proceed  on  the  lines  of 
moderation  ;  but  that  was  with  the  view  that, 
having  proceeded  on  those  lines,  the  stipulations 
contained  in  that  Convention  must  be  respected, 
and  it  would  be  our  duty  both  ourselves  to  ad- 
here to  them,  and  likewise  to  expect,  and  if 
necessary  require,  that  they  riiould  be  adhered 
to  by  others." 

He  thought  the  House  would  agree  with 
him  that  these  were  noble  sentiments, 
and,  if  strictly  acted  up  to,  he  had  no 
doubt  that  they  might  speedily  antici- 
pate a  satisfactory  settlement  of  the  pre- 
sent chaos  in  South  Africa.  But  he 
ventured,  with  all  due  deference,  to 
assert  that  the  Prime  Minister  had  enun-  ' 
oiated  many  noble  sentiments  in  his  time 


which  had,  alas!  remained  sentiments 
only  to  the  present  day,  and  they  oould 
only  hope  most  sincerely  that  he  really 
did  mean  business  this  time.     It  seemed 
to  him  that  if  the  Goyemment  had  only 
made  up  their  minds  in  1881,  after  the 
disgraceful  truce  f ollowinfi^  the  defeat  of 
our  troops  at  Majuba  Hill— if  they  had 
only  made  up  their  minds  as  to  what 
they  deemed  necessary  for  the  honour 
and  just  interests  of  the  country,  and 
having  done  so,  if  they  had  adhered  to 
the  intention  so  formed,  the  Convention 
of  1884  would  never  have  been  required ; 
but,  on  the  contrary,  the  originid  Ck>n- 
vention  would  have  been  enforced  to  the 
letter,  the  rights  of  the  loyal  Natives 
would  have  been  respected,  and  South 
Africa  would  have  been  spared  the  hor- 
rors of  the  past  three  years.     He  trusted 
he  was  right  in  thinking  that  the  Go- 
vernment had   at  length  realized    the 
necessity  for  prompt  and  vigorous  action; 
but  he  confessed  he,  like  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  introduced  the  debate,  had  read 
with  regret  the  paragraph  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Speech  dealing  with  the  affairs  in 
the  Transvaal,  and  instead  of  reading 
that  Her  Majesty  was  engaged  in  con- 
sidering the  means  which  might  be  re- 
quired to  secure  the  faithful  observance 
of  the  Convention  of  the  present  year, 
he  wished  they  could  have   read  that 
Her  Majesty  had  decided  to  send  out 
Sir  Charles  Warren  as  High  Commis- 
sioner to  insure  that  the  terms  of  the 
Convention  of  1884  were  rigorously  car- 
ried out.     He  was  sick  of  hearing  what 
the  Government  were  going  to  do;  he 
longed  to  see  the  time  when  they  would 
act  with  promptitude  and  vigour.      It 
seemed  to  him  a  great  pity  that  Her 
Majesty's     Government,    having    once 
decided  the  line  to  be  taken,  shoidd  not 
have  left  it  more  to  competent  men  on 
the  spot  to  carry  out,  in  the  best  possible 
way,  what  they  had  decided  to  be  ne- 
cessary for  the  honour  and  just  interests 
of  the    country.     He   was  very  much 
struck  by  au  extract  he  read  in  aBadical 
paper  the  other  day,  which  bore  him  out 
strongly  in  this  view  by  saying — 

''Three-fourths  of  our  difficulties  all  the 
world  over  arise  from  our  ignoring  the  self- 
evident  fact  that  any  sensible  man  on  the  spot, 
in  a  position  of  responsibility,  is  much  more 
likely  to  be  right  than  a  dozen  gentlemen  sitting 
round  a  green  table  in  Downing  Street,  who 
are  preoccupied  with  other  affairs,  and  know 
next  to  nothing  about  the  local  conditions  of  the 
case  with  which  they  are  called  upon  to'deaL" 

Turning  to  the  object  for  whioh  lie  rose^ 
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and  about  which  he  put  a  Question  in  the 
House  on  Monday  laet—the  murder  of 
Mr.  Bethell — as  a  representative  of  his 
family,  he  had  been  requested  to  bring 
the  subject  to  the  notice  of  Parliament^ 
and  place  before  the  House  and  the 
Government  what  he  hoped  they  would 
coDsider  the  most  reasonable  demands 
of  his  family.  He  had  got  the  facts 
Bupplied  from  a  letter  by  Mr,  Beth  ell*  e 
brother,  Mr,  Christopher  Bethell  went 
to  South  Africa  in  theearly  part  of  1878, 
and  soon  after  his  arrival  joined  the 
Diamond  Field  Force  under  Sir  Charles, 
then  Colonel,  Warren,  He  served 
through  the  operations  in  Griqualand 
West  and  Bechuanaland,  and  was  then 
sent  by  Sir  Charles  Warren  to  Bechuana- 
land, as  Intelligence  Officer,  to  reside 
with  Mont^ioa,  Chief  of  the  Baralongs, 
and  Sir  Charles  Warren  had  borne  tes- 
timony to  his  services  and  his  abilities. 
Early  in  1880  the  post  of  Intelligence 
Officer  was  abolished ;  but  Mr.  Bethell 
remained  with  Montsioa,  and  became  his 
agent  and  adviser.  It  was  hardly  no- 
cessary  for  him  to  remind  the  House  that 
Montsioa  had  long  been  a  faithful  ally 
of  ours.  Before  1880  ho  was  actually 
protected  by  us.  In  our  Transvaal 
troubles  in  1881  he  not  only  protoot*>d 
our  friends  who  escaped  from  the  Boers, 
but  offered  Sir  George  Colley  material 
assistance.  The  Convention  of  1881 
made  him  an  immediate  neighbour 
of  the  Transvaal  Eepublic;  but  he 
was  assured  by  our  Government  that 
the  boundary  should  be  respected,  and 
that  we  should  not  forget  the  rights 
of  our  faithful  allies.  Mr,  Bethell  re- 
mained with  Montsioa,  as  he  had  eaid, 
to  the  interest  of  Montsioa  and  the 
welfare  of  the  Native  tribes.  As  Mout- 
eioa'B  ageut,  it  became  his  duty  to  repoH 
to  the  authorities  that  the  Boers  were  not 
observing  the  Convention,  but  raiding 
across  the  borders  and  stealing  cattle. 
The  aggressions  went  on  unceasingly,  and 
it  was  mainly  owing  to  his  support  that 
Montsioa  and  his  people  were  enabled 
in  some  degree  to  keep  off  his  robber 
neighbours.  This  was  no  exaggerated 
statement,  as  was  known  to  anyone  who 
was  conversant  with  the  affairs  of  Bechu- 
analand, They  knew  that  Montsioa, 
immediately  alter  Mr.  B e their s  death, 
succumbed  in  despair  to  his  foes.  The 
Boer  iilihusters  had  an  intense  dread  of 
Mr.  Bethell^  and  regarded  him  with  al- 
most  s  iperstiiious  awe  in  conseq[uence 


of  his  miraculous  escapes.  He  knew  for 
a  fact  that  for  some  12  months  before 
Mr.  Betheirs  death  a  price  of  5,000 
dollars  was  set  on  his  head  by  the  Boers. 
Towards  the  end  of  last  July  the  filibus- 
ters crossed  the  boundary  in  force,  and 
collected  a  quantity  of  cattle.  On  July 
31 J  anxious  to  bring  on  a  battle,  tbey  i 
drove  their  Cfipture  in  sight  of  Montsioa's 
kraal,  Mr.  Bethell  led  the  Natives,  who 
went  out  to  recapture  the  cattle.  In  the 
fight  that  took  place  he  was  badly 
wounded,  and  left  lying  on  the  ground, 
the  Natives  being  defeated  with  great 
loss.  He  was  found  by  two  or  more 
Boers,  who  taunted  him  with  having  at 
last  fallen  into  their  hands,  and  pre- 
sently shot  kim  dead — murdered  hira  as 
he  lay.  Shortly  before  his  death  Mr. 
Bethell  was  appointed  by  Mr.  Mackenzie 
Acting  Chief  of  the  Frontier  Police,  and 
was  recommended  to  the  proper  authori- 
ties for  the  regular  appointment.  He  was 
thus  a  Government  officer  in  the  execu- 
tion of  his  duty  when  he  was  murdered. 
He  was  also  an  Englishman,  who  fought 
to  uphold  British  faith — who  fought,  in 
short,  as  most  of  his  countrymen  would 
admit,  for  the  honour  of  our  Flag,  From 
another  account  supplied  himby  BethelFg 
brother,  now  at  the  Cape,  it  appeared 
that  he  was  wounded  while  herocially 
endeavouring  to  rescue  Montsioa'a  son, 
who  was  left  wounded  on  the  ground. 
Such  was  a  short  account  of  this  bravo 
man's  career  in  South  Africa,  and  he 
thought  the  House  would  agree  with  him 
when  he  said  they  had  lost  as  gallant  a 
hero  as  ever  bore  the  name  of  English- 
man. There  was  something  to  him  in- 
expressibly touching  in  this  brave  man'e 
death.  In  the  fulness  of  his  youth  and 
vigour  of  his  manhood,  he  gave  up  his 
friends,  his  prospects,  the  comforts  of 
civilization,  and  made  his  lot  with  these 
half-savage  tribes.  And  what  for  ? 
Simply  because  h©  recognized  the  duty 
that  was  due  from  England  to  them,  and, 
like  the  gallant  Gordon  in  the  Soudan, 
he  determined  to  do  his  duty  by  theae 
Native  tribes,  and  leave  to  the  English 
Government  the  indelible  disgrace  of 
having  deserted  them,  Bethell  was 
absolutely  worshipped  by  every  Native 
in  Bechuanaland.  They  looked  upon 
him  as  their  saviour  and  only  friend, 
and  among  the  Colonists  he  was  univer^ 
sally  liked.  In  a  notice  which  appeared 
in  a  Cape  Town  paper  in  a  deep  mourn- 
ing border,  it  was  said — 
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**  The  late  Mr.  Bethell  was  a  courteous  gentle- 
man and  of  great  promise.  He  made  iriends 
wherever  he  went,  and  it  filled  the  hearts  of 
many  here  with  deep  sorrow  when  they  heard 
that  one  they  loved  so  well  had  been  sent  to  his 
grave  thus  early  in.  his  life  in  this  cruel  way. 
His  relatives  at  home  have  the  deepest  sym- 
pathies from  iiiQ  people  here,  and  knowing  as 
we  do  how  strong  Colonel  Warren's  affection  for 
his  late  nephew  was,  we  tender  to  him  our 
sincere  condolence." 

He  submitted  to  the  House  what  he 
trusted  the  G-overnment  would  consider 
the  reasonable  demands  of  his  family. 
In  the  first  place,  they  demanded  the 
arresc  and  trial  of  his  murderers.  They 
did  this  in  no  vindictive  feeling,  but 
simply  in  the  interest  of  justice  and 
humanity.  The  only  piece  of  recrimina- 
tion in  which  he  would  indulge  was  in 
saying  it  seemed  to  him  a  most  extra- 
oixLinary  thing  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment should  have  allowed  all  this 
time  to  elapse  without  taking  any  steps 
which  would  have  appeared  palpably 
necessary  to  take  in  order  to  avenge  the 
death  of  this  noble  man.  The  whole 
circumstances  of  the  case  were  well 
known  to  his  family  before  the  end  of 
August,  and  had  he  known  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  the  same  power  of  obtain- 
ing information  as  the  family  had,  they 
would  have  been  only  too  glad  to  have 
supplied  them  with  the  full  facts  which 
would  have  justified  them  in  taking  im- 
mediate and  prompt  action.  This  was 
no  ordinary  crime — not  a  murder  com- 
mitted in  the  heat  of  passion  or  under 
the  influence  of  drink — but  a  deliberate, 
cold-blooded,  brutal  murder  of  a  brave 
man,  lying  wounded  and  helpless  on  the 
field  of  battle;  and  he  thought  the 
House  would  agree  with  him  that  a 
more  atrocious  crime  could  not  possibly 
have  been  committed,  and  that  the 
common  interests  of  justice  demand  that 
the  murderers  should  be  delivered  up. 
In  the  second  place,  they  asked  that  the 
death  of  Mr.  Bethell  might  accomplish 
that  for  which  he  gave  his  life.  They 
asked  that  the  Government  even  now  at 
the  eleventh  hour  might  do  their  duty  to 
those  Natives  who  had  been  loyal  and 
true  to  them  in  their  hour  of  need.  They 
asked  that  the  Government  would  insist 
upon  the  restoration  of  their  land  and 
compensation)  as  far  as  possible,  for  the 
cattle  that  had  been  taken  away  from 
them,  and  that  the  Government  should 
make  preparations  for  defending  them 
in  future  from  the  incursions  of  their 
rapacious     neighbours.    It    had    been 
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urged  that  to  do  this  would  inyolve  an 
enormous  amount  of  expenditure,  and 
probably  a  great  loss  of  human  lite. 
Even  if  it  were  so,  he  maintained  that  it 
was  England's  duty  to  do  it.  But  he 
thought  the  Government  had  altogether 
mistaken  the  character  of  the  Boers. 
Certain  enthusiasts  had  described  them 
as  most  devotional,  Gt>d-fearing,  psalm- 
singing,  pastoral  people,  who  oared  for 
nothing  but  living  peacefully  and  quietly 
on  their  farms.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
from  information  he  had  received  from 
residents  there,  the  opinion  he  had 
formed  of  them  was  that  they  were  the 
most  bloodthirsty,  treacherous  race  that 
ever  disgraced  the  civilized  world.  He 
could  give  authentic  accounts  of  bar- 
barities and  acts  of  cruelty  they  had 
practised  which  would  shock  hon.  Mem- 
bers, and  he  never  respected  more  the 
discernment  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  London — one  of  the  most 
hospitable  Lord  Mayors  that  ever  did 
the  honours  at  the  Mansion  House — 
than  when  he  refused  to  receive  at  his 
table  the  delegates  of  this  blood-stained 
race.  But  in  addition  to  this,  he  had  it 
on  the  best  authority — namely,  that  of 
Mr.  Bethell  himself  —  that  the  Boera, 
when  once  tackled,  were  the  most  arrant 
cowards,  as  bullies  were  generally 
known  to  be;  and  he  was  perfectly 
certain  of  this,  that  if  once  flngland 
were  to  show  a  firm  front  and  to  let 
th^m  know  we  were  not  going  to  stand 
any  nonsense,  they  would  knuckle  down 
and  give  very  little  further  trouble.  It 
was  the  position  of  irresolution  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  taken 
up  since  they  had  been  in  Office  that 
had  induced  those  men  to  treat  us  as  so 
much  dirt.  However,  he  did  not  wish 
to  enter  now  into  a  general  discussion 
of  our  policy  in  the  Transvaal  Our 
Oolonies  were  now  thoroughly  aroused, 
and  there  was  no  doubt  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  at  last  realized  that 
proper  action  must  be  taken.  God  knew 
that  he  had  not  brought  this  matter  for- 
ward in  any  way  from  Party  feeling,  and 
no  one  would  rejoice  more  than  himself 
if  the  Government  would  now  at  the 
eleventh  hour  recognize  their  duties  and 
win  back  the  respect  they  had  lost.  He 
had  endeavoured  to  place  before  the 
House  an  absolutely  accurate  account  of 
the  life  and  death  of  this  brave  English 
officer,  who  sacrificed  his  life  in  vindica- 
tion of  English  honour,  and  he  trusted 
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th6  GoyernmeDt  would  not  think  liim 
unreasonable  in  what  ha  had  asked.  He 
had  demanded  that,  in  oommon  justice, 
",oae  devila  in  human  shape  who  per- 
trated  this  atrocious  and  ahominable 
Ime  should  at  once  be  given  up  to 
ustice ;  and,  for  the  rest,  he  could 
assure  the  House  that  nothing  could 
help  more  to  soothe  the  grief  of  the 
relations  and  friends  of  brave  Chris- 
topher Bethel  1>  than  if  they  knew  that 
by  his  death  he  had  been  the  means  of 
obtaining  that  for  which  he  eu  cheer- 
fully sacrificed  his  prospects,  his  com- 
'  rts^  and  his  life — namely,  the  reoogni- 
on  by  England  of  the  rights,  services, 
d  claims  of  those  loyal  Native  tribes 
ong  whom  he  lived,  and  for  whose 
Bake  he  died 

Kr,  CROPPER^aid,  that,  in  com- 
mon with  all  Members  on  his  side  of  the 
Ho  use  r  he  sympathized  with  the  la&t 
speaker  in  what  he  had  said,  as  a  public 
man  and  as  a  relative,  of  the  sad  death 
of  Mr.  Christopher  Bethell,  of  which  the 
country  had  heard  with  feelings  of  re- 
gret and  indignation,  and  whose  career 
seemod  to  have  been  distinguished  by 
so  much  bravery  and  so  much  devotion 
to  the  Native  tribes.  We  were  accus- 
tomed to  find  brave  men  in  the  Public 
Service  j  but  it  was  not'common  to  find 
men  so  devoted,  not  only  to  their  duty, 
but  also  to  the  rights  of  men  whose 
skins  were  dark,  and  whose  circum- 
stances were  so  different  from  ours,  and 
in  whose  cause  they  were  willing  to  live 
and  to  die.  He  sfiould  be  supported  by 
both  sides  of  the  House  in  expressing 
sympathy  with  his  relatives,  the  two 
Members  for  Tork,  It  was,  perhaps, 
useless  to  echo  the  complaint  that  the 
Blue  Book  had  been  delivered  that 
morning,  and  that  there  had  not  been 
time  to  study  it.  With  respect  to  Mr. 
Mackenzie,  he  confessed  he  had  not 
heard  with  any  great  feelings  of  hope 
of  the  appointment  of  that  gentleman  as 
Military  Superintendent  in  Bochuana- 
land,  for  he  thought  it  always  well  that 
Missionaries  should  not  rise,  or,  he  would 
aay,  fall,  from  their  true  position  as 
teachers  of  religion  to  offices  that  re* 
quired  the  use  of  force  and  involved  the 
possibilities  of  bloodshed.  It  was  to  be 
regretted,  however,  that  when  Mr.  Mac* 
kenzie  did  accept  that  position  there  was 
but  slight  attention  paid  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  his  absolute  ne- 
oessities.  On  the  26fch  of  June  he  applied 


to  Sir  Hercules  Eobinson  that  his  small 
force  should  be  raised  to  100  men,  and 
that  £5,000  should  be  sent  to  him.  [Mr. 
EvBLYN  Ashley:  It  was  sent.]  The 
statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
the  best  answer  that  could  be  made  to 
his  observation^  but  it  was  unfortunate 
that  the  fact  was  not  mentioned  in  the 
Blue  Book ;  and  it  did  not  appear,  at  all 
events,  that  Mr,  Mackenzie  had  received 
the  100  men  whom  he  required.  It  did 
not  appear  in  what  circumstances  or 
under  what  compulsion  Mr,  Mackenzie 
had  resigned,  and  it  was  to  be  hoped 
something  would  be  done  for  him  by 
the  Government  he  had  tried  to  serve, 
He  trusted  they  would  hear  what  the 
Government  intended  to  do  with  regard 
to  the  protection  of  the  line  between  the 
boundary  of  Montsioa  and  that  of  the 
Boers,  Unless  there  was  a  show  of 
force  the  Convention  with  the  Boers 
would  not  be  sufficient  to  protect  ua 
and  the  Natives  from  constant  encroach- 
ment. Having  entered  into  the  Con- 
vention, and  made  a  determined  demand 
for  a  trade  route  and  a  delimitation  of 
ten'itory»  we  must  not  shrink  back  from 
the  position  we  had  taken  on  account  of 
an  expense  which  would  be  insignificant 
compared  with  what  we  were  incurring 
in  the  North  of  Africa,  If  Sir  Charles 
Warren  was  sent  out,  he  ought  to  be  aa- 
sured  that  he  should  not  be  deserted,  but 
that  he  should  be  upheld  in  thedemandg 
he  was  expected  to  make  on  the  Boers. 
He  knew  nothing  personally  of  the 
Boers ;  but  he  had  heard  from  many 
eye-witnesses  what  manner  of  men  they 
were.  From  conversation  with  the 
learned  Missionary,  Dr.  Moffatj  and 
others,  he  was  assured  that  the  Boers 
were  inveterate  slave-holders,  and  that 
they  acted  with  intolerable  arrogance  to 
any  whom  they  could  in  any  way  tyran- 
uj»e  over.  It  was  said  the  Boers  had  a 
great  respect  for  the  Bible;  but  he  waa 
afraid  it  was  the  respect  of  the  8outh 
American  slave-owner,  whose  favourite 
text  was — '*  Cursed  be  Canaan."  In  the 
ultimate  result  all  these  questions  must 
be  dealt  with  by  the  Cape  Colony.  He 
did  not  think  we  should  suffer  because 
the  Germans  took  an  adjacent  strip  of 
territory  ;  but  if  the  Cape  Colony  joined 
with  us  in  preventing  any  tyranny  over 
the  Black  races,  or  the  aggression  of  the 
Boers  upon  territories  which  we  had  said 
belonged  to  others,  we  must  encourage 
and    support   the    Cape    Colony,     He 
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trusted  to  hear  from  the  Front  Bench 
that  we  could  not  go  on  temporizing, 
and  would  act  deoisiyely.  Let  it  not 
be  said  that  they  entered  into  Conven- 
tions and  made  demands,  but  that  the 
moment  anyone  was  bold  enough  to 
violate  the  Convention  and  refuse  the 
demands,  they  shrunk  into  their  shell 
and  feared  to  enforce  their  rights.  As 
to  the  delay  in  producing  the  Correspon- 
dence, it  was  idle  to  say  there  was  any 
difficulty  in  finding  the  labour  required 
to  print  and  issue  a  few  sheets  of  paper. 
Mb.  R.  N.  fowler  (Lobd  Mayob) 
said,  he  had  listened  with  great  pleasure 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath  (Mr.  Wodehouse).  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber not  only  expressed  the  views  enter- 
tained by  the  Opposition,  but  he  hoped 
by  many  hon.  Members  on  the  Minis- 
terial side.  He  (Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler) 
could  scarcely  pretend  that  he  had 
mastered  the  Papers  issued  only  that 
morning;  but  he  wished  to  ctdl  the 
attention  of  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  to  the  despatch  in  page  1 , 
from  which  it  appeared  that  the 
Transvaal  Qt> vernment  had  demanded 
that  their  affairs  should  be  transferred 
from  the  hands  of  the  Colonial  to  those 
of  the  Foreign  Office.  A  similar  demand 
was  made  by  them  in  1872  or  1873,  and 
refused  by  Lord  Granville  and  Lord 
Kimberley,  who  were  then  Foreign 
and  Colonial  Secretaries  of  State;  and 
he  hoped  Her  Majesty *s  Government 
would  pursue  the  same  course  on  the 
present  occasion.  But  this  demand 
was  an  illustration  of  the  imperti- 
nence of  these  Boers,  who  wanted  us 
to  deal  with  them  as  if  they  were  a 
great  European  Power.  They  originally 
crept  Northward,  because  50  years  ago 
they  were  angered  by  the  abolition  of 
slavery.  They  were  essentially  a  slave- 
holding  Republic,  and  they  did  not 
seem  to  have  made  any  advance  in  50 
years,  but  were  just  as  cruel  and  blood- 
thirsty as  ever  they  were.  He  did  not 
doubt  but  that  up  and  down  in  the  Trans- 
vaal State  there  were  many  excellent 
people  who  wished  to  live  peacefully 
with  the  Natives  around  them  ;  but  the 
misfortune  was  that  these  were  not  the 
class  of  people  who  had  the  control  of 
the  State.  The  Gt>vernment  of  the  Trans- 
vaal and  its  most  active  supporters  were 
men  who  thought  it  was  their  right  to 
treat  the  Natives  like  cattle  as  long  as 
they  were  useful,  and  when  they  ceased 

Mr.  Cropper 


to  be  useful  considered  themselves  at 
liberty  to  murder  them  if  they  pleased. 
He  had  received  a  letter  that  morning 
suggesting  that  as  the  Government  were 
sufficiently  restored  to  a  sense  of  their 
duty,  to  direct  steps  to  be  taken  for  the 
punishment  of  the  murderers  of  Mr. 
Bethell,  it  would  be  desirable  also  to 
press  for  the  punishment  of  the  mur- 
derers of  Captain  Elliot,  who  were  ac- 
quitted by  a  jury  of  Boers  and  went 
about  the  country  boasting  of  it.  The 
truth  was  the  Boers  did  not  think  it  a 
crime  to  murder  Natives,  and  they  had 
scarcely  more  regard  for  the  lives  of 
White  men.  The  great  mistake  which 
this  country  made  was  the  surrender  of 
Pretoria.  It  might  not  have  mattered 
under  other  circumstances ;  but  the  great 
misfortune  was  that  we  gave  it  up  after 
a  defeat.  It  was  all  very  well  for  the 
Prime  Minister  to  talk  in  an  election 
address  of  ^'  blood- guiltiness,"  and  for 
other  Members  of  the  Government  to 
speak  of  their  magnanimity ;  but  the 
Boers  did  not  believe  in  their  magnan- 
imity. They  believed  simply  that  the 
British  Government  had  given  way 
because  they  were  defeated.  Nothing 
went  more  to  his  heart  when  travelling 
across  the  Free  State  than  to  hear  the 
conversation  of  the  Boers  on  that  point. 
They  said — **It  is  all  very  well  for  the 
English  to  say  that  they  could  have  gone 
on.  They  made  peace  because  they  were 
thoroughly  beaten."  No  doubt,  that 
impression  was  stronger  in  the  Trans- 
vaal For  his  own  part,  he  deplored  the 
fact  that  when  we  were  actually  pre- 
pared to  have  given  the  Boers  a  lesson, 
and  had  10,000  men  on  the  spot,  we 
drew  back  and  made  peace.  After  that 
great  and  fatal  error,  it  was  hopeless  to 
expect  to  do  anything  with  these  people 
until  we  had  impressed  them  with  the 
conviction  that  we  were  not  to  be  tam- 
pered with.  As  it  was,  they  believed 
we  were  beaten,  that  we  were  afraid 
of  them,  and  that  they  could  set  us  at 
defiance ;  and  unless  we  sent  out  troops 
we  should  not  dispossess  them  of  that 
idea.  He  had  as  great  horror  of  war  as 
anyone,  but  if  ever  there  was  a  righteous 
war  it  was  that  in  which  we  were  en- 
gaged with  the  Transvaal.  We  were 
carrying  on  a  war  against  one  of  the 
most  Clicked  and  degraded  races  under 
the  sun.  One  of  the  most  pathetic  events 
that  ever  occurred  was  the  demonstra- 
tion of  the  Natives  on  hearing  that  they 
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were  to  be  transferred  from  the  Sove- 
reign tv  of  the  Qtieen  to  the  tender  mer- 
cie&of  the  Boera.  He  was  thankful  that 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  had 
no  responsihility  for  that.  They  eup- 
ported  the  Motion  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Gloucestershire 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Bea^h),  and  thus 
entered  their  protest  against  this  dm- 
graoeful  suireuder.  He  would  also 
acknowledge  that  it  was  owing  to 
the  fetand  made  by  Lord  Derby  in  the 
cause  of  huojonity  that  the  Boer  dele- 
gates went  back  without  attaining  all 
they  had  expected.  Still,  the  Boers 
thought  that  the  Britieh  Government 
would  not  enforce  Treaties,  and.  there- 
fore, they  were  determined  to  put  an 
end  to  their  obligations.  The  time  had 
now  come  when  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  insist  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment should  adopt  a  firm  and  de- 
cided policy  on  this  subject.  It  was  of 
no  use  sending  out  Sir  Charles  Warren 
tin  I  ess  we  supplied  bini  with  a  force  of 
police*  and,  if  necessary,  with  troops, 
and  placed  funda  at  his  disposal.  The 
Boers  not  only  believed  w©  were  afraid 
of  them,  but  they  trusted  to  the  support 
they  knew  they  would  receive  from  cer- 
tain Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. He  saw  present  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  who  had  been  a  defender 
of  the  Boer  Republic.  He  was  sorry 
not  to  see  there  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
(Mr,  Courtney),  who  recently  took  occa* 
sion  in  addressing  his  constituents  to 
throw  doubts  upon  the  stories  that  re- 
flected on  the  Boers,  and  did  the  beat  he 
could  for  hi  a  old  clients.  He  appre- 
hended that  the  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  think  it  would  be  pleasant  to  be  in 
hia  place  on  that  occasion.  Although 
be  was  sure  the  Prime  Minister  would 
have  heard  with  pleasure  the  able  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  (Mr.  Wode- 
house),  it  would  have  been  anything  but 
a  good  quarter  of  an  hour  to  the  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Treasury. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  observed,  that  it 
needed  no  ingenious  hypothesis  to  ex- 
plain the  absence  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  who  worked  very  hard  all  day 
in  his  Office. 

Ma.  B.  N.  FOWLER  (Lord  Mayor) 
said,  he  quite  admitted  the  industry  cif 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  but  thought  he 
might  have  spared  time  for  this  debate. 


However,  the  point  was  that  the  sup- 
port which  the  Boers  received  in  high 
quarters  induced  them  to  set  at  deBance 
what  was  said  in  the  House  of  Commons 
or  by  Sir  Hercules  Hobinson.  He  could 
only  say  that  he  hoped,  now  the  pubHa 
were  becoming  alive  to  the  cour.s6  which 
had  been  taken  by  the  Boer  Republic, 
and  to  the  class  of  men  that  the  Boers 
were,  they  would  demand  of  the  House 
of  Commons  and  of  the  Government  that 
they  should  pursue  a  bold  and  fearless 
policy,  which  would  restrain  any  further 
atrocities  of  the  Boers  in  South  Africa. 
Sir  DONALD  CURRIE  said,  he  was 
glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  was  present  at  that  de- 
bate^ because  he  (Sir  Donald  Currie) 
was  convinced  that  when  facts  wore 
brought  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
knowledge,  he  would  give  his  own 
special  care  and  attention  to  the  subject. 
It  was  well  known  to  the  country  that 
after  the  Transvaal  War  the  argument 
of  the  Prime  Minister  was  that  the 
Ministry  had  been  misled  in  the  informa- 
tion conveyed  to  them  by  their  agents, 
but  upon  being  correctly  informed  as  to 
the  position  ol"  aifairs  in  South  Africa, 
the  Government  at  once  took  action. 
The  position  in  8outh  Africa  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  was  critical^  and  he  would 
even  say  perilous.  All  that  we  had 
heard  from  that  country  was  of  the  most 
serious  import  j  and  he  did  not  speak 
too  seriously  when  he  affirmed  that,  in 
view  of  the  weak  condition  of  our  Navy, 
at  no  time  in  the  history  of  this  coun- 
try had  our  position  in  8outh  Africa  as  a 
Maritime  Power  required  more  earnest 
and  careful  consideration,  and  it  was  to 
this  he  ventured  to  bring  the  considera- 
tion of  this  House,  apart  altogether  from 
Party  considerations.  The  condition  of 
affairs  in  South  Africa  was  grave,  ex- 
cessively grave,  commercially,  socially, 
and  poJitically»  owing  to  the  Imperial 
course  of  proceeding  towards  South 
Africa  for  30  years  past,  and  notably  in 
the  last  10  years — nay,  since  we  gave 
responsible  government  to  the  Cape  in 
1 872 — had  been  of  the  most  serious  and 
embaiTassing  character.  With  regard 
to  responsible  government,  we  had 
pressed  it  on  the  Cape,  and  it  was  only 
accepted  by  a  majority  of  1.  He  would 
confine  himself  to  the  national  interests 
involved  in  the  policy  which  the  House 
was  to  affirm,  or  the  Government  were 
to  adopt  and  carry  out.     If  he  had  a 
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policy  in  his  business,  he  carried  it  out ; 
and  if  the  Government  decided  upon  a 
policy,  they  ought  to  carry  it  out.  The 
policy  of  this  country  should  be  consis- 
tent with  our  obligations ;  and  he  would 
oonEne  himself  specially  to  Zululand, 
for  with  regard  to  Bechuanaland  quite 
enough  had  been  said.  We  were  so  in- 
consistent! We  were  now  imperilling 
Swaziland,  to  which  country  the  Boers 
claimed  to  have  a  right.  The  Amas- 
wazis  had  been  always  friendly  to  this 
country,  and  they  had  supplied  tbe  men 
who  had  enabled  Sir  Garnet,  now  Lord, 
Wolseley  to  gain  the  battle  against  Seco- 
ooeni.  They  were  now  likely  to  be  ab- 
sorbed by  the  Boers— in  the  first  instance 
attacked  by  freebooters  from  Natal, 
the  Free  State,  and  tbe  Transvaal.  The 
late  Government — he  would  not  provoke 
Party  dispute — thought  it  wise  to  throw 
over  Getewayo's  friendship,  although 
the  Zulus  never  once  had  attacked  us, 
but  looked  to  us  as  their  protectors 
and  friends.  He  remembered  the  late 
President  of  the  Transvaal,  Mr.  Burgers, 
when  he  was  in  this  country,  living  with 
him  (Sir  Donald  Ourrie),  showing  him  a 
letter,  which  he  could  find  in  no  Blue 
Book,  sent  to  that  gentleman  by  the 
Colonial  Minister  of  the  day  contain- 
ing Cetewayo's  proposal  to  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley  to  allow  him  to  attack  the 
Boers.  He  also  saw  the  letter  which 
Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  then  wrote,  and 
which  also  he  could  not  find  in  any  Blue 
Book,  advising  him  to  do  nothing  of 
the  sort,  and  Cetewayo  refrained;  and 
yet,  afterwards,  our  Government  de- 
clared war  against  the  Zulus,  after  arbi- 
tration with  respect  to  disputed  border 
ffrasdng  lands  claimed  by  the  Boers. 
War  broke  out,  and  Cetewayo  was 
beaten;  and  then  what  did  the  Zulus 
do  ?  Had  they  ever  once  since  the  war 
turned  upon  us?  With  the  bravery 
which  characterized  them  as  a  nation, 
they  acknowledged  they  were  beaten, 
and  asked  us  to  govern  them,  and  we 
refused.  But  that  was  not  all.  Not 
only  did  we  not  take  care  of  them,  but  we 
handed  them  over  to  be  ruled  by  a  dozen 
Chiefs --a  policy  which  had  proved  an 
utter  failure,  as  might  have  been  fore- 
seen. Over  and  over  again  the  Zulus 
had  asked  us— :both  the  late  and  the 
present  Governments — for  fair  play ;  but 
were  told  by  the  Colonial  Office  that  we 
could  not  interfere,  although  they  had 
proved  to  demonstration  how  unjustly 
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they  had  been  treated,  particularly  by 
John  Dunn,  who  it  was  stated  in  the 
Blue  Books  just  published  had  1,700  odd 
Boyal  cattle  as  his  prize,  a  short  time 
after  the  battle  of  Ulundi.  Was  that 
justice  to  these  people  ?  They  had  asked 
usjto  govern  them,  and  Sir  Henry  Bulvrer, 
it  now  appeared,  had  urged  upon  Lord 
Derby  to  arrange  for  the  government 
of  Central  Zululand.  Three  months  ago, 
he  (Sir  Donald  Currie)  had  asked  the 
Prime  Minister  in  that  House  whe- 
ther the  Government  would  take  mea- 
sures to  secure  good  government  in 
Zululand,  and  to  prevent  further  blood- 
shed and  robbery,  out  of  regard  to  our 
credit  and  honour,  for  we  were  largely 
responsible  for  the  unhappy  condition  of 
that  country.  Talk  about  Afghanistan 
and  the  break  up  of  that  country  through 
our  !  interference !  The  people  in  Zu- 
luland were  starving,  and  many  thou- 
sands of  them  had  died  through  starva- 
tion and  internecine  war.  This  was 
typical  of  this  phase  of  our  policy — that 
we  interfered  in  foreign  lands,  and  then 
left  the  people  to  settle  their  own  affairs. 
That  was  a  cruel  policy,  and  he  claimed 
now,  on  behalf  of  the  Zulus,  that  they 
were  entitled  to  our  protection.  Sir 
Henry  Bulwer  had  warned  the  Govern- 
ment that  unless  firmness  was  [shown, 
now  that  the  Boers  had  joined  the  Zulus, 
in  a  short  time  most  serious  dangers 
would  arise  to  English  interests  in  South 
Africa.  What  was  to  be  the  effect  on 
the  Beserve,  now  that  we  had  decided 
to  restrict  our  power  there  ?  Thepopa- 
lation  of  Natal  was  some  20,000  Whites, 
men,  women,  and  children,  with  400,000 
Natives  and  refugee  Zulus ;  and  if  there 
were  to  be  some  300,000  more  thrust  in, 
without  any  unoccupied  land  to  settle 
them  on,  they  were  going  to  have,  as  sure 
as  they  lived,  in  the  future,  in  Zululand 
much  more  serious  complications  than 
they  had  in  Bechuanaland.  He  jwould 
tell  the  House  what  had  been  said  to  him 
by  the  late  President  of  the  Transvaal, 
when  he  (Sir  Donald  Currie)  disputed 
the  right  of  the  Boers  to  interfere  with 
the  Swazi  tribe.  The  late  President 
claimed  that  the  Zulus  had  given  a 
certain  power  and  right  to  the  Boers  in 
the  Transvaal  in  respect  to  St.  Lucia 
Bay.  Now,  if  the  freebooters  went  to  St, 
Lucia  Bay,  and  if  the  Germans  were  to 
develop  still  further  their  claims  to 
Angra  Pequena  and  that  district,  we 
should    be  in   this  position,   that   the 
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whole  territory,  East  and  West,  miglit 
come  under  the  influence  of  those  who 
might  be  inimical  to  our  interests  in 
South  Africa.  That  was  a  matter  of 
serious  import  to  us.  Seven  years  ago  it 
was  proposed  to  Priuco  Bismarck  that  he 
should  take  the  Protectorate  of  the  Trans- 
TaaL  With  the  French  on  the  Eastern  side 
of  South  Africa,  and  in  some  way  or  other 
influential  in  Madagascar,  he  wanted  to 
know  where  was  our  security  for  the 
ocean  route  to  India  ?  And  we  should 
bear  in  mind  that  the  White  population 
in  South  Africa  were  estranged  by  our 
policy  ;  the  Natives  would  cease  to  have 
confidence  in  us ;  and  the  Germans,  as 
well  as  the  French,  had  interests  diffe- 
rent  from  ours.  The  Prime  Minister 
wrote  an  article  in  Th  NinHe$nth  C&n- 
turjf  strongly  in  favour  uf  the  Cape 
route  to  India,  and  he  (8ir  Donald 
Currie)  attached  more  importance  to 
that  than  to  the  Suez  Canal,  which,  at 
any  moment,  might  be  shut  up  in  a 
state  of  war.  He  thought  it  would  be 
most  difficult  for  this  country  to  maintain 
ita  communications  through  the  Suez 
Canal  if  at  war  with  a  Naval  Power  such 
as  France,  possessing  Tunis  on  the  one 
side  and  Toulon  on  the  other.  In  the 
event  of  a  war,  what  was  to  be  the 
position  of  this  country  if  they  were  to 
be  debarred  from  reaching  India  and 
Australia  through  the  Canal >  or  of  taking 
the  Cape  route  in  safety?  Ho  had  no  de- 
sire to  aggravate  our  dangers  by  stimu- 
lating panic ;  but  he  had  told  his  con- 
stituents, three  years  ago,  that  nothing 
but  a  grievous  disaster  would  waken  up 
this  country  to  our  naval  and  military 
position  and  the  risks  to  our  Colonial 
and  Eastern  Empire.  Speaking  on  be- 
half of  the  Zulus  and  South  Africans  in 
general^ — both  the  Black  races  and  the 
White  —  he  claimed  that  the  Govern- 
ment, for  whom  no  one  in  that  House 
would  doubt  his  friendship,  should 
frame  and  make  up  their  minds  to  carry 
out  a  clear,  a  firm,  and  a  distinct  policy. 
That  claim  he  made  in  the  national  in- 
terest. Ue  did  not  hesitate  in  Perth, 
the  other  day,  in  closing  the  speeches 
which  it  was  his  duty  to  deliver  to  his 
constituency  on  the  extension  of  the 
franchise,  to  urge  that,  by  a  calm  con- 
sideration on  the  part  of  both  Parties, 
the  question  of  electoral  reform  might 
be  settled,  because  there  were  large 
and  important  Imperial  questions  wait- 
ing  to  be  dealt  with   by   that   House ; 


and  if  Ministers,  instead  of  being 
wearied  to  death  by  fatiguing  Questions 
and  unnecessary  delays,  were  allowed 
time  to  attend  to  their  business,  the  Go- 
vernment might  then  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  carrying  out  a  settled  policy 
which  would  promote  the  interests  of 
this  great  Empire. 

Mr.  guy  DAWNAY  said,  he  was 
well  aware  that  owing  to  a  recent  and,  oa 
he  hoped,  culminating  atroeity  in  Bechu- 
analand,  that  was  the  part  of  South 
Africa  which  especially  engaged  the  at- 
tention of  the  country  at  this  moment ; 
but  though  he  hoped  later  to  make  some 
comments  on  that  subject  himself,  he 
wishf'd  first  to  touch  briefly  on  matters 
relating  to  auothor  portion  of  the  coun- 
try, which  should  not  be  lost  sight  of  in 
any  debate  dealing  with  Boer  aggres- 
sion. He  thought  that  the  House  must 
have  noticed  with  some  surprise  that 
there  was  no  mention  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  of  Zulu  matters,  no  reference  to 
all  the  mess  and  muddling  and  murder- 
ing there,  and  the  absence  of  such  men- 
tion was  emphasized  by  the  special  man- 
ner in  which  the  So  nth- We  stem  Frontier 
of  the  Transvaal  had  been  singled  out,  as 
though  it  was  the  only  portion  of  South 
Africa  which  was  to  be  favoured  with  that 
^'  vigilant  attention''  which  had  been  so 
long  and  hitherto  so  vainly  called  for. 
Before,  however,  entering  into  the  state 
of  things  which  existed  in  that  country, 
he  should  like  to  raise  his  protest  against 
the  unfortunate  position  in  which  the 
House  was  again  placed  owing  to  the 
absence  of  Papers  and  Blue  Books  on 
the  subject.  If,  at  the  commencement 
of  last  Session,  the  Papers  had  been 
ready  and  the  House  had  been  able  to 
take  the  discussion  on  the  state  of  Zulu- 
land  on  the  Address,  instead  of  having 
to  postpone  it  until  a  later  period  of  the 
Session,  a  far  more  general  and  adequate 
interest  would  have  been  aroused  in  the 
subject,  much  of  the  deplorable  con- 
dition of  a^airs  which  now  exi.sted  might 
have  been  prevented ;  and,  certainly,  to 
take  one  point,  Usibepu  would  never 
have  been  allowed  to  be  driven — by  the 
help  of  the  Boers,  and  after  the  slaughter 
of  a  great  portion  of  his  tribe— from  the 
territory  which  he  ruled  by  our  appoint- 
ment, and  in  a  manner  which  Sir  Henry 
Bulwer  allowed  gave  him  claims  on  our 
assistant^^.  It  surely  might  be  possible 
to  distribute  these  Papers  a  week  or 
more  before  the  Session,  in  order  that 


475 


Address  in 


{COMMONS} 


AmwiT  to  S$r 


476 


Members  might  avail  themselves  of  the 
opportunity — often  the  only  opportunity, 
always  the  earliest  and  most  legitimate 
opportunity— of  bringing  important  ques- 
tions before  the  House  in  the  discussions 
on  the  Address.  He  had,  for  example, 
only  been  furnished  with  Blue  Books 
on  South  Africa  about  two  hours  before 
the  meeting  of  the  House,  and  they  only 
carried  the  story  down  to  the  23rd  of 
July.  Failing  other  information,  he  must 
trust  to  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  to  answer  some  questions  with 
regard  to  Zululand.  In  answer  to  one 
that  he  had  addressed  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  a  few  days  ago,  he  had  been 
told  that  the  Itesei*ye  was  in  a  most 
** satisfactory"  condition.  That  was 
easily  comprehended  when  they  remem- 
bered that  the  previous  ''  unsatisfac- 
tory "  state  had  meant  that  our  Besident 
Commissioner  in  the  Beserve  had  had 
to  £ghtfor  his  life  against  the  Usutus ; 
that  on  another  time  a  party  of  our 
Border  Watch  had  been  attacked  by 
Usutus,  and  out  of  eight  men,  three  had 
been  killed  and  three  wounded;  and, 
finally,  that  these  Usutus  had  actually 
crossed  into  Natal  and  had  fought  with 
Natal  Kaffirs,  and  in  another  case  had 
fired  on  and  wounded  a  Natal  Native  on 
Natal  soil.  They  could  now  hear  that 
the  state  of  the  Beserve  was  more  satis- 
factory, without  having  to  strain  their 
capacity  for  gratitude  to  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  comparative  order  that 
might  now  prevail.  It  was,  however, 
with  regard  to  Usibepu,  and  the  inten- 
tions of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
towards  him,  that  he  especially  wished 
now  to  inquire.  No  one  could  read  Lord 
Derby's  despatch,  on  the  concluding 
page  of  the  Blue  Book,  without  an 
uncomfortable  suspicion  that  we  had 
behaved  very  meanly  to  that  Chief,  and 
the  closer  the  perusal  of  the  preceding 
pages,  the  more  fully  that  suspicion 
would  be  converted  into  certainty.  As 
far  as  he  could  see,  the  Colonial  Office 
gathered  all  their  information  upon  Zulu 
affairs  from  and  through  Sir  Henry 
Bulwer.  They  accepted  his  promise, 
but  invariably  refused  to  act  upon  his 
conclusions.  They  refused  to  listen  to 
him  with  regard  to  the  restoration  of 
Cetewayo.  They  refused  to  listen  to  his 
representations  with  regard  to  the 
danger  of  allowing  the  Boers  to  join  the 
Usutu  Party  against  Usibepu  ;  and  the 
consequence  was  that  we  had  now  a  new 
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Boer  Bepublic  to  deal  with,  and  we  had 
lost  the  powerful  and  friendly  Chief  who 
would  have  maintained  the  balance  of 
Zulu  power.  As  Lord  Derby — in  order 
to  excuse  the  meanness  of  his  treat- 
ment— had  thought  fit  to  make  very 
grave  reflections  on  the  conduct  of 
Usibepu,  he  (Mr.  Guy  Dawnay)  must 
ask  the  House  to  be  allowed  to  ^1  Sir 
Henry  Bulwer  to  witness  to  the  conduct 
and  character  of  that  Chief,  and  to  the 
frequency  with  which  the  Government 
had  been  warned  of  the  injustice  and 
folly  of  abandoning  him.  On  May  6, 
Sir  Henry  Bulwer  wrote  to  Lord  Derby 
in  these  words — 

**If  the  Boers  do  join  the  TJsata  Party> 
it  is  certain  he  will  not  be  able  to  hold  hu 
own  against  such  a  combination.  He  will  be 
destroyed,  and  his  destruction  will  involve  that 
of  his  people,  the  finest  and  bravest  in  Zola- 
land.  His  destruction  will  be  wholly  unde- 
served; for  whatever  may  have  been  said  by 
the  Usutu  Party,  and  by  those  who  have  so  ill- 
advised  that  Farty,  Usibepu  took  up  anns 
onl^  in  self-defence,  and  to  hold  the  territory 
which  was  assigned  to  him,  and  with  no  obje<i 
of  conquest  or  self-aggrandisement,  as  has  beai 
plainly  shown  since  his  success  at  Ulundi,  in 
July  of  last  year.  His  destruction  vrill  be 
altogether  unmerited,  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
say  it  will  be  the  greatest  misfortune  to  the 
Zulu  country.  A  great  portion  of  the  country 
will  pass  away  from  the  Zulu  people,  and  the 
remainder,  witibi  the  exception  of  the  Reserve, 
will  under  the  Usutu  dpiasty  come  sooner  or 
later  under  the  domination  of  the  Boers.  On 
these  accounts,  then,  for  the  sake  of  the  Reserve, 
for  the  sake  of  Usibepu,  and  I  may  say  for  the 
sake  of  the  Zulu  people  themselves,  I  venture  to 
submit  that  there  should  be  some  interpositioa 
on  our  part.** 

On  May  8,  Sir  Henry  Bulwer  again 
wrote — 

« It  will,  indeed,  be  a  cruel  case,  if  the  Usutus, 
with  the  aid  of  a  Boer  force,  are  able  to  defeat 
Usibepu.  He  will  not  deserve  his  fate,  and  his 
fate  will  be  a  reproach  upon  us  in  the  Native 
mind  which  it  will  not  be  easy  to  remove.  I 
would,  therefore,  trust  that  some  interposition 
on  our  part  may  yet  be  in  time  to  avert  that 
fate,  and  the  further  consequences  that  will 
result  from  it,  for  there  can  be  no  doubt  that 
we  shall  feel  the  effect,  when  once  we  have  lost 
so  brave  and  loyal  a  friend  of  the  English 
Government.  *' 

Three  weeks  later,  then,  the  Boer  alli- 
ance was  no  longer  a  matter  of  doubt. 
Sir  Henry  Bulwer  made  a  final  appeal 
for  action  on  the  part  of  the  GK>Teiii- 
ment — 

'*  The  position  in  which  Usibepu  is  placed  by 
the  alliance  of  the  Boers  with  the  Usutus,  and 
by  the  declaration  of  their  intention  to  attack 
him  should   he   not    recognize    Dinusulu,  is 
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indeed  deplorable.  He  ap penis— nnd  he  has 
tome  claim  to  appcal^ta  ua  for  our  aBsistaiLce, 
but  we  ftrc  unaLlo  to  give  him  any." 

Finally,  after  Ustbepu  had  been  routed 
by  the  BoerSj  and  his  tribe  given  up  to 
slaughter  at  the  bands  of  the  Usutus, 
Sir  Henry  Bulwer  made  a  final  remon- 
Bh'ance  to  Lord  Derby,  on  June  16 — 

*'It  19  impossible  to  regard  without  feelings 
of  the  greatest  pain  and  concern  tho  rum  that 
has  thus  been  brought  upon  the  Chief  Usibepu. 
A  placed  and  left  in  the  position  of 
ipendcnt  Chief  by  un.  He  has  always 
upon  himself  as  belonging  to  the  Go- 
iinentf  and  has  always  shown  himself  a 
yal  friend  to  the  Government.  Immediately 
after  Cetewayo's  restoration  ho  became,  becjiusG 
of  his  independence,  tho  object  of  the  fiercest 
hate  of  tho  Uautu  leaders.  His  territory  was 
mraded  by  a  formidable  Uautu  force  two 
months  after  Cetewayo's  restoration.  The  in- 
Taders  were  driven  back  with  prodigious  loss. 
But  the  event  was  the  begtnniog  of  a  long  series 
'icts  which  ended  in  the  destruction  of 
i  and  the  flight  of  Cetewsyo.  Thnt 
u  punished  and  spoiled  those  who  nt- 
iclted  him  is  unquestionable;  but  he  never 
ught  to  take  advantage  of  his  successes  or  to 
OKtend  his  rule.  His  desire  was  to  bo  left  alone 
and  in  peace  in  the  territory  over  which  he  had 
been  placed,  and  when  he  was  forced  into  action 
it  was,  with  few  exceptions,  to  resist  the  in- 
ingues  and  attacks  directed  against  htm.  Had 
we  taken  over  Central  Zululand  for  the  benefit 
of  tho  Zulu  people,  we  should  have  found  no 
iore  loyal  neighbour  or  supporter  than  Usibepu. 
ut  we  hesitated  to  do  this  ;  we  left  the  country 
:e  its  chances.  We  left  it  in  confusion  and 
er,  and  the  Usutus  have  made  a  bargain 
the  Boers  which  baa  brought  about,  on  the 
plea  of  the  restoration  of  order,  this  most  unde- 
terred fate  on  the  head  of  a  Chief  who  has  proved 
himself  to  possess  as  chivalrous  and  jf?allant  a 
nature  as  the  history  of  the  Zulu  nation  ctin 
show." 

Ab  he  had  aaid,  no  one  could  read  theso 
despatches  without  coniing  to  the  con- 
clusion that  we  bad  behaved  very 
meanly  towards  that  Chief.  What  were 
Lord  Derby's  excuses  for  bis  refusal  to 
listen  to  Sir  Henry  Bulwer  ?   That — 

**  Usibepu  had  often  acted  on  his  own  respon- 
hility.  His  recent  defeat  was  the  conspqnence 
f  hisvictory  in  1883,  and  of  his  ambitious  pre- 
cis of  tho  preeent  year,  and  Her  Majesty's 
ovemment  has  never  entered  into  any  engage- 
Bent  to  aid  or  to  defend  him.** 

[e  (Mr.  Guy  Dawnay)  denied  that  the 
cent  defeat  was  the  result  of  the 
ic-tory  in  1883.  It  was  the  result  of 
being  forbidden  to  follow  up  that  rictory, 
and  because  the  Reserve  had  been  used 
against  hira,  aa  it  was  not  allowed  to 
'je  used  by  hini»  as  a  *' focus  for  intrigues 
ad  plans  of  future  retaliation.'*  Lord 
)erby   next   asserted  tbat  the  position 


in  which  Usibepu  found  himself  **wa8 
the  consequence  of  his  ambitious  pro- 
jects ; "  but  he  (Mr.  Guy  Dawnay)  should 
like  very  much  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  what  were  the  **  am- 
bitious projects  of  the  present  year" 
to  which  Lord  Derby  referred?  What 
proof  was  there  of  any  such  thing  ?  All 
he  (Mr.  Guy  Dawnay)  had  been  able  to 
find  in  the  Blue  Book  was  the  statement 
that  a  few  days  after  the  death  of  Cete- 
wayo,  and  after  he  had  just  defeated 
two  attacks  of  Usutus,  he  asked  to 
be  allowed  to  hold  the  ground  he  was 
then  occupying  in  consequence  of  hie 
defensive  victories.  When  he  was 
told  that  he  could  not  be  allowed  to 
hold  it,  he  at  once  acquiesced  in  the 
refusal.  Therefore,  one  thing  was 
quitu  clear  —  namely,  that  however 
much  Her  Majesty's  Government  might 
repudiate  all  responsibilit}^  in  reference 
to  him,  they  had,  when  it  suited  their 
purpose »  never  shrunk  from  exercising 
control  over  him.  He  admitted  that,  as 
was  aaid  in  the  despatch,  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  had  never  entered  into  any 
formal  agreement  to  defend  him  if  ho 
were  attacked^  or  assist  him,  and  he 
never  required  any  aid  to  defend  him- 
self against  the  Zulu  Chiefs ;  but  it  was 
an  undisputed  fact  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  entered  into  a  solemn 
engagement  with  the  Boers  that  the 
Eastern  Frontier  of  the  Transvaal  should 
not  bo  violated  by  an  invasion  of  Zulu- 
land  ;  and  they  were  bound,  under  the 
exceptional  nature  of  the  agreement,  to 
see  that  that  paragraph  of  the  Conven- 
tion was  kept,  and  it  was  to  the  fact  of 
their  having  permitted  that  engagement 
to  be  violated  with  impunity,  tbat  L^si- 
bepu  owed  his  defeat,  and  not  to  any 
inability  to  hold  his  position  as  a  Zulu 
Chief  amongst  the  Zulus,  Unless  Her 
Majesty's  Government  put  forward 
some  better  form  of  argument  than  the 
bare  and  unsupported  assertions  con- 
tained in  Lord  Derby's  despatch,  he 
maintained  that  the  refusal  to  grant 
Usibepu  any  assistance  or  moral  support 
could  only  be  classed  with  the  refusal 
to  help  Montsioa,  and  could  only  be 
looked  upon  as  most  discreditable  to  this 
country ;  and  he  was  afraid  that  even- 
tually this  cowardly  conduct  on  our  part 
would  entail  upon  us  the  same  pun- 
ishment, and  be  revenged  upon  the 
British  taxpayer.     He  should  aUo  like 

[Fifih  m%ki\ 


479 


jiddrMsin 


tCOMMONS) 


Ansvfir  to  H&r 


480 


to  know  what  the  views  of  the  Gk)- 
vemment  were  as  to  the  Proclamation 
of  Dinazulu  and  Mr.  Gbant,  and  the 
cession  of  land  to  the  Boers ;  and  whe- 
ther they  considered,  as  Sir  Hercules 
Bobinson  did,  it  was  a  mere  attempt  on 
the  part  of  the  Boers  to  repeat  the  story 
of  Stellaland  in  Zululand  ;  and  whether, 
in  that  case,  it  was  to  be  treated  with 
remonstrance  alone,  or  whether  they 
would  have  to  wait  another  18  months 
before  they  heard  that  the  ''vigilant 
attention "  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  directed  at  last  to  the  Eastern 
borders  of  Boerland  ?  He  need  not  say 
that  he  had  not  changed  the  views  which 
he  expressed  in  the  debate  on  this  ques- 
tion three  months  ago ;  but  he  did  not 
know  whether  the  Government  had  or 
had  not  retreated  from  the  position — 
the  indefensible  position,  as  he  con- 
sidered it — which  they  had  then  taken 
in  regard  to  the  amount  of  their  respon- 
sibility to  the  Zulus.  He  would  only 
say  that  his  opiDions  had  had  since  then 
the  endorsement  of  Sir  Henry  Bulwer, 
had  been  confirmed  by  subsequent  facts, 
and  he  was  afraid  would  also  be  justified 
by  future  events.  He  now  desired  to 
say  a  few  words  about  the  South- West- 
em  borders  of  the  Transvaal,  to  which 
public  attention  had  been  called  in  so 
special  a  manner,  owing  to  the  horrible 
and  inhuman  circumstances  attending 
the  brutal  murder  of  a  gallant  gentle- 
man and  a  British  officer.  The  word 
"murder"  did  not,  in  any  adequate 
manner,  describe  the  atrocity  of  those 
who  did  Mr.  Bethell  to  death.  It 
was  not  an  act  committed  under  the 
influence  of  any  of  those  evil  passions 
which  ordinarily  led  to  crime.  Even 
among  some  savage  nations  a  wounded 
and  unresisting  enemy  excited  a  natural 
pity  and  sympathy ;  but  to  those  brutes 
in  human  form,  whose  vileness  and  lust 
of  blood  and  pillage  they  had  so  long 
allowed  to  reign  supreme  in  Bechuana- 
land,  a  wounded  officer  lying  helpless 
before  them  was  but  an  unresisting  prey 
on  whom,  with  the  greater  security  to 
their  own  cowardly  carcases,  they 
could  wreak  their  hatred  of  Englishmen, 
and  the  innate  brutality  of  tlTeir  nature. 
He  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  York  in  his  belief  that  Mr. 
Bethell,  gallant  as  he  was,  and  eager  as 
he  was  in  the  cause  of  the  Bechuanas, 
would  have  thought  his  life  well  given, 
if  his  death  could  serve  to  win,  as  he 
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thought  it  had  served  to  win,  public 
attention  to  this  question.  It  would 
indeed,  be  matter  for  the  veiy  deepest 
satisfaction,  if  they  could  only  believe 
that  the  Government  did  seriously  intend 
now  to  put  their  foot  down,  and  had 
made  up  their  minds  at  last  to  stand  at 
bay,  and  to  show  to  these  Boers  that 
there  was  a  limit  even  to  the  humilia- 
tion to  which  we  would  allow  ourselves 
to  be  subjected,  and  a  limit  to  the  out- 
rages which  we  would  permit  to  be  in- 
flicted upon  our  helpless  Beoh nana  allies. 
He  said  "if  they  could  believe;"  but 
they  could  not  but  remember  that  para- 
graph in  the  Queen's  Speech  in  1881, 
in  which,  with  all  the  authority  and 
solemnity  of  a  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
in  the  most  distinct  and  unambiguous 
language,  it  was  announced  that  the 
Queen's  authority  should  be  vindicated. 
And  they  also  recollected  that  that 
vindication  meant  Majuba  Hill  and  the 
Convention  between  a  beaten  country 
and  the  victorious  Boers.  He  could  not, 
in  passing,  help  saying  that  it  would 
have  been  better  for  his  own  reputation, 
for  the  credit  of  this  country,  as  well  as 
for  the  happiness  of  many  a  bereaved 
and  ruined  home,  if,  before  penning  that 
paragraph  in  1881,  the  Prime  Minister 
had  recollected  a  passage  which  he  had 
been  ready  enough  to  remember  ^on  a 
recent,  and,  as  it  seemed  to  him,  less 
decent  occasion — 

"  Beware 
Of  entrance  to  a  quarrel ;  but,  being  in, 
Bear*t  that  the  opposed  may  beware  of  thee.*' 

He  wondered  that  the  Prime  Minister 
could,  with  the  memory  of  Majuba  in  his 
mind,  have  dared  to  quote,  and  threaten 
with,  those  words.  They  could  not  but 
recollect  also  that,  in  the  autumn  of 
1881,  the  Prime  Minister,  speaking  at 
Leeds,  speaking  with  all  the  authority 
of  his  position  as  Prime  Minister,  de- 
clared urhi  et  orhi — 

**  Those  men  were  mistaken,  if  such  there 
were,  who  believed  that  because  the  Gh>¥eni- 
ment  had  granted  much  to  the  Boers,  it  was  to 
encourage  them  to  ask  for  more." 

And  they  must  remember  that  that  an* 
nouncement  but  heralded  by  a  certain 
number  of  months  the  surrender  of  our 
Suzerainty  over  the  Transvaal,  and  the 
fresh  farce  of  replacing  by  a  new  and 
equally  worthless  piece  of  paper  the 
tattered  shreds  of  the  old  Convention. 
When  these  facts  were  remembered,  he 
thought  that  they  might  be  acquitted  of 
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any  very  blameworthy  want  of  trust  m 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  or  in  the  value 
of  the  present  announcement,  if  they 
read  without  any  exaggerated  confidence 
;hat  after  repeated  insults,  after  re- 
ated  violations  of  the  Convention, 
fter  repeated  aetg  of  murder  and  de- 
iredation  committed  by  the  Boers,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  at  last  he^  n 
so  far  stung  and  goaded  to  action  that 
'"  By  had  promised  to  give  these  inatters 
eir  **  vigilant  attention."  It  was  m>t 
these  repeated  iusultB  that  had  arou^eti 
the  Government,  They  had  borne  them 
with  somewhat  monotonous  humility, 
and  with  more  than  Christian  forbear- 
ance. It  had  not  been  the  repeated 
breaches  of  the  Convention,  whith  the 
Boers  seemed  to  have  considered  was 
made  to  give  them  greater  opportunities 
to  defy  this  country.  It  was  not  re- 
peated acts  of  outrage,  pillage,  and 
murder — it  was  not  even  the  brutal 
urder  of  a  British  officer  in  cold 
lood  that  had  aroused  the  Colonial 
Office.  Those  at  the  Colonial  Office 
would  be  more  than  human  if,  by  this 
time,  they  could  help  having  grown 
callous  to  the  repoi-ta  of  such  chronic 
crime.  It  was  not  this  tliat  had  awa- 
kened  the  Government  from  their  dis- 
onourable  lethargy  and  inatttiun  ;  it 
as  the  voice  of  the  people  of  this  coun- 
y,  and  of  our  most  distant  and  I'ar- 
parated  Colonies;  it  was  that  feehng 
f  indignation  which  had  been  excited  in 
every  English -speaking,  English -feeling 
breast;  it  was  that  feeling  which  had 
'  een  evoked  l>y  the  eloquence,  the  sin* 
rity,  and  patriotism  of  his  right  hon, 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W*  E.  FoTster),  and  of  others  who  had 
dared  to  be  as  patriotic  and  as  manly  as 
himself.  That  was  the  real  motive 
wer  iu  tills  matter,  as  well  as  the  per- 
tiou  that  not  only  was  our  honour  at 
stake,  but — and  it  was  a  very  serious, 
though  be  trusted  a  secondary  conside- 
tion — that  our  trade  interests  wort*  al^o 
Tolved,  and  very  seriously  threatened. 
It  was  a  point  absolutely  beyond  con- 
tradiction that  if  the  Boers  in  any  man- 
ner  once  gained  a  footing  in  Bechuana- 
land,  they  would  gain  an  entire  control 
of  tho  whole  of  the  interior  trade  of 
Africa  south  of  the  Zambesi.  Let  any 
Government  which  so  wantonly  threw 
over  the  interests  of  our  trade  in  that 
country  reckon  with  the  depressed  arti- 
ns  in  our  mauufaeturing  towns.   There 
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was  an  old  saying  which  they  had  often 
heard,  and  ^bich,  he  thought,  there 
was  no  disposition  to  contradict,  that 
'*  Trade  follows  the  flag.'*  The  flag  of 
this  country,  as  they  knew  but  too  well, 
had  lately  been  obliged  to  be  buried  and 
concealed  in  Bt-chuanaland  to  eave  it 
from  insult  from  the  Boers.  Trade 
would  but  tno  surely  follow— -he  feared 
lie  might  say  was  but  too  surely  follow* 
ing  that  11  wg,  and  had  already  shown 
signs  of  diminution  and  decay — ^dying 
of  our  dishonour.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford  had 
shown  a  desire  to  raise  this  question 
frt>m  the  nairow,  low  level  of  Party 
politics.  He  (Mr.  Guy  Dawn  ay)  would 
be  glad  if  that  could  be  done  ;  but,  after 
our  previous  experience  on  this  sub- 
jeet^  he  was  afraid  it  would,  at  least, 
he  very  hard  so  to  raise  it.  Tbia 
policy  of  the  Government  in  reference  to 
the  Transvaal  afforded  no  isolated  in- 
stance of  the  action  of  the  Government 
which  they  condemned.  It  was  merely 
the  roost  notorious  instance  of  that 
'*  squeezability  "  which  had,  in  fact,  led 
to  the  coining  of  the  word  to  expreaa 
so  constant  an  element  in  the  Govem- 
ment  polity— to  designate  that  yielding 
to  pressure  which  had  distinguished^ 
he  would  .say  which  had  di^figu^©d — the 
w  hole  page  r*f  their  history,  TLey  had 
never,  as  a  Party^  wearied  of  pointing 
"♦lit  the  fatal  refeuhs  of  this  polity  of  sur- 
render; and  the  very  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment at  present — their  doing  iu  the 
autumn  of  1884  what  they  had  been 
begged  to  do— what  they  had  been 
warned  against  not  doing  in  the  spring 
of  1883 — was  a  sufficient  witness  to  the 
justice  of  their  criticism.  On  the  other 
tiand»  those  who  ordinarily  ranked  them- 
eelves  as  the  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment had,  with  one  or  two  notable  and 
most  honourable  exceptions,  ranked 
themselves  as  readily  on  this  Transvaal 
question  as  on  other  points  under  the 
flag  of  their  Party  Chief,  and  had  identi- 
fied themselves  witli^  and  made  them- 
selves responsible  for,  the  South  African 
scheme.  If  ever  there  was  a  question 
in  which  Party  feeling  should  be  sunk, 
and  ia  which  national  feeling  should 
alone  prevail,  it  was  a  great  Imperial 
question  like  the  present.  On  this  ques- 
tion he  believed  there  was  staked^  not 
only  the  fate  of  South  Africa,  but  the 

I  future  of  our  whole   Colonial  Empire. 
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had  not  only  de^praded  and  humiliated 
the  name  of  England  in  the  eyes  of  the 
Natives,  by  what  they  considered  tame 
submission  to  defeat,  by  what  was  cow- 
ardly repudiation  of  our  alliances,  and 
abandonment  of  our  Allies.     They  had 
not  only  taught  the  Boers  that  tho'Con- 
yention  which  they  won  at  the  muzzle  of 
the  rifle  was  but  a  term  intended  to  salve 
the  conscience  and  soothe  the  ear  of 
those  hon.  Members  who  supported  the 
Oovernmenty  and  who  preferred  the  idea 
of  signing  a  Convention  to  that  of  suing 
for  peace;  they  had  not  only  further 
taught  them,  in  the  words  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  that  the 
"  Convention  would  not  prevent  its  pro- 
visions being  reconsidered,  if  they  should 
prove    at    any    time  offensive    to    the 
boers ;  "  that  it  would  not  prevent  the 
granting  of  a  new  Convention,  to  be 
again,  in  its  turn,  whittled  into  nothing- 
ness.   It  was  not  only  that ;  but  their 
past  action  had  tended  to  show  to  all 
our  Colonies  throughout  the  world  that 
for  them  the  tide  of  Empire  had  turned, 
that  the  ebb  of  Empire  had  commenced, 
that  the  honour  of  England  had  become 
a  matter  of  Votes  and  Budgets,  and  that 
Colonial  loyalty  and  love  for  the  Mother 
Country  was  only  prized  when  it  could 
be  had  on  easy  terms  of  gratis  affection, 
without    the    chance    of    responsibility 
accruing  in  return.     In  conclusion,  he 
would  only  ask  the  House  to  allow  him 
to  read  a  few  words  of  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Mackenzie  recording  the  words  addressed 
to  him  by  a  Bechuana  Native,  as  they 
contained  the  best  and  briefest  advice 
that  could  be  offered  to  the  Government. 
The  letter  was  written  by  Mr.  Mackenzie 
from  Vryburg  in  Stell aland  on  July  23 
to  a  correspondent  in  England,  and  the 
paragraph  he  wished  to  bring  to  their 
notice  was  as  follows  : — 

"  I  assure  you  the  name  of  the  Queen  is  still 
prized  in  many  a  hamlet  in  Bechuanaland.  (It 
is  wonderful  it  should  be  so.)  One  Chief,  who, 
it  had  heen  said  by  the  Boers  in  England, 
wanted  to  live  under  the  rule  of  the  Transvaal . 
sent  a  letter  to  meet  me  many  miles  from  his 
town,  to  declare  that  he,  too,  would  be  under  the 
Queen.  *  Yours  is  by  far  the  best  Government  * 
said  another  g^y-headed  man ;  *  but  you  have 
one  great  fault— you  always  go  away  when  we 
want  you  most — Do  not  go  away  again. '  ** 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  that 
South  African  debates  were  apt  to  be 
discursive,  and  ho  did  not  think  that 
this  discussion  had  been  an  exception  to 
the  rule,  as  he  had  been  quite  over-  j 


whelmed  by  the  different  questions  re* 
ferring  to  all  parts  of  the  world  which 
he  was  called  upon  to  deal  with.  Hie  was 
also    cnnfronted   by    a   great    deal   of 
'inconsistency  on    the    part  of  yarloas 
'  speakers,  and  in  no  speech  more  so  than 
;in  the  eloquent  one  they  had  just  heard, 
iln  that  speech  they  had  been  appealed 
to  to  treat  this  matter  simply  and  solely 
from  the  national  and  patriotic  point  of 
view;   and  yet  that  appeal  had  been 
prefaced  and  followed  by  as  bitter  an 
attack  upon   the  Government  for  what 
it  had  done  as  any  Party  attack  that  had  . 
ever  been  made.     Hon.  Members  ought 
not  to  take  credit  for  appealing  to  the 
House  to  make  a  question  a  national 
and  patriotic  one,  at  the  same  time  that 
they  themselves  made  it  a  Party  ques* 
tion.    A  crumb  of  comfort,  however,  he 
had,  and  that  was  that  in  none  of  the 
speeches  had  any  fault  been  found  with 
the  action  of  the  Government  at  the 
present  moment,  or  since  the  last  dis- 
cussicm  that  had  taken  place  on  South 
African  affairs,  with  the  exception  that 
it  was  said  they  had  not  given  sufficient 
support  to  Mr.  Mackenzie;  and,  there- 
fore, he  said  the  Government  really  and 
truly  found  themselves  pretty  well  in 
accord  with  the  House  of  Oommons  in 
the  policy  they  were  adopting.     [**0b, 
oh !  "]     In  answer  to  the  complaint  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Henry  Holland), 
he  would  repeat  that  he  was  exceed* 
ingly  sorry  that  the  Papers  were  not 
before  the  House ;  but  he  would  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member — and  though  he 
(Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley)  was  speaking  as  a 
comparatively    young  Member   of  the 
House,  yet  he  was  corroborated  in  what 
he  was  going:  to  say  by  the  authority  of 
the  Prime  Minister — that  it  was  a  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  the  occasion  of  the 
discussion  on  the  Address  in  answer  to 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne  was  to  be 
looked  upon  as  the  opportunity  for  an 
exhaustive  discussion  on  matters  alluded 
to  in  the  Speech.     If  it  were  to  be  so 
regarded,  they  must  change  the  Rules 
and  Eegulations  of  the  House  with  re- 
gard to  printing.     It  had  been  said  that 
the  printing  might  have  been  done  in 
the  Becess;    but  no  printing  could  be 
done  in  the  House  except  by  order  of 
the  officers  of  the  House,  and  that  ooold 
not  be  done  when  the  House  was  not 
sitting.    As  far  as  the  Colonial  Office 
was  concerned,  they  had  done  the  best 
they  could.     If  they  were  to  consider  in 
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future  that  exhaustive  deliates  wert*  to 
take  place  on  the  Address  upon  Papers 
Jaid  on  the  Table  tlie  day  the  House 
met,  then  they  muf^t  alter  the  Eules 
which  regulated  the  production  of 
Papers.  Before  onteritiq:  on  the  gene- 
ral qn6:*tioa,  he  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  about  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  York  Ctty  (Sir 
Frederick  Milner),  who  had  spoken  as  to 
the  death  of  Mr.  Bethell.  He  should  be 
very  sorry  to  allude  to  that  subject  with- 
out  aayicg  that  he  conaidered  that  t^pii- 
tieman  bad  ahown  a  gallantry  and  pluck 
quite  worthy  of  the  admiration  of  every- 
one.  It  was  clear  that  he  had  lost  his 
life  mainly  by  having  waited  behind  to 
endeavour  to  save  the  life  of  a  Native 
struck  down  by  his  side.  Although  it 
could  not,  of  course*  alter  the  brutal  cha- 
racter of  the  treatment  to  which  he  was 
afterwards  subjected  by  the  lilibu«*ter«, 
still  it  might  be  some  consolation  to  the 
relatives  of  that  gentleman  to  say  that 
anyone  who  had  read  the  account  must 
say  that  his  first  wound  mtist  have  buon 
mortal,  and  that  his  life  could  not  have 
been  saved»  even  if  the  second  ehot  had 
UOt  been  fired.  He  would  now  proceed 
to  defend  the  Government  against  the 
charge  of  apathy  and  delay  which  had 
been  brought  again t  them.  He  denied 
orophaticalJy  that  the  Ojlunial  Olfice  had 
shown  any  apathy  in  the  matter,  or  that 
there  had  been  unnecessary  delay  in 
taking  ijteps  to  secure  the  apprehen.sion 
of  the  murderers.  What  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  York  City  did  not 
suflfioieDtly  realize  was  this — that  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  going  to 
make  a  demand  for  the  punislimeiit  or 
extradition  of  the  murderers,  they  must 
know  who  they  were,  and  be  prepared 
with  evidence  to  convict  them,  and  to 
satisfy  the  Power  to  which  they  were 
making  the  request.  Now,  he  as- 
serted positively  that>  until  thi^  mouth, 
the  Colonial  Government  did  not  know, 
and  he  did  not  believe  that  any- 
one in  the  country  knew,  that  even  the 
names  of  the  murderers  were  known* 
Until  that  information  was  received,  the 
mere  knowledge  that  Mr.  Bethell  had 
been  killed,  and  by  unfair  means,  was 
not  a  ground  on  which  they  could  ap- 
proach any  Government,  and  say — *'  We 
demand  the  extradition  of  the  mur- 
derers/' The  answer,  of  course,  would 
have  been—**  Who  is  it  that  you  want  ?  " 
Thej  were  now  in  a  position  to  name  the 
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murderersi  and  prove  who  they  were* 
and  their  guilt.  It  had  been  said,  as  an 
imputation  against  him,  that  he  had 
talked  about  the  legnl  difficulties  that 
might  arise.  He  would  not  enlarge  upon 
that,  because  he  did  not  wit^h  to  be  told 
that  he  was  puttings  arguments  in  the 
mouth  of  t)je  Transvaal  Government- 
xis  a  matter  of  fact,  the  question  was 
not  a  simple  one;  it  was  very  compli- 
cated, the  territory  on  which  Mi\  Bethell 
was  killed  being  neither  British  nor 
Transvaal  territory.  It  was  clear  that 
tiie  tribunals  of  the  Transvaal  would  not 
be  competent  to  try  the  case;  and  after 
the  experience  gained  in  the  trial  of 
Ctiptaiu  Elliot*9  murderers,  he  thought 
it  just  as  will  that  the  Transvaal  tribu- 
nals should  not  try  the  case.  There 
were  similar  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
extradition  ;  and»  in  fsct,  the  whrde  ques- 
tion was  full  of  complications.  Hie  own 
opinion  was  that  the  best  way  to  obtain 
Justice  would  probably  be  to  instruct  the 
Commander  of  our  Poices  to  get  hfdd  of 
them,  and  try  them  by  court  martial,  for 
acts  contrary  to  the  usages  of  civilized  war- 
fare, when  he  should  ariivein  the  lo«.ality. 
Whether  that  course  should  he  taken  or 
not  was  a  question  which  other  and  dif- 
ferent authoritiea  must  decide.  Coming 
to  the  question  of  the  Trraty,  he  had 
tirst  to  refer  to  two  speakers  that  day, 
who  iiad  call<^d  upon  the  Government  to 
account  for  the  fejieechesof  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Coniiiney},  and  the 
tentative  opini^ms  expressed  therein* 
Well,  ho  was  not  bound  to  answer  for 
that  hon.  Member;  but  this  he  would 
say — that  doubtless  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  was  the  only  occupant  of  the 
Front  Ministerial  Bouih  who  held  the 
opinions  which  he  had  expressed.  Now, 
as  he  had  said,  Ihe  great  point  that  had 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Alember  for  Midhurst,  in  the  course  of 
the  debate,  was  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  not  sufHciently  supported 
Mr.  Mackenzie*  lie  heard  with  pleasure 
the  sentence  in  tho  speech  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  York  City  in 
which  he  said  that  they  onglit  to  trust 
to  the  advice  of  people  <'n  the  spot.  That 
was  exactly  what  they  had  done  on  this 
occat'ion.  Ever  sinie  Mr.  Mackenzie  had 
been  sent  out  they  had  consistently  acted 
on  Sir  Hercules  Eolunson^s  advi(  e,  and 
they  had  not  refused  any  retjuett  which 
ho  had  made.  The  maximum  police 
force  said  by  Sir  Hercules  E obi n sou  to 
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be  necessary  was  100  men,  and  he  had 
never  recommended  an  increase  in  that 
number.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Midhurst  referred  to  the  telegram 
received  on  July  2  from  Sir  Hercules 
Eobinson,  in  which  he  said — *' Please 
authorize  Treasury  Ohest  to  supply  an- 
other £5,000  when  required.*'  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  answer  to  the  hon. 
Member's  strictures  in  connection  with 
that  request  was  that  it  was  complied 
with  at  once — the  £5,000  was  sent  to 
Sir  Hercules  Robinson  10  days,  after- 
wards— a  period  which  only  afforded 
time  enough  to  set  the  Treasury  in 
motion. 

Sir  henry  HOLLAND :  That  does 
not  appear  from  the  Papers. 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  No.  Then 
the  hon.  Member  stated  that  no  answer 
was  given  to  the  question  asked  by  Sir 
Hercules  Robinson  in  his  telegram  of 
June  26,  in  which  he  said — 

"  In  this  case  the  invasion,  if  it  takes  place, 
will  be  an  act  of  impudent  defiance  of  British 
authority,  and  the  invaders  should,  I  think,  be 
expelled  and  punished  at  any  risk  or  cost.  Do 
you  concur  ?'* 

The  hon.  Member  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment gave  no  answer  to  that. 

Sir  HENEY  HOLLAND  explained 
that  he  had  said  that  an  answer  was 
given,  but  an  unsatisfactory  one. 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  that 
the  answer  which  was  sent  by  Lord 
Derby  was  as  follows  : — 

"Her  Majesty's  Government  approve  your 
communication  to  the  Government  of  the  South 
African  Republic,  as  well  as  the  instructions 
which  you  have  given  to  Mr.  Mackenzie  on  the 
subject ; " 

the  instructions  given  by  Sir  Hercules 
Hobinson  to  Mr.  Mackenzie  being  such 
as  authorized  him  to  form  a  Native 
Force  sufficient  to  expel  the  marauders. 
The  fact  was  that  the  breakdown  of  the 
police  arrangements  was  not  owing  to 
any  neglect  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  comply  at  once  with  the  re- 
commendations of  Sir  Herrules  Robin- 
son. It  arose  from  a  variety  of  difficul- 
ties, and  among  them  was  this — that  the 
police  force  was  not  really  established 
up  to  its  proper  strength  until  the  early 
part  of  July.  Why  the  delay  occurred 
he  could  not  quite  ascertain ;  but,  no 
doubt,  there  were  difficulties  in  the  way 
of  the  establishment,  and,  above  all,  of 
the  mounting  and  transport  of  the  force 
sufficient  to  account  for  it.    If,  however, 

Jfr.  Meli/n  Ashley 


Mr.  Mackenzie  could  have  brought  that 
force  up  to  Montsioa's  territory  before  the 
attack  took  place,  the  result  would  pro- 
bably have  been  very  different.  It  was 
not  the  fault  of  the  Government  that  the 
police  were  not  at  Montsioa's  side  at  the 
time,  and  he  dared  say  it  was  not  Mr. 
Mackenzie's  fault  either.  Although  it 
was  disagreeable  in  that  House  ever  to 
say  anything  against  a  man  who  was 
dead,  he  could  not  help  expressing  the 
opinion  that  Mr.  Bethell's  excess  of 
valour  caused  him  to  be  precipitate,  and 
to  hurry  on  a  fight  which  it  would  have 
been  more  politic  to  postpone.  There 
was,  in  fact,  a  statement  to  the  effect 
that  Montsioa  sent  to  Mr.  Bethell  and 
told  him  not  to  fight,  but  that  he  insisted 
on  doing  so.  Mr.  Bethell  had  no  police- 
men with  him  at  the  time,  his  force  being 
composed  of  Native  levies  only.  The 
Booi-Gronders  were,  of  course,  anxious 
to  precipitate  the  fight  before  the  police 
arrived  ;  and  with  that  view  they 
paraded  the  stolen  cattle  in  front  of 
Montsioa's  laager,  in  order  to  entice 
him  out.  If,  as  he  (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley) 
wished,  Mr.  Bethell  had  been  a  littie 
less  brave,  and  if  he  had  resisted  the 
temptation  put  before  him,  and  had 
waited  until  Mr.  Mackenzie  could  have 
sent  up  the  police  force,  the  result  would 
have  been  very  different.  There  was 
really  no  other  point  for  him  to  answer; 
but  what  he  thought  the  House  had  a 
right  to  expect  from  him  was  that,  as 
shortly  as  possible,  he  should  give  a 
statement  of  the  line  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken  in  connection  with  the 
principal  events  since  the  House  rose 
for  the  Eecess,  and  what  the  present 
position  of  affairs  was.  Members  would 
recollect  that  when  the  House  rose  Mr. 
Mackenzie  had  been  out  some  time,  and 
that  the  Government  were  receiving  ac- 
counts daily  of  the  threatened  attack 
upon  Montsioa  by  the  freebooters ;  but 
no  attack  had  ab;«olutely  taken  place. 
The  precipitate  attack  made  by  them  upon 
Montsioa  s  forces  and  the  death  of  Mr. 
Bethell  happ«  ned  on  the  31st  of  July, 
after  Mr.  Mackenzie's  visit  to  Montsioa, 
and  the  news  reached  this  country  just 
about  the  time  the  House  rose  for  the 
Eecess.  Then  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment came  forward  and  sent  Commander 
Joubert  to  the  frontier.  About  that 
time  also  Mr.  Ehodes  had  been  sent  up 
by  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson,  the  High 
Commissioner.     Mr.  Ehodes  had  been 
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appointed  at  first  temporarily,  but  after- 
wards permaaentiy,  to  replace  Mr, 
Mackenzie,  who,  about  the  beprmtiing 
of  August,  Iiad  been  called  by  Sir 
Heruultjs  liobinson  to  Cape  Town.  With 
reference  to  the  resignation  of  Mr, 
Mackenzie*  he  wished  to  say  a  word  or 
two.  Mr.  MackeTizie  had  beee  selected 
by  the  Colonial  Of!ic*>,  with  the  consent 
and  advice  of  Sir  Hercules  Robinson,  to 
go  out  there  as  a  man  who  waa,  iu  their 
opinion,  in  many  respects  extremely 
well  fitted  for  the  task.  Nothing  Mr. 
Mackenzie  had  done,  or  whieli  had  been 
brought  against  hiny*  altered  the  opinion 
that  he  was  well  fitted  for  the  task.  Of 
course,  it  was  poss^ible  to  find  two  or 
three  errors  that  he  might  have  com- 
mitted ;  but  thifl  was  incident  to  the 
career  of  everyone.  He  maintained, 
however,  that  anything  Mr.  Mackenzie 
had  donc»  or  anything  which  had  been 
brought  against  him,  had  not  shaken 
bis  (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashiey^s)  belief  that  he 
was  a  man  who  might  have  done  very 
Taluable  service,  and  that  he  was  the 
best  man  they  could  have  selected  for 
the  post.  But  Mr.  Mackenzie  had  this 
one  great  defect,  that  he  was  not  a 
penona  grata  to  the  Cape  Ministry,  As 
soon  as  the  Cape  Ministers  olficially 
declared  by  Minutes  and  communications 
to  Sir  Hercules  Hobinson  that  the  per- 
manence of  Mr.  Mackenzie  as  our  Com- 
missioner to  Bechiianaland  was  an  ob- 
stacle to  their  going  forward,  an  obstacle 
to  their  action,  Mr.  Mackenzie,  with  the 
highest  possible  feeling,  and  with  a 
sense  of  what  was  right  and  proper  and 
for  the  good  of  the  country,  tendered  his 
resignation  of  the  office  to  Sir  Hercules 
Hobinson.  What  Mr.  Mackenzie  said 
was  this.  In  his  letter  to  Sir  Hercules 
Bobinson  he  denied  being  imbued  with 
the  prejudices  imputed  to  him^  and 
enlarged  on  the  desire  that  he  had 
shown  to  take  a  wide  view  of  matters, 
to  do  ju&tice  to  all  parties  and  to  all 
interests ;  but  he  said  that,  inasmuch  as 
the  Colonial  Ministers  regarded  his  con- 
tinuance in  office  as  a  most  serious 
obstacle,  if  not  the  only  ubsctacJe,  to  the 
maintenance  of  tlie  peai^e  of  thw  Protec- 
torate, he  desired  to  remove  that  borrit-r, 
and  with  that  object  he  tendered  his 
resignation  of  the  ofHce  of  lleputy 
Cr)uiinissioner  in  Bechuanaland.  Sir 
Hercules  Robinson,  in  his  despatch,  tatd 
that  he  thought  the  rens«-ns  which 
influenced  Mr.  Mackenzie  in  taking  tbts 


fctep  were  sound,  and  he  complimented 
Mr,  Mackenzie  on  the  earnet^t  and  un- 
selfish spirit  which  had  induced  him  to 
undertake  the  ditficulties  of  establishing 
the  Protectorate  in  Bechuanaland.  In 
these  matters  it  was  of  the  highest  im- 
portance that  they  should  work  hand  in 
hand,  where  tliey  possibly  could,  with 
the  anlhorities  of  one  of  the  largest 
Colonies.  Well^  Mr.  Ehodes  had  been 
sent  up  by  Sir  Hercules  Robinson, 
on  the  resignation  of  Mr.  Macken- 
zie, to  meet  Commander  Joubert  on 
the  borders  of  Gosbenland.  Having 
c(»me  as  Deputy  Commissioner,  Mr, 
Rhodes  attempted  to  arrange  terms  with 
Montsioa  and  the  freebooters ;  but 
having  found  that  the  demands  of  the 
Gonhenite  people  were  unreasonable, 
exorbitant,  and  contrary  to  justice  and 
right,  and  that  even  while  he  was  there 
as  Ambassador  for  the  High  Commis- 
sioner an  attack  had  been  made  on 
Moutsioa'fi  territory,  he  had  been  com- 
pelled to  leave  them  with  a  warning  that 
they  were  attacking  people  who  were 
under  the  protection  of  Great  Britain, 
and  that  he  w^ould  not  in  any  sense  be  a 
pnrty  to  the  making  of  an  arrangement. 
He  therefore  left,  warning  them  of  the 
consequences.  Mr.  Rhodes  came  back 
and  communicated  with  Sir  Hercules 
Robinson,  who  bad  endeavoured  to 
settle  also,  as  far  as  he  could,  the  hos- 
tilities in  the  Stellaland  district.  Next, 
they  came  to  the  action  of  the  Transvaal 
Government,  because  it  was  there,  for 
the  first  time,  that  the  Transvaal  Go- 
vernment came  upon  the  scene.  After  thd 
attack  made  on  Montsioa  by  the  free- 
booters, that  Chief  was  reduced  to  a  very 
bad  state,  having  lost  a  large  number 
of  men»  Then  it  was  that  the  Transvaal 
Government  came  to  his  aid,  and  offered 
to  relieve  him  from  the  attacks  of  those 
freebooters  on  condition  that  he  came 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Transvaal. 
He  needed  not  to  take  up  the  time  of 
the  House  by  giving  any  details  as  to 
what  the  condition  of  Montsioa  was; 
but  the  House  might  take  it  that 
Montsioa  was  abstdutdy  an  unwilling 
agent — ^that  he  was  absolutely  com- 
manded by  his  defenceless  condition  to 
come  to  an  agreement  with  the  Trans- 
vaal Government.  Thereupon  the  Trans- 
vaal Government  sent  a  telegram  to  Her 
Muje^^ty's  Government,  saying  that  they 
had  taken  steps  to  ^e!^ttf^e  and  maintain 
peace  by  taking  Montsioa  undet  \\i^\x 
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protection.  The  Colonial  Office  put  them- 
eelves  in  immediate  communication  with 
the  Capo  authorities,  and  with  Sir 
Hercules  Robineon,  wishing  to  kno^ 
what  was  the  true  &tate  of  matters, 
and  what  was  the  view  of  the  Cape 
Government.  In  consequence  of  the 
communicaiiona  thej  received  and  the 
information  they  obtained,  they  had 
desired  Sir  Hercules  Kobinson,  as  High 
Commisaioner,  to  call  upon  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  t?outh  African  Republic  to 
disallow  tht»ir  recent  acts  as  beinsj  an 
entire  and  absolute  violation  of  tbe  Con- 
vention of  1884.  That  Ihose  acts  were 
80  was,  to  his  (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley^a) 
mind,  too  clear  for  argument.  The 
result  of  this  communieatirm  was  that 
the  Transvaal  Government  at  onoa  with- 
drew the  Proclamation  establishing  a 
Protectorate  over  this  territory,  and  very 
shortly  afterwards  the  Transvaal  Volks- 
raad  was  summoned  to  ratify  the  with- 
drawal of  that  Proclamation,  so  that  they 
had  not,  therefore,  any  lonjzc^r  to  do» 
OBlonaibly  or  openly,  with  the  Transvaal 
Government.  The  freebooters,  however, 
were  still  in  possession  of  the  territory ; 
and  Her  Majesty's  Government,  remem- 
bering that  this  was  the  Protectorate 
which  had  been  invaded  by  these  men» 
considered  only  one  settlement  of  this 
question  possible — that  force  shytild  be 
used  to  remove  those  men  from  that  ter- 
ritory. Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
been  acting  in  accord  with  the  Cape  Go- 
vernment, and  the  Cape  Government  had 
asked  their  sanction,  during  the  time 
the  military  preparations  were  being 
made,  to  go  to  the  territory  of  Montsioa 
and  see  whether,  by  their  personal  in- 
fluence, they  could  arrancjco  terms  with- 
out fighting  and  bloodshed-  Of  course. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  never 
like  to  leave  any  stone  unturne^i  to 
obtain  the  legitimate  objects  they  had 
in  view  without  fighting;  and,  there- 
fore, they  had  signified  to  the  Ministers 
at  the  Cape  that,  while  they  would  not 
relax  the  preparations  they  were  making, 
they  would  not  oppose  any  obstacle  to 
the  Cape  Ministers  going  to  Bechuana- 
land,  and  seeing  what  they  could  do, 
provided  it  was  thoroughly  understood 
that  no  settlement  could  be  made  with* 
out  the  consent  and  approval  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government »  and  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  not  give 
their  consent  and  approval  to  any  settle- 
inent  which  did  not  unreservedly  imply 
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that  none  of  the  freebooters  should 
remain  in  possession  of  Montsioa's  terri- 
tory without  the  express  sanction  of  the 
High  Commissioner.  The  position, 
therefore,  was  this — the  Transvaal  Go- 
vernment having,  in  the  opinion  of  Her 
Majesty's  Governments  broken  the  Con- 
vention, had  been  called  upon  to  retrace 
their  steps.  On  tJiatcall  being  received, 
they  did  retrace  their  steps  ;  and  the  Go- 
vernment having,  therefore,  only  to  deal 
now  with  the  irregular  freebooters  on 
the  Border,  were  preparing  to  send  a 
force  to  coerce  them,  and  while  that 
force  was  beiug  prepared  the  Cape 
Ministers  were  trying  their  hand  at 
poaceful  negotiations.  They  knew  that 
Hir  Charles  Warren,  as  he  informed  the 
House  yesterday,  was  going  out ;  indeed, 
they  might  count  on  his  going  out 
within  a  very  short  time — in  about  a 
fi»rtnigi»t.  The  details  of  the  forces  Sir 
Chaiies  Warren  would  have  at  his  dis- 
posal were  being  settled  by  the  War 
Office  ;  and  the  House  might  be  certain 
they  would  be  perfectly  adequate  to  the 
ybjf^ct  the  Government  had  in  view.  He 
did  nnt  think  there  was  any  other  infor- 
mation it  was  necessary  he  should  give 
to  the  House ;  because  it  would  be  mor© 
fully  and  accuratel}^  given  in  the  Papers 
which  would  shortly  be  in  the  hands  of 
Members,  He  wished,  however,  to  say 
a  word  or  two  in  regard  to  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  (Mr.  Wode- 
house)  and  the  (speeches  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Perthshire  (Sir  Donald 
Currie)  and  other  hon.  Members  on  the 
question  of  Ztiluland.  The  fallacy  upon 
which  he  ventured  to  submit  so  many 
speeches  went,  which  found  fault  with 
the  Government  for  not  doing  last  year, 
or  the  year  before,  what  they  were  doing 
now,  was  this — that  last  year  and  the 
year  before  not  only  was  the  case  not  by 
any  means  so  clear,  or  the  needs  so 
great  j  but  last  year  and  the  year  before 
there  were  elements  of  danger  in  pre- 
cipitate action  which  he  ventured  to  say 
the  patience  and  care  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  eliminated.  The  an- 
tagonism between  the  Dutch  and  Eng- 
lish-speaking portion  of  the  South 
African  Baces  was,  he  had  repeatedly 
stated,  one  of  the  greatest  dangers  and 
diffieukies  whirh,  in  their  transactions 
in  South  Africa,  the  present,  a«  well 
as  the  late.  Government  had  to  guard 
against.  They  might  talk  about  the 
sum  of  money  the  Government  migl^t 
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have  to  apend  now  in  the  course  they 
were  going  to  take ;  but  hrrw  much 
money,  and  how  much  more  than  even 
money*8  worth,  would  have  been  the 
coflt  to  this  crmniry  and  the  Colony  if. 
by  any  proiijatate  a*'ti«in,  th«y  hud 
broujrht  about  a  qiian'el  of  racea.  That 
was  a  v^ry  dishnot  and  a  very  ^refit 
danger,  \^hen  they  were  urged  in  forn»er 
periods  by  hon.  Members  opposite  to 
take  more  active  and  violent  mea- 
iinres.  What  was  now  our  position  ? 
By  their  patience,  by  their  waiting",  by 
their  determination  to  show  that  they 
were  ready  to  eniphiy  evtry  means  in 
thnir  pi»wer  before  resortinp;'  to  force  \ 
and.  further,  by  waiting  till  the  caf«e  was 
60  clear  and  so  distinct  in  rep^ard  to  the 
attitude  taken  by  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment and  others  that  it  could  not  be 
justified,  the  Government  had  surceeded 
in  this — that  they  had,  openly  at  any 
rate,  a  perfectly  unanimous  feel- 
ing in  the  Cape  Colony,  He  con- 
eidcred  that  was  a  result  which  it  was 
worth  while  to  wait  a  long  time  for» 
and  which  was  a  remit  which  tliey 
would  not  hare  got  had  they  precipi- 
tated their  action  as  some  hon*  Members 
urged  them  to  do.  Tlie  Cape  Govertj* 
ment  had  in  September  endorsed,  in  a 
telegram  which  would  be  found  in  the 
Papers,  in  every  way  the  action  of  Her 
Majesty^a  Government,  The  telegram 
was  so  important  that  he  should  like  to 
give  an  extract  from  it,  because  it  was 
really  a  great  tribute  to  what  patience 
and  perseverance  could  do,  to  have  a 
Dutch  MiniBtry  in  Cape  Town  sending 
to  Her  Majesty^s  Government  such  a 
telegram  na  that.  It  was  received  on 
the  24th  of  September^  and  stated — 

**  Ministers  express  their  opinion  that  decisive 
measures  should  be  now  takt'n  for  the  m&in* 
tenance  of  British  authority/' 

If  hon.  Members  only  knew  what  bad 
been  the  feeling  in  South  Africa  ever 
since  the  first  annexation  of  the  Trans- 
vaal among  the  Africander  Eaee,  who 
now  for  the  first  time  bad  a  Ministry  in 
Cape  Town,  with  Mr.  Hoffmeyer,  tb© 
head  of  the  Africander  Party,  as  tl»e 
man  who  controlled  that  Ministry,  they 
would  know  what  a  great  event  it  was 
to  have  the  Africander  Party  asserting 
that  they  wished  to  secure  the  main- 
tenance of  British  authority.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  Africander  Party  up  to  this 
time  had  been  rather  to  weaken  than  to 
eatablish  British  authority,  and  to  estab- 
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lish  the  authority  of  the  Dutch -speaking 
population.  The  telegram  went  on  to 
say — 

**TheMini«teni  believe  that  in  takiopr  such 
rt  coiirso  the  Impmnl  Government  will  bo 
thffToii^hly  ffupport4?d  by  Her  Majesty *b  sub* 
jt'cts  of  every  nationulity  in  thia  Colony.** 

He  wanted  to  know,  if  the  Government 
had  taken  the  8tops  last  year  which 
they  were  urged  to  do  by  some  hon. 
Members,  whether  any  responsible  body 
of  men  in  Cape  Town  could  have  tele- 
p-aphed  them  to  say  that  thev  would 
be  thoroniihly  etupported  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's 8ubJ*-!ct8  of  every  nationality 
in  the  Otdony?  They  certainly  would 
not  have  had  that  support ;  but  he  was 
glad  to  see  from  the  accounts  in  the 
newspapers  that  meetings  were  being 
hnld  in  the  Cape  Cob  my  to  support  the 
at tiun  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
til  at  respect.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
North  Eiding  of  Yorkshire  (Mr,  Guy 
Dawnay)  drew  attention  to  the  question 
of  Zululand.  While  ihinking  that  time 
would  not  allow  him  and  them  now  to 
discuss  the  affuirs  of  that  country  aa 
well  as  Bechuanaland,  !ie  had  nothing 
further  to  add  to  wdjat  he  had  already 
said  with  respect  to  it,  except  to  repeat 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
carried  out  the  intention  they  announced 
in  the  Houf^e,  that  they  would  maintain 
intact  the  lieserve.  The  Reserve  waa 
now  in  a  perfectly  quiet  and  secure  con- 
dition. The  hon.  Member  spoke  a  great 
deal  about  Usibepu's  claims  on  the  Go- 
vernment. He  (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley)  did 
not  know  that  the  claims  of  that  Cliief 
were  more  than  the  claims  of  any  other 
bold  Chief  in  South  Africa  who  had 
been  loyal  and  brave.  TJsibepu  was  a 
strong  man,  and  had  showTi  himself 
friendly  to  Her  Majesty's  Government; 
but  would  hon.  Members  say  that  they 
should  now  send  a  force  to  Usibepu's 
territory^  in  order  to  support  bim  and 
keep  him  on  his  throne?  The  Zulu 
question  waa  not  one,  as  the  hon,  Mem- 
ijer  said,  involving  any  violation  of  the 
Convention  by  the  Transvaal  Govern* 
ment.  It  was  totally  different  from  the 
Bechn  an  aland  question  in  that  respect. 
The  frontier  of  Zululand  had  not  been 
violated  by  the  Government  of  the 
Transvaal;  but  that  violation  had  oc- 
curred through  the  invitation  of  the 
Zulus  themselves.  He  was  also  asked 
Tvhether  the  Government  would  appoint  a 
Eesident  Commissioner  in  that  territory^ 
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and  whether  they  would  look  after  the 
Swazis?  They  had,  by  the  Convention, 
a  right,  if  they  chose,  to  appoint  a  Com- 
missioner on  the  Zulu  Frontier ;  but  it 
was  not  likely,  while  the  Zulus  were 
themselves  in  a  state  of  internecine  war, 
as  they  had  been,  that  the  Government 
should  ask  the  Commissioner  to  go  and 
take  up  his  residence  on  that  frontier. 
The  Zulus  were  an  independent  people, 
and  all  these  demands  that  the  Oovem- 
ment  should  interfere,  and  prevent  this 
and  that  going  on  on  the  frontier,  and 
that  they  should  defend  Usibepu  against 
Oham,  or  Oham  against  Usibepu,  really 
reduced  themselves  to  the  old  story  of 
whether  we  should  annex  that  territory. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICK8-BEACH  : 
What  about  the  Reserve  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  the 
Beserve  was  as  near  being  annexed  as 
anything  they  could  imagine.  As  to 
the  question  put  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Mayor,  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  if  he  looked  at  the  Conven- 
tion, would  isee  that  there  was  no  ques- 
tion whatever  of  allowing  the  Transvaal 
Qt)vernment  to  communicate  with  Fo- 
reign Powers  except  through  the  High 
Commissioner.  There  was  a  specific 
Article  in  the  Convention  which  said 
that  no  Treaty  should  be  made  by  the 
Transvaal  Government  with  any  Foreign 
Power  or  any  Native  Tribe,  except  the 
Orange  Free  State,  without  having  the 
consent  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
He  ventured  to  say,  in  conclusion,  that 
hon.  Members,  however  much  they  might 
be  disposed  to  criticize  this,  that,  and 
the  other,  and  to  say — although  he  de- 
nied it— that  they  might  have  acted  last 
year,  or  the  year  before,  as  they  had  acted 
now,  would  be  inclined  to  acknowledge, 
in  the  words  of  one  of  the  speakers,  that 
the  Government  had  at  last  laid  before 
the  House  a  clear  and  distinct  policy, 
and  announced  what  they  intended  to 
do.  Having  cleared  Bechuanaland  of 
the  freebooters,  and  restored  the  status 
quo,  then  would  come  the  question  in 
regard  to  the  future  of  the  territory. 
One  hon.  Member  had  thrown  doubt 
upon  the  prospect  of  the  Cape  under- 
taking the  government  of  the  country. 
He  (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley)  did  not  himself 
have  any  such  doubt.  The  active  ele- 
ment in  the  Cape  would,  in  his  opinion, 
be  anxious  to  take  over  Bechuanaland, 
in  order  that  the  Imperial  power  should 
not  be  established,  because  they  would 
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rather  see  the  country  under  the  control 
of  the  Cape.  But  however  the  future 
might  turn  out,  it  was  quite  clear  they 
had  before  them  a  very  clear  course, 
and  they  would  require  no  exhortation 
from  hon.  Members  opposite  to  persist 
in  that  course.  Any  delay  or  hesitation 
that  might  have  taken  place  had  been 
amply  compensated  for  by  an  upright 
and  consistent  policy;  and  he  trusted 
and  believed  that  although  we  might  be 
obliged  to  send  out  a  large  and  efficient 
force  to  that  country,  no  real  blow  would 
have  to  be  struck,  and  that  we  should 
be  able  by  that  force  to  vindicate  our 
rights  and  the  British  Protectorate  with- 
out having  to  spill  any  blood  whatever. 
Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH:  I 
think  the  majority  of  the  House  will 
scarcely  be  of  opinion  that  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr. 
Evelyn  Ashley)  has  been  entirely  suc- 
cessful in  his  vindication  of  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  He  com- 
menced his  speech  by  a  complaint  that 
we  were  asked  to  discuss  this  subject  at 
a  time  when  it  could  not  be  exhaustively 
discussed.  If  that  is  so,  it  is  not  our 
fault.  We  have  felt  the  importance  and 
the  pressing  nature  of  this  matter  so 
strongly  that  it  is  impossible  for  us  to 
delay  the  discussion  on  South  African 
affairs  to  that  remote  date  when  it  shall 
please  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
give  us  the  Papers.  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  I  think  the  excuse  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  gave  for  the  pre- 
sent imperfect  state  of  information 
in  which  Parliament  and  the  country 
have  been  left  on  this  subject  was  by  no 
means  worthy  of  him  or  of  the  Govern- 
ment. In  these  matters  it  is  always  the 
case  that  where  there  is  a  will  there  is  a 
way.  If  a  serious  attempt  had  been 
made  by  the  Colonial  Office  to  place  the 
Papers  in  the  hands  of  Members  at  the 
meeting  of  Parliament,  I  venture  to  say 
that  it  could  have  been  done.  To  the 
best  of  my  recollection,  when  there 
was  an  Autumn  Session  in  a  previous 
year,  the  Papers  on  Afghanistan  were 
in  the  hands  of  Members  some  weeks 
before  the  House  met.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  also  complained  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  North  Biding  of 
Yorkshire  (Mr.  Guy  Dawnay),  while 
declining  to  treat  this  matter  as  a 
Party  question,  devoted  the  whole  of 
his  speech  to  an  attack  on  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.     I  aqi 
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sure  that  auj^one  who  looks  at  the  course 
of  this  debate  will  see  that  it  is  im- 
possible for  atiy  hoD.  Member  to  diacusa 
this  question  without  altaeking^  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  Why, 
Sir,  the  most  forcible  attacks  on  the  Go- 
vern meat  were  made  by  two  of  their 
most  staunch  Buppoiters — the  hon. Mem- 
ber for  Bath  (Mr.  Wodehouae),  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Pc?rth»bire  (Sir 
l>oiiald  Currie).  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bath  spoke  with  an  authority  and  ability 
on  the  subject  that  can  hardly  he  sur- 
passed in  this  House ;  and»  as  eYHfyone 
KQOWSi  the  hou.  Member  for  Perthshire 
poaeesses  a  peculiar  knowledge  of,  and 
interest  in,  the  commercial,  social,  and 
political  state  of  South  Africa*  When 
hon.  Members  such  as  those  attack 
the  policy  of  the  Governmentj  I  do 
think  it  rather  unfair  to  charge  hon. 
Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  with  treating^  this  as  a  Party 
question,  because,  with  all  goodwill,  my 
hon.  Friend  has  been  utterly  unable  to 
make  his  speech  anything  but  an  attack 
on  the  policy  of  the  Government.  The 
hon.  Member  has  stated  that  the  Go- 
vernment are  con»pletely  in  accord 
with  the  House  of  Commons  as  to  their 
policy ♦  Hitherto  we  have  been  quite 
unable  to  ascertain  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  any  p^jlicy  at  all ;  and  if  the 
matter  had  rested  where  it  was  left  by 
the  paragraph  in  the  Queen^s  Speech, 
which  stated  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  giving  vigilant  attention  to 
their  engagements,  and  were  considering 
the  means  that  might  be  required  to 
secure  the  faithful  observation  of  the 
Convention,  the  Opposition  could  not 
injustice  to  their  opinion  have  passed 
over  the  subject  without  proposing 
an  Amendment  to  the  Address.  It 
has,  however,  since  been  definitely  an- 
nounced that  the  Government  had 
gone  far  beyond  vigilant  attention  and 
consideration  in  this  matter,  and  that 
they  were  preparing,  under  the  leader- 
ship of  Sir  Charles  Warren,  an  ex- 
pedition of  considerable  magnitude  in 
South  Africa.  It  has  been  suggested 
that  there  is  an  alternative;  that  the 
Government  of  the  Cape  Colony  have 
offered  their  services ;  and  that  Her  M  a- 
je8ty*s  Government  have  agreed  that  the 
Cape  Government  shall  attempt  to  settle 
the  matter  by  peaceful  negotiations,  I 
am  not  desirous  of  interference  by  this 
country  in  the  affairs  of  South  Africa 


beyond  what  is  absolutely  necessary. 
Such  interference  has  resulted  in  the  past, 
and  may  stiU  more  result  in  the  future, 
in  much  more  harm  and  danger  to  our- 
selves, to  the  Cape  Colony,  and  even  to 
the  Natives,  than  would  have  occui'red 
had  we  left  them  to  settle  matters  for 
themselves  ;  but  this  is  a  case  in  which 
we  are  bound  by  most  definite  obliga- 
tions and  eng«gemeuta  to  beai'  Imperial 
responsibilities  and  clrry  them  out.  This 
could  not  be  left  to  be  settled  by  the 
Cape  Government,  unless  it  was  made 
perfectly  clear  that  that  Government,  in 
settling  it,  would  fulfil  to  the  utmost  the 
obligations  into  which  this  country  en- 
tered when  it  assumed  the  Protectorate 
over  the  Native  Tribes  in  Bechuaualand* 
I  am  as  anxious  as  anyone  in  this 
House  can  be  to  act  in  harmony 
with  the  Cape  Government  in  this  mat- 
ter ;  and  I  think  I  may  say  that  no  one 
can  better  appreciate  the  advantage  of 
such  harmony  than  I  do.  But  if  I  refer  to 
the  debate  in  the  Cape  Parliament,  after 
which  the  Resolution  proposing  to  nego- 
tiate for  the  anneiation  of  Bechuana- 
land  to  the  Cape  Colony  was  passed,  I 
am  sorry  to  say  that  1  do  not  see  in  tho 
ftpeindies  made  in  that  debate,  and  in 
thu  spirit  wliich  animated  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Cape  Parliament,  any 
ground  for  a  strong  hope  that  our  obli- 
gations to  the  Native  Chiefs  will  be  car- 
ried out  by  the  Cape  Government.  In 
the  speech  of  one  person  of  consider- 
able importance— namely,  Mr.  Eh  odes, 
the  late  Commissioner — what  do  I  find? 
He  is  reported  to  have  said  tjiat  he  had 
been  told  that  one  of  the  chief  reasons 
for  desiring  to  retain  this  country  was 
that  it  was  looked  upon  as  a  good  land 
for  the  Colonial  farmers,  and  that  they 
ought  not  to  lose  such  a  splendid  oppor- 
tunity of  developing  the  country  north 
of  the  Orange  Biver;  that  it  was  prac- 
tically destitute  of  Natives,  there  being 
no  more  than  20,000  souls  in  all ;  and 
that  the  Cape  Colony  would  obtain 
enormous  assets  in  the  shape  of  Crown 
lands.  Reading  these  expressions,  and 
others  still  stronger,  uttered  in  the  Cape 
Parliament,  I  venture  to  say  that  unless 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  very  care- 
ful in  the  matter  they  will  not  be  fulfil- 
liug  their  resx>on8ibilitie8  to  the  Native 
Tribes  by  leaving  them  in  the  hands  of 
the  Cape  Colony.  Then,  what  do  Her 
Majesty's  Government  propose  to  do,  if, 
as  is  possible,  judging  from  the  charac- 
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ter  of  theae  freebooters,  the  Cape  Go- 
vernment cannot  settle  this  question 
peacefully  ?  They  propose  what  is  a  very 
serious  matter — namely,  to  send  a  large 
military  expedition  to  remove  theBS  free- 
booters by  force.  No  one  will  appre- 
ciate the  fn^ft^'^ity  of  this  proposal  more 
than  tlie  Prime  Mini*<'ter  hira^ielf,  wht>, 
in  Maich^  1S83,  when  he  had  charged 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  th*^  Mem  her 
for  Bradford  (Mr,  W,  E.  Forster)  with  a 
desire  to  initiate  a  war  in  South  Africa, 
need  these  words— 

^*My  riffht  hon.  Friend  urges  us  to  under- 
take what  I  ahall  take  leave  to  designate  as  a 
war  which  ia  1,100  milya  from  the  base  of  our 
operations.  My  right  hon.  Friend  does  not 
take  into  view  the  fact  that  in  these  former 
wars  wo  had  facilities  for  carr^ying  them  on  by 
the  aid  of  the  sea,  which  made  the  conveyance 
of  supplies  a  work  of  comparative  ease.  This 
Ib  a  proposal  to  march  1,100  miles  into  a  coun- 
try with  respect  to  which  we  should  have  the 
aid  of  ft  railway  for  the  shortest  part  of  the 
way,  btit  whiuh,  with  regard  to  the  rest,  every* 
thing  would  have  to  be  done  over  miserable 
roads,  ,  .  .  .  Sir,  I  believe  the  enormous  efforta, 
risks,  and  uncertainties  of  the  expedition  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  contemplateSf  and  would 
put  at  the  back  of  his  ckamest  remonstrances, 
are  entirely  out  of  proportion  to  Iho  objects 
that  are  in  view,  or  to  the  ends  that  he  could 
possibly  achieve.  It  is  true  my  right  hon. 
Friend  aaya—'  Only  speak  firmly,  and  you  will 
never  have  occasion  to  resort  to  the  sword/  I  sar 
no  Government  is  worthy  to  hold  OlSce  io  this 
country  for  ft  day  that  would  hold  firm  lanp^uage 
of  that  kind  without  being  perfectly  prepared 
to  support  it.  What  ia  the  value  of  the  opinion 
given  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  that  there  would 
be  no  occasion  to  resort  to  war,  and  what  would 
be  our  predicament  if^  after  holding  that  firm 
language,  we  had  to  support  our  rsmonstrances 
by  a  difficult,  a  costly,  and  almost  hopeless  mili* 
tary  expedition  F  .  .  .  What  we  decline  to  do  is 
to undertakeu  military  expedition  for  the  purpose 
of  rectifying  disorders  in  a  country  which  has 
always  been  disorderly,  although  we  know  that 
those  disorders  are  now  aggravated  partly  by 
the  intervention  of  Boer  freebooters.  That  is  a 
responsibility  we  cannot  assume,  and  which  we 
will  not  impose  upon  the  people  of  this  country." 
—  (3£ffl«4rifJ,  [277]  728-30-3L) 

But  it  18  a  responsibility  which,  neyer- 
theless,  ib  to  bo  imposed  on  the  people 
of  til  IB  country.  We  are  told  that  now 
at  last  our  wurd  ia  to  be  maintained  and 
our  honour  vindirnted.  I  should  like  to 
ask  to  what  it  i^  really  due  that  this 
Berious  enterprize  \yill  have  to  be  un- 
dertaken? It  is  due  to  the  fact  that 
when  in  February  last  we  were  00m- 
peUed  to  assume  this  Protectorate,  we 
failed  at  once  to  mak«  it  a  reality.  The 
House  will  recollect  the  discussion  last 
February  on  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 


in  roferenro  to  this  matter.  Everyone 
was  agreed  that  the  word  of  the  Boers 
in  the  new  Convention  was  notamatterof 
any  very  great  moment;  but  that  the  real 
alteration  in  the  situation  was  this — the 
expref»sioQ  by  Tier  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment of  a  determination  that  ofmi^  what 
miffht  the  now  Conventi-m  should  be 
carried  out.  How  was  the  Can  vent  ton 
to  be  carried  out  ?  I  tind^  on  r»-f erring 
to  the  debate,  that  the  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley) 
made  a  r«Qiarkable  speech— a  very  re- 
markable speech — comparing^  it  with 
what  he  has  said  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  ti^j-day.  He  told  the  House  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  been  in 
communication  with  the  delegates  from 
the  Transvaalj  that  Her  Maji  sty's  Go- 
vernment had  firmly  insisted  on  the 
Frontier  Question,  and  the  delegates 
had  assured  Her  Majesty's  Government 
they  would  preserve  the  frontier.  He 
said  that  Lord  Derby  bad  proposed  and 
was  detertnined  to  carry  out  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Eesident  Commissioner 
of  some  character  on  the  frontier,  and 
that  that  Commissioner  would  have 
under  his  command  some  sort  of  police 
force »  with  which  he  could  keep  the 
frontier  from  the  incursions  of  the  free- 
booters, and  added  that  the  Government 
believed  they  had  secured  a  settlement, 
it  being  a  matter  merely  of  police.  If 
that  were  so,  why  was  Mr.  Mackenzie 
despatched  without  a  sufficient  force  of 
police?  That  question  had  been  asked 
to-day,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  gave 
absolutely  no  answer  to  it.  All  he  eaid 
was  that  the  Government  had  trusted  to 
the  authorities  on  the  spot;  but  they 
cannot  thrust  upon  Sir  Hercules  Hobin- 
Bon  and  Mr.  Mackenzie  their  own  re- 
Bponsibilities  in  this  matter.  The  hon. 
Member  told  us  as  plainly  as  he  could — 
1  thought  he  deserved  great  credit  for 
the  candour  of  his  statement^ — that  if  a 
police  force  of  even  100  men  had  at 
once  been  placed  at  Mr.  Mackenzie's  dis- 
posal, all  these  difficulties  and  troubles 
and  cruelties  to  Montsioa  would  never  \ 
have  taken  place. 

AIr.  EVELYK  ASHLEY  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me  to  say  I 
never  made  any  such  statement.  I  dis- 
tinctly said  that  1 00  men  were  placed  at 
the  disposal  of  Mr.  Mackenzie,  and  if 
they  had  been  moved  up  the  country  at 
once  these  difficulties  would  not  have 
occurred, 
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6m    inCHAEL     HICKS-BEACH: 

Yea;  100  men  on  paper^  as  useful  as 
all  those  Proolamationa.  If  100  men 
could  not  be  at  once  recruited  in  the 
Cape  Colony,  or  obtained  from  any 
other  Colonial  source,  Her  Majesty ^8 
Government  were  bound  by  the  assur- 
ances of  the  Under  Secretary  at  the 
time  to  talco  care  that  Mr.  Mackenzie 
went  up  the  country  with  a  sufficient 
number  of  men  levied,  if  necessary, 
from  our  Imperial  Forces.  Now,  the 
Under  8eei'etary  for  the  Colonies  actu- 
ally said,  re f ending  to  the  cruel  murder 
of  Mr.  Bethell,  that  Mr.  Betbell  was  a 
little  too  brave.  What  a  way  to  speak 
of  the  conduct  of  one  whom  you  engaged 
as  your  police  officer,  who  was  doing 
his  best^  in  spite  of  the  insufficient  force 
placed  at  bis  disposal,  to  perform  his 
duty,  in  the  cruel  and  di  flic  ill  t  posi- 
tion you  pent  bim  to  fill,  and  who  met 
his  death  in  fighting  against  those  who 
were  the  enemies  of  the  British  Pro- 
tectorate in  Bechuanaland  !  But  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  the  only  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government  who  gave  the 
assurance  to  the  House  that  a  auffioient 
police  force  would  be  employed,  for  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  said  that  if  the  freebooters 
from  the  Transvaal  again  attacked  Mont- 
fiioa  and  Mankoroane,  they  would  come 
into  contact  with  police  established  at 
the  oost  of  the  Imperial  Government, 
who  would,  no  doubt,  give  a  good  account 
of  them.  The  Under  Secretary  takes 
credit  for  securing  the  co-operation  of 
the  Cape  Colony  by  a  policy  of  patience 
and  perseverance  ;  but  what  has  this 
policy  cost  the  Native  Tribes,  and  British 
credit  in  Houth  Afrioa?  For  the  last 
three  years  we  have  been  debating 
this  question  of  the  position  of  the  tribes 
on  the  borders  of  the  Transvaal,  Nego- 
tiation bad,  up  to  this  time,  been  the 
sole  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
We  have  had  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House  instances  of  cruelty,  of  rob- 
bery, of  oppression  against  these  tribes, 
to  whom,  like  the  Bechuanas,  we  have 
incurred  direct  obligations,  or  to  whom, 
like  the  Zulus,  wo  have  responsibili- 
ties arising  from  other  causes.  Have 
fheae  responsibilities  or  obligations  yet 
been  carried  out?  Even  in  February 
lost,  how  much  better  waa  the  position 
of  the  Bechuanaa  than  now  ?  It  was 
only,  I  think,  at  the  end  of  1883  that 
this    so-called   Republic   of    Stellalaad 


was  established  by  the  freebooters  at 
the  expense  of  Mankaronue  ;  and  if, 
when  this  matter  was  first  brought 
before  the  House,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment bad  acted  with  a  reasonable 
amount  of  firmness,  the  establishment 
of  that  Kepublic  might  have  been  pre- 
vented. When  Mr.  Mackenzie  went  up 
he  found  a  community  of  men,  knowing 
themselves  to  be  in  the  wrong,  and  de- 
termined to  maintain  their  position,  and 
not,  if  they  could  help  it,  to  accept 
British  authority,  and  in  default  of 
having  any  force  at  his  disposal  he 
could  only  try  to  make  terms  with 
them.  But  he  found  that  Montsioahad 
defeated  his  enemies,  the  freebooters  of 
Goshen,  who  wore  driven  within  the 
borders  of  the  TransvaaK  Fifty  police, 
then,  would  have  given  a  good  account 
of  these  freebooters,  for  there  were  but 
30  or  40  of  them  ;  but  no  sooner  was  it 
known  that,  although  this  British  Pro- 
tectorate had  been  established,  some 
months  were  to  elapse  before  the  ratifi- 
cation of  the  Transvaal  Convention,  than 
there  was  a  determined  and  united  etfort 
on  the  part  of  lawless  persona  of  every 
nationality  to  make  hay  while  the  sun 
shone.  What  these  freebooters  of  the 
Transvaal  did  they  clearly  did  with  the 
connivance  of  their  Government,  who 
even  permitted  gunpowder  from  the  Go- 
vernment stores  to  be  used  by  them, 
and  whose  Kepresentatives  in  this  coun- 
try insisted  that  a  period  of  six  months 
should  elapse  before  the  Convention  was 
ratifod  by  the  Volksraad.  In  the  light 
of  what  has  occurred,  I  look  upon  that 
delay  with  suspicion,  and  I  think  there 
was  in  this  matter  on  the  part  of  the  Re- 
presentatives of  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment what  amounts  to  something  very 
like  foul  play.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  had  told  them 
that  the  old  anti-English  feeling  no 
longer  existed, 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  explained  that  ha 
referred  to  the  distinction  bet  ween  Angli- 
can and  Dutch  feeling. 

8iR  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  :  At 
any  rate,  the  time  bad  come  when  Her 
Majesty *s  Government  were  not  justified 
in  trusting  merely  to  the  word  of  the 
Transvaal  Government  in  this  matter. 
They  must  act  by  themselves,  and  carry 
out  their  responsihilities.  The  Under 
Secretary  had  spoken  of  the  sympathy 
of  the  Cape  Government,  who  were  act- 
ing in  concert  with  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
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vemment.  I  have  no  doubt  whatever* 
from  the  itiformatioti  we  have  received 
from  the  Cape  Colony,  that  the  whole 
Euglish  oj)inion  there  is  of  one  mind, 
and  ia  excited  and  enthusiastic  to  a  de- 
gree with  reference  to  the  policy  to  be 
pursued  by  the  Governraent.  I  notice 
that  a  Eeaolution  pa.ssed  the  other  day, 
to  a  great  extent  through  the  advocacy 
of  Mr-  Mackenzie,  at  Cape  Town,  and 
eke  where,  was  to  the  effect  that  any 
failure  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  maintain  its  just  rights 
under  the  Convention  of  London,  en- 
tered into  with  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment,  and  to  fulfil  its  obligations  to- 
wards the  Native  Tribes  under  the  Pro- 
tectorate of  Ed  gland,  would  be  fatal  to 
its  supremacy  in  South  Africa,  This 
feeling  is  not  only  entertained  by  the 
Eagiish  portion  of  the  Cape  Colony,  but 
also  by  the  thinking  and  more  respect- 
able portion  of  the  Dutch  population.  I 
think,  therefore,  that  we  hav'e  really  the 
whole  of  the  valuable  Colonial  opinion 
on  our  side,  whether  Dutch  or  Engliah  ; 
but  there  is  a  very  different  opinion  in 
regard  to  this  matter,  which  the  Govern- 
ment will  do  well  to  remember.  Not 
long  ago  I  read  a  quotation  from  an 
article  in  a  newspaper  which  represents 
the  Afrioauder  Party,  and  which  advo- 
cated the  removal  of  Montsioa  because 
he  would  take  advantage  of  the  dispute 
between  the  Imperial  Government  and  a 
portion  of  the  Colonists,  and  would  join 
with  the  people  over  the  sea  in  preference 
to  the  people  on  his  border,  and  added 
that  it  was  important  that  this  idea 
should  be  exterminated  for  ever.  I 
would  venture  to  say  that  it  ia  a  point 
of  infinite  importance  for  England  and 
for  our  Empire,  not  only  in  South 
Africa,  but  througliout  the  world,  that 
this  idea  should  not  be  permitted  to  be 
extermiuated-  We  must  fulfil  our  re- 
sponsibilities on  this  matter,  by  all 
means  in  concert  with  the  Cape  Go- 
vernment, if  possible;  but  I  think  we 
shall  not  be  able  to  fulfil  them  without 
some  manifestation  of  Imperial  power. 
These  people  have  been  taught  a  lesson 
which  they  must,  sooner  or  later,  un- 
learn. It  may  ctmt  men  and  money  to 
this  country;  but  if  it  does,  the  re- 
sponsibitity  will  rest  upon  those  who,  for 
the  last  four  years,  have  allowed  these 
ignorant  and  uncivilized  Boers  to  be- 
lieve that  they  can  flout  the  authority  of 
this  country  in  South  Africa,  and  that 
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if  they  are  but  6rm  in  thoir  opposition 
to  our  wishes  they  will  be  permitted  to 
obtain  their  own  way,  and  ultimately  to 
drive  us  from  that  which  is  one  of  the 
most  valuable  Colonies  of  the  Empire. 

Mr.  W,  E.  F0R8TER :  I  should  not 
have  risen  if  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  or  some  other  Member  of  the 
Goveroment,  had  desired  to  reply  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  Let  me 
refer,  in  the  first  place,  to  the  exceed- 
ingly awkward  position  in  which  the 
Hduse  finds  itself,  owing  to  the  absence 
of  the  Papers  whit^h  we  were  promised. 
If  it  is  the  fault  of  the  printers,  I  do  not 
think  that  it  ought  to  be  considered  a 
sufficient  excuse  that  the  Factory  Acts 
are  the  cause  of  the  delay,  for  the 
printers  might  very  well  have  sufficient 
hands  to  meet  extra  demands.  The 
Papers  presented  this  morning,  and 
which,  through  the  courtesy  of  my  hon* 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary,  I  saw  yes- 
terday, bring  us  up  to  this  point — thfl 
Sir  Hercules  Robinson  had  stated  to  th€ 
Transvaal  Govern  meat  that  Montsioa*8 
territory  was  under  British  protection ; 
that  notwithstanding  that  he  was  at- 
tacked, and  he  was  in  very  great  danger ; 
that  Mr,  Mackenzie  had  been  sent  up 
there,  and  was  asking  for  reinforce- 
ments, but  that  he  had  not  obtained 
them  J  that  the  Cape  Government  re 
fused  to  give  them ;  and  that  our  o? 
Government  were^  m  some  way  or  an- 
other, unable  to  give  him  what  he  re- 
quired. The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  had  stated  that  Mr, 
Mackenzie  was  expected  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  organize  this  police  force,  and 
I  believe  he  also  stated  that  the  policej 
were  at  his  disposal.  I  cannot  reconeilal 
these  statements  with  the  information 
which  I  have  myself  received  from  Mr, 
Mackenzie,  nor  with  a  long  letter  from 
the  Correspondent  of  The  Timee^  the  in- 
formation in  which  was  evidently  re- 
ceived from  Mr,  Mackenzie,  On  the 
lyth  of  August  last  Mr.  Mackenzie  wrote 
a  letter,  of  which  the  following  is  an 
extract:  — 

*'  Poor,  poor  Montsioa  t  I  am  afraid  ho  has 
had  to  give  in,  1  sent  him  some  ammunitioDf 
aod  wan  about  to  send  Bome  more  with  a  few 
men  to  help  him  whoa  I  was  called  to  Cape 
Town.  I  began  with  10  policemen,  and  stipu- 
lations not  to  have  more  than  25  without  speciml j 
leave.  My  own  journeys  have  bet^n  performe' 
without  protection  of  arms.  At  nn  early  date  1 
exposed,  after  personal  inspfK^tioD,  the  position 
of  the  Transvaal  people  at  Rooi  Grond  and 
Montsioa.    They  had  no  foothold  oat  of  T 
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vaal.  The  Transvaal  winked  At  their  levying 
war  on  their  own  account.  Two  months  atyo  I 
appealed  to  His  Excfillenc}'  on  thia  eubjoctt 
feylinw'  sure  that  I  was  iu  no  position  to  fight 
tho  Transvaal  with  a  f«w  policemen/' 

I  understood  my  hon.  Friend  to  way  that^it 
rested  not  so  much  with  Mr.  Mackenziej 
as  with  Sir  Hercules  Robinson.  On  that 
point  I  cannot  give  any  opinion  without 
seeing  the  despatches  ;  but  I  think  that 
when  the  Government  sent  out  Mr.  Mac- 
kenzie they  were  bound  to  have  taken 
care  that  he  had  a  sufficient  force  of 
police  with  him  in  accordance  with  the 
statements  of  the  Under  Secretary  and 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  trade, 
that  the  Government  would  provide  a 
sufficient  force  to  keep  order,  I  was 
glad  to  hear  the  testimony  that  the 
Under  Secretary  bore  to  Mr.  Mackeozie^s 
conduct  and  to  liis  self-saerilice.  It  is 
due  to  Mr,  Mackenzie  to  state  that  he 
did  not  ask  for  this  appointment — that 
it  was  given  to  him  on  the  recommenda- 
tion of  8ir  Hercules  Robinson  without 
any  solicitation  of  his  friends  on  his  be- 
half. He  was  appointed  because  it  was 
believed  by  Sir  Hercules  Robinson  and 
by  the  Government  that  ho  was  the  man 
best  suited  for  the  post ;  und  reading 
through  the  Papers  I  think  it  mil  he 
proved  »hat  Mr,  Mackenzie  acted  with 
great  discretion,  great  forbearance,  and 
remarkable  ability,  and  has  shown  a 
self-sacrifice  which  is  rare  in  the 
manner  in  which  he  thought  nothing  of 
his  own  position,  because  the  instant  be 
felt  he  was  considered  by  any  person  of 
authority  not  likely  to  succeed,  at  very 
great  cost  to  himself  and  the  sacriBce  of 
his  whole  future^  he  resigned.  This  is 
the  position  of  affairs  at  the  point  up  to 
which  we  are  brought  by  the  Papers 
circulated  to-day.  We  are  to  have  fur- 
ther Papers.  At  present  the  Under  Se- 
cretary says  that  the  Government  have 
nothing  to  answer,  except  in  regard  to 
this  matter  of  the  police.  But  we  can- 
not now  refer  to  what  has  happened 
since*  because  we  have  not  the  Papers. 
But  there  are  questions  which,  I  think^ 
we  have  a  right  to  ask,  and,  if  not  en- 
tirely answered  by  the  despatches,  should 
be  answered  by  the  Government,  One 
question  is  —  Why  did  Sir  Hercules 
Hobinsott  assent  to  the  resignation  of 
Mr.  Mackenzie  ?  Another  is^ — What  are 
the  instructions  that  were  sent  to  his 
successor  ?  I  understand  that  the  Prime 
Minister  intimates  that  it  has  been  an- 


swered that  Mr.  Mackenzie's  resigna- 
tion was  accepted  because  the  Cape  Go- 
vernment objected  to  him,  and  could 
not  work  with  him ;  but  it  must  be  re- 
membered thtit  Mr,  Mackenzie  was 
employed  for  the  fuLhIment  of  a  duty  un- 
dertaken by  the  Home  Government.  The 
Convention  he  was  to  see  fulfilled  was 
not  a  Convention  with  the  Cape  Govern- 
ment. There  was  no  mention  of  the 
Cape  Government  in  it.  It  was  an  ar- 
rangement between  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment and  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment, entailing  obligations  upon  ns  to- 
wards the  Natives.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bath  (Mr,  Wodehouse),  in 
his  speech  to-day,  which  I  listened  to 
with  the  greatest  pleasure,  owing  to  the 
knowledge  he  has  of  these  questions, 
made  one  statement  with  which  I  can- 
not entirely  agree — namely,  that  we  had 
entered  into  a  sort  of  partnership  with 
the  Cape  Colony  for  the  purpose  of 
canying  out  this  matter.  There  may 
have  been  a  correspondence  between 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  Cape  on  the  subject ; 
but  there  was  no  mention  of  such  a  part- 
nership in  the  Convention,  nor  have  I 
seen  any  mention  of  it  in  the  documents 
which  have  been  laid  upon  theTable,  The 
second  question  which  I  have  to  ask  is — 
What  were  the  instructions  given  to  Mr. 
Rhodes  and  Mr.  Bower  when  eent  in  tho 
place  of  Mr,  Mackenzie  ?  Was  Mr, 
Rhodes  sent  to  represent  a  different 
policy  from  that  which  Mr,  Mackenzie 
represented?  Will  the  House  allow  me 
to  give  an  expression  of  wonder  at  the 
change  from  one  of  those  poor  Natives? 
Mankoroane  wrote  a  letter,  dated  Sep- 
tember 4,  of  which  I  have  a  translation, 
which  shows  that  it  was  a  bond  pk 
letter.  He  is  immensely  puzzled  by 
these  variations  of  policy,  and  the  poor 
fellow  writes  in  very  great  distress.  He 
says — 

*' I  have  heoa  thinking,  are  there  two  QaeenaP 
I  diamiascd  my  agent.  It  T  had  known  that  the 
Queen  had  no  power,  I  should  not  have  put  away 
my  agent.  But  I  caat  him  oflf  through  confi- 
dence that,  aa  the  Que«n  had  received  me,  I 
waa  protected  by  a  power  not  needing  to  be 
added  to  by  agents.  Now»  here  I  anj,  shall  my 
confidence  leave  roe  P  I  know  not.  For  to-day 
I  look  round  on  every  aide,  being  alone.  I 
know  not  whore  to  look  for  my  life." 

If  there  is  change  of  policy,  I  want  to 
know  what  it  is  ?  No  answer  has  been 
given  to-day  to  a  question,  which  I 
should  like  to  repeat — namely,   **  What 
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action  was  immf^diately  taken  by  the  Go- 
vernment upon  hearing  of  the  attack  on 
tlie  Natives  under  our  protection  ? " 
Was  anything^  done  at  once?  I  should 
liave  supposed  that  a  telegram  would 
have  been  at  once  sent  to  Sir  Hercules 
Kobinartn,  asking — **  la  the  statement 
true  which  appears  in  the  newspapers  ? 
If  so,  demand  reparation?'* 

Mr.  CHAMBEIUAIN:  Which  at- 
tack  is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferring to  ? 

Ma.  W.  E.  FOKSTEK :  One  attack 
was  made  in  June,  upon  which  no  ac- 
tion was  taken  ;  hut  I  am  now  speaking 
of  what  took  place  on  July  31  againet 
Montsioa,  which  led  to  such  sorrowful 
consequences  to  the  Native  Chief s>  and 
in  which  Mr.  Bethell  waa  killed,  or, 
rather,  murdered.  Before  information 
was  received  that  this  officer  had  been 
murdered  in  cold  blood,  the  fact  was 
known  that  there  had  been  tliia  attack 
ui^on  those  under  our  protection  ;  and  I 
want  to  know  why  the  Government  did 
not  telegraph  at  once  to  Sir  Hercules 
Kobinson  —  '*Is  this  true?  If  so, 
demand  reparatioB  instantly  from  the 
Transvaal  Government,  and  take  oare 
that  they  indncu  those  tilibusters  imme- 
diately to  leave  the  territory.*'  We 
Lave  8ir  Hercules  KobinBon*s  own  state- 
ment in  the  despatches  tircidated  to-day 
that  this  expedition  was  organized  and 
planned  in  the  Transvaal  territory,  and 
that  the  Proclamation  against  it  was 
almost  a  sham.  There  are  several  other 
questions  which,  if  I  had  time,  I  might 
ask  ;  but  what  is  of  real  importance  is 
what  the  Government  are  now  going  to 
do.  I  am  very  glad  that  Sir  Charles 
Warren  is  going  out.  I  believe  from 
his  antecedents  that  he  is  the  best  man 
that  could  bo  sent.  He  showed  great 
ability,  vigour,  and  discretion  in  re- 
storing ortler  in  Griqualand  West,  and 
is  much  respected  both  by  the  Natives 
and,  I  believe,  by  the  Dutch  farmers  in 
that  territory.  I  am  also  very  glad  to 
believe  that  the  Government  have  now 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  no  man  is  of 
much  use  there  unless  he  has  some  force 
behind  him.  We  are  not  told  what  the 
actual  force  is  which  Sir  Charles  Warren 
will  have  at  his  disposal ;  but  I  am  glad 
to  trust  from  the  rumours  which  have 
reached  me  that  the  force  will  be  suffi- 
cient, and  that  power  wili  be  given  to 
Sir  Charles  Warren  to  take  out  and 
ijnlist  there  as  many  police  aa  may  bo 
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necessary.  If  the  Government  are  taking 
that  course,  they  are  taking  the  best 
course.  But  then  there  should  be  a 
knowledge  that  the  police  would  be  sup* 
ported  by  Eegular  troops,  though,  I  be- 
lieve, a  mounted  police  are  better  adapted 
for  dealing  with  tlie  Ulibusters  than  the 
Regular  Army,  Now,  one  word  with 
regard  to  the  x>osaibility  of  Sir  Charlea 
Warren,  when  he  goes  out  there,  Ending, 
an  arrangement  between  the  Cape  Go* 
vernment  and  the  Government  of  the 
Transvaal  which  may  seem  to  settle  the 
matter.  We  should  all  rejoice  if  the 
Transvaal  Government,  finding  out  that 
we  are  in  earnest,  and  the  Cape  Govern- 
ment also,  finding  out  the  feeling  of 
every  loyal  man  at  the  Cape,  and  espe- 
cially the  feeling  of  Englishmen,  though, 
the  preisent  Ministry  obtained  power 
by  Africander  support,  would  do  their 
best  to  settle  tlie  matter.  But  the 
Government  must  not  be  sanguine 
that  this  is  a  real  settlement ;  they  will 
have  to  take  care  that  it  will  not  be 
simply  another  Convention.  A  force  will 
be  necessary  in  Bechuanaland  to  keep 
ord<?r,  and  it  will  be  absolutely  iadispenS' 
able  that  some  officer  should  go  thore  to 
see  that  order  is  preserved.  The  Under 
Secretary — I  do  not  know  whether  in- 
tention ally— seemed  to  dwell  on  the 
position  of  Montsioa  as  the  one  difficul^. 
That  18  not  really  the  case.  There  la 
the  so-called  Republic  of  Stellaland| 
and  it  is  a  sad  thing  that  such  a  con- 
dition of  afiairs  should  exist  in  a 
country  under  our  protection.  The 
Repuhiic  of  Stellaland,  acting,  as  they 
say,  under  our  Protectorate,  have  im- 
prisoned our  Agonts;  and  I  must 
say  I  was  surprised  at  the  answer 
of  the  Under  Secretary,  who,  when 
asked  whether  Mr,  Wright  had  been 
taken  prisoner,  said  that  there  was  no 
occasion  to  take  steps,  because  he  waa 
now  free*  But  people  who  did  such  a 
thing  to  an  Agent  of  our  country  ought 
to  meet  with  some  punishment,  I  do 
not  say  that  from  any  feeling  of  re- 
venge, but  because,  if  people  are 
allowed  to  do  such  acta  with  perfect 
impunity,  you  will  never  have  an  end 
of  them,  I  could  give  details  which 
would  surprise  the  House  of  the 
atrocities  already  committed  ;  and  thero- 
fore  I  6ay  that  a  mere  settlement  on 
paper  saying  wo  are  restoring  his  land 
to  Montsioa  will  not  prevent  the  future 
being  a  mere  repetition  of  the  past,  and 
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will  not  at  all  meet  our  present  diffi- 
culties. Unless  you  have  something  be - 
Bides  talk,  unless  you  tftke  some  action, 
you  will  nev»n'  have  any  peace  and  quiet- 
ness there*  One  word  more,  I  think  this 
sad  history  gives  us  two  or  three  leasoas — 
first  of  all,  a  lesson  of  the  necessity  of 
firmness  and  consistenor.  I  need  hardly 
dwell  Mpon  that.  Much  allusion  has  been 
made  to  the  Treaty  of  Majuba,  I  was 
in  the  Government  which  was  respon- 
Bible  for  that  Treaty  ;  but  I  never  should 
hare  been  responsible  if  I  had  not  sup- 
posed that  we  should  have  guarded 
against  the  danger  of  that  Treaty  being 
violated,  and  that  we  should  have  given 
the  Boers  to  understand  that  we  made  it» 
not  from  any  fear  of  them,  or  on  aceount 
of  the  dilficultiegi  of  dealing  with  them, 
but  because  we  thought  it  was  right. 
They  were  quite  sure  to  suppose  that 
we  made  it  out  of  neglofit,  indifference, 
OP  cowardice.  We  did  not  care  what 
they  thought  of  it  so  far  as  we  were  con- 
cerned ;  but  it  did  matter  to  those  for 
whom  we  were  responsible,  whether  they 
had  any  reason  to  think  so,  and  we 
shouhl  have  taken  care  that  there 
was  after  that  Treaty  a  force  suffi- 
cient to  prevent  a  breach  of  it,  iSiuce 
that,  T  must  confess  that  the  way 
in  which  the  first  breaches  of  the  Con- 
vention were  received  here  was  calcu- 
lated to  make  the  Transvaal  Government 
believe  they  were  able  to  do  what  they 
liked.  Another  lesson  is  that  the  penny 
wise  and  pound  foolish  policy  is  the 
mofet  dangerous.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr,  Rylands)  is  not  here.  He 
assumes  the  position  of  champion  of  the 
public  purse,  and  is  much  concerned  lest 
we  should  go  to  great  expense  in  these 
matters;  but  of  all  the  expensive  courses 
which  it  is  possible  to  take  delay  is 
the  worst,  for  it  will  make  the  Buers 
think  that  we  are  afraid,  or  at  any  rate 
reluctant,  to  meet  them.  That  is  a  course 
which  is  sure  to  entail  upon  us  the 
greatest  expenditure  in  the  end.  An 
hon.  Friend  of  mine  to-day  asked  me — 
'*Are  we  to  go  to  war?"  Well,  Sir, 
my  reply  was  that  it  was  impossible  to 
overrate  the  amount  of  blood  shed  and 
of  money  lost  by  this  policy  of  delay  j 
and  wo  have  not  seen  the  end  of  it. 
Wo  must  not  be  too  sanguine  as  to 
what  id  happeuing  at  the  Cape ;  and 
we  mu^t  not  suppose  that  we  can 
phift  our  own  responsibility  upon  the 
Colouifita.  Even  the  English  Party  ther^ 


have  hesitated  in  supporting  us,  beoausci 
of  the  treatment  which  our  Allies  have 
mot  with,  and  the  policy  of  vacilla- 
tion that  has  been  displayed.  The 
English  Colonists,  in  fact,  have  begun 
to  fear  to  support  us;  and  if  matters 
had  been  allowed  to  go  on  as  they  were 
doing  there  would  soon  have  been  a 
time  when  it  could  be  said  that  England 
had  no  friends  at  the  Cape.  Persona 
may  think  that  it  is  from  old  associations 
I  speak  thus;  that  it  is  because  the 
fathers  or  grandfathers  of  those  people 
were  slaves  that  I  have  a  strong  feeling 
about  them.  But  I  do  not  admit  that 
because  people  are  black  and  because 
their  fathers  were  slaves  we  should  not 
fulfil  our  promises  to  protect  them. 
It  is  not,  however,  a  qneetion  of  black 
and  white;  the  question  is  whether 
we  are  to  keep  this  Colony  or  not? 
That  is  what  it  really  does  come  to. 
Some  have  said — **  Oh,  let  that  Colony 
go;  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  has  been 
nothing  but  a  trouble  and  nuisance  to 
us  since  we  have  had  to  do  with  it*' 
["Hear,  hear!**]  Yes;  hear,  hear;  but 
is  that  hon.  Gentleman  aware  of  the 
vast  interest!*  of  this  country  in  South 
Africa  ?  I  am  glad  to  know  that  there 
are  some  £20,000,000  of  English  money 
invested  there,  for  it  %  ill  be  to  the  in- 
terest of  the  bondholders  to  see  that 
justice  is  done.  There  never  wa^  any* 
thing  more  okmrly  pix>ved  th«u  that 
justice  to  the  Natives — to  those  poor 
unfortunate  Blacks— is  bound  up  with 
the  preservation  of  English  interests  and 
the  security  of  the  Colony*  But  sup- 
posing we  did  let  the  Colony  go,  and 
that  we  lost  that  trade  route  to  the  in- 
terior, there  is  yet  another  trade  route 
to  be  considered,  which  has  already 
been  alluded  to  to-day,  and  that  is  the 
route  to  India  and  Australia.  Is  it  to 
be  supposed  that  we  could  keep  St, 
Simon's  Bay  as  a  coaling  station  with 
the  Cape  Colony  independent  ?  We 
should  find  that  it  would  not  long  be  an 
independent  Colony,  for  it  is  one  which 
Germany  would  gi'eatly  like  to  have^  as 
it  is  widely  different  to  the  pestilential 
places  on  the  West  Coast  of  Africa  which 
are  now  receiving  their  attention.  It  is  a 
Colony  with  which  the  German  Govern* 
ment  might  gratify  the  Colonial  aspira- 
tions of  Germany.  Do  you  suppose  that 
Germany  would  allow  us  to  keep  St. 
Siraon*8  Bay  as  a  Gibraltar  in  German 
territory  ?     No ;  if  you  mean  to  give  up 
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thegeneral  government  of  tke  Cape  Coiony 
you  may  make  up  your  minds  that  yoii 
will  have  to  go  away  altogether ;  and, 
after  all,  it  would  be  better  to  go  away 
voluntarily  than  to  remain  and  neglect 
your  duties  until  you  are  compelled  to  go. 
I  wish  to  make  only  one  other  remark. 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Co- 
loniea  gave  one  of  the  grounds  of  defence 
of  the  Government  policy  of  delay  which 
was  the  most  extraordinary  I  ever  heard. 
It  was  that  by  our  waiting,  by  ourdelay» 
and  by  our  patience^  we  have  at  last 
brought  matters  to  a  state  in  which  a 
strong  feeling  has  been  excited  at  the 
Cape»  and  that  the  consequence  is  that 
the  people  at  the  Cape  are  now  support- 
ing the  Goverotnent.  I  wish  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  could  read  the 
speeches  which  are  made  in  the  Colony 
by  those  who  are  expected  by  ray 
hon.  Friend  to  support  them.  There  is 
nothing  whit^h  has  b^en  said  upon  any 
platform  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
that  is  mure  humiliating  to  the  Go- 
vernment than  the  way  in  which  these 
men  at  the  Cape  have  expressed  their 
feelings  with  regard  to  what  they  consider 
as  desertion  until  now.  What  else  are  we 
to  expect,  if  we  are  to  submit  to  injus- 
tice and  to  allow  our  ofhcers  to  bo  mnr- 
dereil  and  imprisoned,  ami  if  we  are  to 
allow  the  Queen's  Government  to  be 
insulted  and  our  Allies  to  be  despoiled 
on  the  ground  that  if  enough  of  that 
were  done,  then  there  would  be  a  feeling 
evoked  at  the  Cape  in  favour  of  us?  I 
sincerely  hope  that  no  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  will  ever  again  venture 
on  such  a  defence  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government 

Mr.  chamberlain  :  My  right 
lion.  Friend  has  only  left  me  a  few 
minutes  in  which  to  reply  to  his  obser- 
vations, 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  1  ofiFered  to 
give  way  for  you. 

Mb.  chamberlain  r  lam  anxious 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  that  the 
speeches  which  we  have  beard  should 
not  be  without  some  reply  j  but  ,in  order 
to  make  that  reply,  I  am  compelled  to 
compress  what  I  have  to  say  into  the 
few  remaining  moments  rather  than  that 
another  day  should  be  wasted  oo  this 
subject.  My  right  hon.  Friend  observed 
truly  that  both  he  and  the  country  were 
most  anxious  to  know  what  course  the 
Government  proposed  to  take  at  the 
present  time,  and  I  confess  I  think  my- 
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self  that  the  country  will  take  a  much 
greater  interest  in  that  than  in  the  recri- 
mination which  has  been  addressed  by 
one  side  of  the  House  to  the  other.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tho  Member  for 
East  Gloucestershire  (Sir  Michael  Htcks- 
Beach)  was  unable  to  deprive  himself 
on  this  occa<^ion  of  the  pleasure  of  making 
a  Party  speech,  and  he  attacked  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  strongest  possible  terms, 
not  for  what  they  now  proposed  to  do, 
but  he  attacked  thorn  for  the  past,  and 
for  the  delay  in  the  proceedings  which 
we  have  now  declared  we  are  about  to 
take.  I  listened  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman with  great  interest,  and  I  con- 
fess I  was  astounded  that,  with  his  ex* 
perience,  he  should  imagine  that  the 
difficulties  in  South  Africa  could  be  so 
easily  and  so  speedily  settled  as  he  now 
supposes.  He  said  if  only  a  short  time 
ago  we  had  sent  out  50  police  to  the 
borderof  Bechuanaland  all  these  dangers 
and  difficulties  and  this  expensive  ex- 
pedition would  have  been  avoided.  I 
should  like  to  know  whether^  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  occupied  the  posi- 
tion of  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  he 
would  not  have  thought  twice  or  thrice 
before  sending  50  police  anywhere,  with 
a  knowledge  that  in  all  probability  it 
would  briog  about  a  general  convulsion 
and  perhaps  a  general  war  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  absolutely  ignored  that 
which  he  knows,  as  well  as  I  do,  is  the 
whole  crux  of  this  problem — namely, 
that  we  are  dealing  with  a  population 
four-fifths  of  which  are  of  a  different 
blood  from  ourselves,  and  that  there  is 
no  possibility  of  a  peaceful  settlement  in 
South  Africa  without  sunh  a  8acri6ce 
that  we  cannot  contemplate  imposing 
upon  the  British  taxpayers,  unless  we 
have  the  cordial  co-operation  of  the  Cape 
Colony.  I  am  surprised  to  hear  respou- 
sible  persons  like  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bath  (Mr.  Wodehouse)  suggesting 
that  we  t^hould  put  anide  considerations 
addressed  to  us  from  the  Cape,  that  we 
should  ignore  fil together  the  Africander 
sentiment,  and  try  to  deal  with  this  thing 
exclusively  from  a  British  point  of 
view»  and  that  we  should  yield  nothing 
whatever. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICK8-BEACH:  I 
utterly  deny  that  I  made  any  such 
statement. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN ;  I  am  quite 
satisfied  to   leave  the  argument  to  the 
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appTeeiation  of  the  House.  I  have  not 
time  to  meet  it  now,  I  wish  to  traver'ae 
entirely  the  position  t  alt  en  up  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  hehind  me»  and  the 
Tight  bon.  Gentleman  opposite,  that  we 
havo  eiilTered  by  delay.  I  deny  that  we 
have  suffered  by  delay.  I  say  that  the 
eiiuation  now  is  totally  different  from 
what  it  was  some  time  ago.  It  is  abso- 
lutely  different  in  this  respect^  that  wo 
can  now  go  forward  and  maintain  our 
just  obligations  with  the  certainty  that 
we  have  the  general  assent  of  the  Dutch 
population  of  the  Cape,  and  that  change 
has  been  in  consequence  entirely  of  the 
patience,  the  long-suffering,  if  you  like, 
that  we  have  shown.  When  I  consider 
the  great  interests  at  stake,  the  tre- 
mendous consequence  a  which  might  have 
followed  from  an  opposite  cour.^e,  I  am 
quite  content  to  sit  still  under  the  taunts 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  and  I  am  quite 
sure  that  the  public  g**nerally  will  justify 
the  course  we  have  taken. 

Lord  Rakdolfh  dniBcniLL  and  Mr. 
William  Redmond  here  rose  together, 
and  the  Speaker  called  upon  the  latter. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  moved 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Sir  n.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  desired  to  point  out  that  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Randol|)h  Churchill)  rose  before  the  hon. 
Member  fur  Wexford  Borough  to  move 
the  adjournment. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUROHILL 
wished  to  know  whether  moving  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  would  pre- 
vent an  Amendment  being  moved  ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  Borough  rose,  and  was 
called  on  by  name,  but  he  gave  way  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bii^miugham  (Mr.  Chamberlain). 
When  the  hon.  Member  rose  tlie  seuoud 
time,  ho  thought  it  right  to  call  upon 
him  again. 

Sir  H,  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  also  wished  to  move  the  adjournment. 
His  noble  Friend  intended  to  have  moved 
the  adjournment,  in  order  that  he  might 
have  an  opportunity  of  moving  his 
Amendment  to-moiTow, 

Mr,  speaker  said,  the  adjourn- 
ment could  not  be  moved  twice.  It 
had  been  already  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  A^^exford  Borough  (Mr. 
William  Redmond),  audit  was  entirely 
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optional  with  the  latter  to  say  whether 
he  would  give  way  to  the  noble  Lord  or 
to  any  other  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  would  bo 
for  the  general  convenience  of  the  House 
if  the  noble  Lord  would  bring  on  his 
Amendment  to-morrow. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  would  endeavour  to  do  so* 

Motion  made,  and  Question^  **That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned/* — (Mr, 
William  Rttdmond^ ) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourft&d  till  To-morrow* 
MOTIONS, 


INCOME  TAX  ADMnnSTBATlOH'  AMEJTDICEWT 

RILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hubbahd,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Adroimstration  of  the  Law  of  Inoomo  T«.r, 
ordered  to  b©  brought  in  by  Mr,  HuuBiJiD,  Sir 
Ckarles  Forster,  IVlr,  Edwabd  LcATBAHraad 
Mr.  Whitlev. 

Bill  prestntedf  and  read  the  first  timo.  [Bill  20.] 

ACCESS    TO    MOHNTAIWB    (sOOTLAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  BrnrcB,  Bill  to  secare  to 
the  public  the  right  of  acceaa  to  Mountains  and 
^toorknds  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Brtce,  Mr.  Baxter,  Mr.  WBBBTEa, 
Mr.  AuTiruH  Elliot,  and  Mr.  Samuel  Smith, 

BiUpreafHted,^nd  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  21.] 

PLITBALITIES   BILL, 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  Acla>tj,  Bill  to  amend  the 

Law  relating  to  Plnralitiea,  oreUrtd  to  be  brought 

in  by  Mr.  Acland,  Mr.  Edward  Howard,  Sir 

Jo  UN  KbnnawaYi  and  Lord  Edward  Oavut- 

I>IAU. 

Bill/^rtfitfri/r^/,  and  read  the  fir§t  time.  [Bill  22.] 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutaa 
bolor^  SU  o*olock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 

Thursday  J  SQth  October,  1884. 


MINUTES.]  —  New  Member  Swork—  OhariM 
Colman  Rogers,  eBquire,/wr  New  Radnor  Bo* 
rough. 

P  uii  L I  c  B I L  Ls  -^  Ordered—  First  Rmdin^  —  Fac- 
tory Acts  (Exteo^ioa  to  Shops)*  [*2d'\ ;  Qround 
Game  Act  (ld80)  Amaodmwt  *  [2iJ. 
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LITERATURE,  SOIENOB,  AND  ART-THE 
NATIONAL  GALLERY— THE  BLEN- 
HEIM COLLECTION. 

Me.  OUBITT  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  has  sanctioned 
the  purchase,  by  the  Trustees  of  the 
National  Gallery,  of  a  picture  by 
Baphael  for  the  yery  larg^e  sum  of 
£70,000,  and  a  picture  by  Vandyck  for 
the  sum  of  £17,000 ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  can  inform  the  House  what  steps 
were  taken  by  the  Trustees  of  the 
National  Gallery  and  himself  to  ascer- 
tain the  supposed  value  of  these  pictures ; 
and,  if  he  can  lay  upon  the  Table  any 
Papers  on  the  subject  ? 

The  OHANOELLORop  the  EXOHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Ohilders)  :  In  reply  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  to  say  that 
this  matter  has  not  been  treated  as  a 
Treasury  question,  but,  as  in  the  case 
of  the  purchase  of  the  Ashburnham 
Manuscripts,  as  one  that  demanded  the 
consideration  of  the  Government  gene- 
rally. Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
sanctioned  the  purchase  by  the  National 
Gallery  Trustees,  for  £87,500,  of  two 
pictures — the  *'  Ansidei  Madonna,"  by 
Baphael,  and  the  Equestrian  portrait 
of  Charles  I.,  by  Vandyck,  now  in  the 
Blenheim  Collection.  The  agreement 
to  purchase  the  pictures  is  subject  to  a 
Vote  by  the  House  for  the  amount  being 
obtained  in  the  Session  of  1885,  and  the 
Vote  will  be  asked  for  in  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  introduced  in  Feb- 
ruary next.  At  the  same  time,  full 
particulars  of  the  grounds  upon  which 
the  purchase  was  sanctioned  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  be  given  in 
a  Parliamentary  Paper. 

NORTHERN  LIGHTHOUSE  COMMIS- 
SIONERS—THE   FAIR  ISLE. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  WJiether 
the  Board  of  Trade  proposes,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  great  development  of  the 
Fisheries,  to  take  any  steps  ror  improving 
the  lighting  of  the  Orkney  and  Shetland 
Islands,  and  particularly  of  the  Fair 
Isle;  and,  whether  the  Trinity  House 
authorities  have  yet  arrived  at  any  con- 
clusion respecting  the  scheme  submitted 
by  the  Northern  Lighthouse  Commis- 
donen  for  improying  the  lighting  of 


those  islands ;  and,  if  not,  when  aBeport 
may  be  expected  ? 

Mb.  OHAMBEELAIN:  The  Board 
of  Trade  have  no  power  to  take  the  initi- 
ative in  this  matter.  Advantage  to  the 
Fisheries  standing  alone  would  not  be 
a  justification  for  applying  the  Mercan- 
tile Marine  Fund  to  lighting  these  la- 
lands,  as  fishing  boats  do  not  contribute 
to  that  fund.  I  received  yesterday  a 
letter  from  the  Trinity  House  authorities 
stating  that  they  had  not  yet  arrived  at 
a  conclusion  respecting  the  comprehen- 
sive scheme  submitted  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Northern  Lighthouses ;  but 
that  they  bad  suggested  to  those  Oom- 
missioners  that,  pending  the  settlement 
of  wider  questions,  a  rocket  fog  signal 
station  on  Fair  Isle  might  be  tried  during 
the  coming  winter. 


NAVY— STATE  OF  THE  NAVY. 

Mb.  GOURLEY  asked  the  Civil  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  To  be  g^od  enough 
to  inform  the  House  how  many  Ocean 
Armour-clad  Cruisers  are  at  present  in 
commission,  stating  number,  calibre,  and 
description  of  guns,  also  coal  endurance 
and  speed  of  each  ship;  further,  how 
many  (if  any)  of  this  type  are  now 
being  built,  when  they  are  likely  to  be 
finished,  stating  how  they  are  likely  to 
be  armed,  coal  endurance  and  ocean- 
going (not  measured  mile  smooth  water) 
speed ;  also  to  state  how  many  sea- 
going torpedo  craft  are  in  commission, 
how  many  are  building,  and  whether 
any  are  sufficiently  large  and  powerful 
for  ocean  fighting;  and,  further,  to  state 
if  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  appoint  a  Eoyal  Com- 
mission or  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  condition  of  the  Navy  ? 

Sib  THOMAS  BRA8SEY:  The  state- 
ment on  the  Navy,  which,  according  to 
the  undertaking  given  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, will  shortly  be  made  on  behalf  of 
the  Government,  must  embrace  a  more 
or  less  detailed  reference  to  the  nume- 
rous points  raised  in  the  Question  of 
my  hon.  Friend  ;  and  I  would  adc  him 
not  to  press  for  Eeturns  in  anticipation 
of  the  information  which  it  will  be  the 
duty  of  the  Admiralty  to  give  to  Par- 
liament in  a  more  convenient  form. 

Mb.  GOURLEY:  What  about  the 
latter  part  of  the  Question  ? 


[No  reply.] 
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letters  to  the  ear©  of  the  Chief  of  the 
Department,  It  was  not  with  my  ap- 
proval or  knowledge  that  the  flocument 
complained  of  hj  the  lion.  Gentleman 
opposite  was  inserted,  nor  that  the  letter 
from  the  hon.  Member  in  answer  to 
No,  171  in  the  same  Blue  Book  was 
omitted.  I  think  that  the  hon.  Member 
and  the  House  have  just  ground  of  com- 
plaint on  both  pfiints.  I  propose  to 
remedy  these  errors  as  far  aa  lios  in  my 
pr>wer  by  withdrawing'  the  Blue  Book 
and  reissuing  it,  omitting  the  Letter 
No.  169,  and  inserting  the  reply,  dated 
Jnly  10,  of  the  hon,  Mmnber  to  Letter 
No.  l71,  with  the  addition  of  a  note  to 
the  efFt^rt  that  no  rejoinder  was  made 
by  the  Department  to  that  reply,  be- 
(-■ansG  the  subjeot  in  controvprsy  had 
been  faQy  discussed  in  this  House  in 
the  debate  on  the  14th  of  July  last.  I 
beg  further  to  read  a  letter  written  to 
me  by  Mr.  Oiffen,  who  has,  I  should 
add,  been  out  of  health,  and  suffering 
from  a  aerere  domestic  calamity — 


BOARD  OF  TRADE— THE  SUGAR  BOUN- 
TTES^MR.  RITCHIE  AND  MR.  T. 
THORNHILL. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  No.  169  of 
the  papers  in  the  Blue  Book,  containing 
correspondence  relating  to  Sugar  Bonn- 
ties,  in  which  Mr,  Giffen,  an  official  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  charges  Mr,  Ritchie 
and  Mr.  Thornhill,  Members  of  this 
House,  with  having  made  **  false  state- 
ments;** whether  he  will  state  to  tlie 
House  the  nature  of  euoh  false  state- 
ments and  the  date  on  which  they  were 
made  \  whether  it  is  with  his  approval 
that  a  document  making  so  grave  a 
charge  against  Members  of  this  House 
was  inserted  in  an  offiLual  Blue  Book 
without  any  communication  with  the 
Members  so  charged;  whether  it  is  with 
his  approval  that  a  letter.  No.  171,  in 
the  same  Blue  Book,  from  Sir  T.  H. 
Farrer  to  Mr.  Kitchie,  reflecting  on  Mr, 
Hitchia'a  conduct  was  inserted  and  the 
reply  suppressed ;  whether  he  will  call 
upon  Mr.  Gitf^'n  to  withdraw  and  apolo- 
gise for  the  charges  referred  to,  and  will 
cause  the  Blue  Book  to  be  withdrawn 
and  another  one  issued  with  Mr,  Giffen's 
letter,  No.  169,  omitted  and  apologised 
for,  and  Mr.  Eitchie*8  reply  to  8ir  T.  H, 
Farror*s  letter,  No,  171,  inserted;  and, 
whether  he  will  take  stops  to  prevent  in 
the  future  such  an  abuse  of  oMcial  doeu* 
meats  ? 

Mfi.  T.  THOENHILL:  As  I  am  in- 
cluded in  the  Question,  I  would  like  to 
Bay  one  or  two  words  in  explanation  of 
the  whole  thing. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  think  it  will  be 
more  convenient  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  follow  after  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  made  his  reply, 

Mr.  CHAMBEHLAIN:  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  No,  1 59  of  tho  Papers 
in  the  Blue  Book  containing  correspond- 
ence relating  to  the  Sugar  Bounties,  in 
which  certain  Members  of  the  House  are 
charged  with  false  statements,  I  may 
say  that  the  publications  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  are  so  voluminous  and  nume- 
rous that  it  is  physically  impossible  for 
me  to  exercise  a  continuous  personal  and 
Terbatim  revision.  In  the  present  case, 
I  was  oogoizant  of  the  principal  docu- 
ments ;  but  I  left  the  arrangement  for 
publication  and  the  necesaary  covering 


'*  Board  of  Tmde,  October  30, 1884. 
**  Deiir  Mr.  ChamberlaiD, — ^With  reference  to 
the  Question  put  by  Mr.  Ritchie  as  to  the  cor- 
respondence just  issued,  I  have  to  express  my 
regret  that  my  covering  letter  to  the  Hoard  of 
Trade,  dated' June  30  last  (No.  169  in  the 
printed  corrospon donee),  imputes  false  state- 
ments 10  Mr,  Rik'hie,  M.P.,  and  Mr.  Thornhill, 
M.P,,  and  I  bt^j  leave  to  withdraw  the  words, 
and  to  apologise  for  having  uaed  thera.  Tho 
lotter  wa«  written  hurriedly,  with  a  view  to  th» 
record  of  the  letters  which  I  had  written  to 
The  Timc4t,  and  which  I  thought  it  my  duty  to 
>  *    hilly  to  your  notice,  and  without  any 

that  it  wonld  form  part  of  the  Par- 
!  .         correspondence.     Aa  you  aro  aware, 

the  admiaaion  of  the  letter  into  the  printed  cor- 
respondence also  occurred  through  a  regrettabl© 
inadvertence, — Yours  Bincerely,  R,  GurrEM,'* 

Sir  Thomas  H.  Fairer  also  deeires  me 
to  express  his  regret  that  the  Papers 
were  not  more  carefully  rerifted  before 
they  wore  sent  to  Press,  Under  theao 
circumstancra^  I  trust  the  hon.  Member 
will  accept  the  apologies  which  it  is  my 
duty  to  tender  to  him,  and  will  be  satis- 
fied with  the  steps  I  am  taking  to  re- 
pair the  errors  which  have  been  com- 
mitted, 

Mk.  BITCHXE  :  Perhaps  the  House 
will  allow  me  to  say  that  I  accept  in  the 
frankest  manner  the  full  and  frank 
apology  Mr.  Giff^n  has  made. 

Mk,  T,  THORNRILL:  I  rUo  am 
satisfied  with  the  reply,  and  will  say  no 
more  on  the  subject. 

S2 
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STATE  OF  IRELAND— MEETING  OF  THE 
NATIONAL  LEAGUE  AT  NEW  ROSS- 
ATTENDANCE  OF  THE  POLICE. 

Mb.  JOHN  REDMOND  asked  Mr. 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Whether 
it  is  a  fact  that,  on  the  occasion  of  a 
meeting  of  the  New  Boss  National 
League  on  Wednesday  October  22nd, 
the  hall  and  entrances  to  the  town  hall, 
where  the  meeting  was  held,  were  occu- 
pied by  a  force  of  the  Eoyal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary ;  whether  they  were  there  in 
pursuance  of  instructions  received ;  and, 
whether  the  Government  have  issued  any 
general  instructions  to  the  police  with 
reference  to  attendance  at  meetings  of 
the  National  Leascue  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb):  It  is  not 
correct  to  state  that  the  Town  Hall  of 
New  Ross  and  entrances  to  it  were  occu- 
pied by  a  force  of  the  Royal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary on  the  occasion  of  a  National 
League  meeting,  and  no  instructions  to 
that  effect  were  given.  Two  constables 
who  happened  to  be  on  ordinary  town 
duty  occasionally  stopped  at  the  corner 
during  their  rounds,  and  an  acting  ser- 

feant  was  for  a  short  time  in  the  outer 
all,  which  is  open  to  the  public.  The  in- 
structions to  the  police  are  not  to  attend 
indoor  meetings  of  the  National  League 
without  special  orders. 

Mb.  JOHN  REDMOND:  Will  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  have  any 
objection  to  give  the  sources  of  his  infor- 
mation? It  differs  materially  from  mine. 
Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkbb):  The  sources 
were  official. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— 
APPOINTMENTS. 

Mb.  ARTHuR  O'CONNOR  asked 
Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther he  would  have  any  objection  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  a  list  of  the  names  of 
gentlemen  submitted  to  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant, in  accordance  with  the  suggestion  of 
the  late  Chief  iSeoretary,  as  fit  and  proper 
persons  to  act  in  the  Comniission  of  the 
J?eace,  and  showing  which  (if  any)  of 
them  have  been  inconsequence  appointed? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  :  It  would  be 
inexpedient  to  lay  upon  the  Table  a  list 
of  the  names  of  the  gentlemen  submitted 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor  for  appointment 
to  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  in  ac- 


cordance with  the  suggestion  mentioned 
in  the  Question.  It  would  lead  to  a  dis- 
cuRsion  upon  individual  oases,  unjust 
and  misleading  in  the  case  of  gentlemen 
not  appointed.  I  may  state,  however, 
that  a  very  considerable  addition  has 
been  made  to  the  Magistracy  from  names 
submitted  in  consequence  of  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  late  Chief  Secretary. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND)— 

RIGHT  OF  TURBARY— MR.  R.  H. 

DUNNE,  OF  BRITTAS. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  that  Mr.  Robert  Henry 
Dunne,  of  Brittas,  in  the  Queen's  County, 
uncle  and  guardian  of  the  Dunnes  (mi- 
nors), bat  at  Petty  Sessions  in  July  last, 
at  Clonaslee,  and  adjudicated  in  a  claim 
respecting  turbary  on  the  estate  of  the 
said  minors ;  whether  J.  Kenny,  tenant 
on  the  said  estate,  got  a  fair  rent  fixed 
in  the  Land  Court,  no  mention  being 
made  of  turbary ;  whether  the  said  tenant 
has  always  been  of  right  accustomed, 
and  unchallenged,  to  cut  turf  on  the  bog 
adjoining  his  holding  for  at  least  thirty- 
five  years;  whether  Mr.  Dunne  now  diO- 
nies  the  right  of  the  said  tenant  to  out 
turf  on  the  bog  in  question,  and  whether, 
sitting  as  magistrate  at  Petty  Sessions, 
he  gave  judgment  against  Kenny  re- 
specting the  said  bog,  telling  him  in 
Court  that  he  (Kenny)  had  no  claim  to 
any  portion  of  the  bog  except  what  he 
(Dunne)  himself  gave  or  might  give 
him ;  and,  whether,  if  upon  inquiry  the 
above  allegations  prove  correct,  he  will 
bring  the  matter  to  the  notice  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  ? 

^HE  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  :  It  is  the 
fact  that  J.  Kenny  got  a  fair  rent  fixed 
in  the  Land  Court,  no  mention  being 
made  of  the  turbary.  He  paid  a  distinct 
rent  for  the  bog.  His  right  to  out  turf 
is  disputed.  On  the  information  before 
me  it  would  appear  that  Mr.  Dunne  only 
adjudicated  in  a  case  in  which  one  tenant 
named  Davis  sued  Kenny,  another  tenant, 
for  trespass  on  the  bog  of  Davis,  to  which, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  magistrate,  Kenny 
had  no  legal  claim. 

IBELAND  —  MOUNTMELLICK    (COURT- 
HOUSE—USE OF  BUILDING  FOB 
PARTY  PURPOSES,  &c. 
Mb.    ARTHUR  O'CONNOR    asked 
Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  If  he 
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ifl  aware  that  the  room  in  Mount m el  lick 
Oourt'housp,  which  aflbrds  the  only  ac- 
cess to  the  gallery,  is  used  lor  the  ijur- 
posi»8  of  freemasonry,  and  two  Jree- 
masons*  lodges  having  up  totlie  pro^ent 
held  their  m**eting9  in  it  j  that  it  ia  fur- 
nished with  the  apparatus  of  the  cralt, 
and  that  boxes  labelled  with  the  name 
and  number  of  the  lodges  are  placed  at 
the  top  of  t fie  stairs  for  the  reception  of 
the  minor  articles  of  the  paraphernalia, 
while  the  curtains  and  nag«  of  varic>u8 
cidours  are  st'»w»^d«  while  not  in  actual 
use,  in  the  cupboard;  whether  the  cuurt 
house  is  not  public  property,  and  paid 
for  out  of  the  county  ceea;  and,  whether 
he  will  take  steps  to  canse  a  dis^continu* 
ance  of  a  practice  o[»posed  to  the  feelings 
of  the  Catholic  population  of  the  Queen's 
County  ? 

The  SOLIOITOH  GENEHAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  :  The  state- 
ments of  fact  in  the  Question  are  sub- 
itantially  correct,  so  far  aa  regards  the 
past.  But  a  new  house  has  been  built 
lor  the  use  of  the  Masonic  Lodges,  and 
aU  the  Freemasonry  property  has  been 
removed  to  it  from  the  room  in  the  Court- 
house. The  Court-house  is  public  pro- 
perty, and  is  paid  for  out  of  the  county 
ce^s. 

Mr.  ABTflUR  O'CONNOR  said,  m 
the  Court-house  there  were  two  lodges 
held  their  meetings,  and  it  was  only  one 
of  these  which  he  had  understood  to  have 
been  removed.  Was*  he  to  understand 
that  both  of  them  had  given  up  the 
Court-house? 

Tbe  solicitor  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  :  That  is  the 
information  I  have. 

THE  govern:ment  a:nd  the  news- 
paper PRESS -OFFICIAL  COM- 
MUNICATIONS. 

Mb.  R  AIKEB  asked  the  noble  Lord 
the  Patronage  Seuretary  to  the  Trea- 
ttury»  Whether  he  accepts  the  responsi- 
bility of  a  letter  dated  from  12.  Down- 
ing Street,  and  signed  C*  J.  Maude, 
which  appeared  in  Tha  JUrnin^  Post  of 
Tuesday  October  28th  ;  whether  he  can 
state  ii  the  communication  respecting  a 
scheme  of  Redistribution  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Government,  which 
feoenily  appeared  in  'fhe  Slandtrd  news- 
paper, was  furnitihed  to  that  journal  in 
recognition  of  its  having  ailorded  *•  more 
Ot  less  **  support  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 


vernment; and,  whether  he  will  lay 
npon  the  Table  a  list  of  those  news- 
papers which,  in  consequence  of  their 
giving  **  more  or  leas*'  support  to  Her 
Maje8ty*s  Government  are  directly  fur- 
nif'hed  with  intelligence  from  Govern- 
ment Department^*,  as  well  aa  of  those 
to  wbirh*  in  the  absence  of  suth  sup- 
port, that  favour  is  not  extended?  Per- 
haps, in  putting  this  Question,  I  may 
be  allowed  to  ask  in  addition  whether 
the  note  which  appeared  in  to-day's 
Datiy  jVtttrs,  answering  by  anticipation 
a  port  of  my  Question  before  it  was  put 
in  the  House,  w^as  also  inspired  by  the 
noble  Lord  ? 

Lord  RICHARD  GR08YEN0R  :  In 
reply  to  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman^  I  beg 
to  say  that  the  note  which  appeared  in 
Th^  Jhnlfi  Xewn  this  morning  may  have 
been  inspired  by  me,  but  it  was  inspired 
quite  unintentionally,  and  not  with  the 
least  intention  of  its  appearing  in  the 
newspapers  this  morning.  I  do  not 
think,  however,  its  appearance  will  be 
any  detriment  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. In  reply  to  the  Question  which 
appears  on  the  Paper,  I  have  to  say 
that  the  letter  which  appeared  in  The 
Morning  Post  of  Tuesday^  October  28, 
was  written  by  my  direction.  With  re- 
gard to  the  second  paragraph  of  the 
Question,  X  beg  to  state  that  the  com- 
munication referred  to  was  not  furnished 
to  lliB  Standard  by  any  Member  of  Her 
Majesty^s  Government,  and  I  must  refer 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  answer 
given  by  the  Prime  Minister  on  the  24th 
instant,  In  which  It  was  stated  that  the 
Solicitor  to  the  Treasury  had  been 
directed  to  investigate  the  means  by 
which  the  Redistribution  scheme  waa 
furnished  to  The  Standard,  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  of  advantage  to  the 
Public  Service  to  lay  on  the  Table  such 
a  list  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  refers 
to.  Iti  saying  this,  I  am  only  following 
long -established  custom  pursued  by 
suCL'eBsive  Governments,  without  dis- 
tinction of  Party,  in  exercising  dis- 
cretion as  to  the  newspapers  to  which 
communications  of  intelligence  are 
made. 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  beg  further  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord,  arising  out  of  his  an- 
swer, whether  he  intends  in  future,  in 
furnishing  intelligence  to  the  publio 
Press,  to  adhere  to  the  principle  laid 
down  in  the  letter  of  Mr,  Maude,  of 
wliich  he  accepts  the  responsibility  ? 
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LoBD  RICHAED  GEOSVENOE : 
Yes,  Sir;  I  see  no  reason  why  there 
should  be  any  departure  from  it. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF:  I 
wish  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether, 
when  he  communicates  pieces  of  infor- 
mation to  the  diflPerent  Associations — 
namely,  the  Press  Association  and  the 
Central  News — it  is  t^e  habit  of  the 
Government  to  prohibit  those  Associa- 
tions furnishing  this  news  to  T^e  Morn- 
ing Postf  which  is  a  subscriber  to  one  of 
the  Associations  ? 

Lord  EICHAED  GEOSVENOE:  I 
am  not  aware  that  the  Government  has 
any  power  to  prohibit  these  Associa- 
tions giving  any  news  to  any  of  their 
subscribers. 

.  Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  :  But 
my  Question  is,  whether  the  Government, 
in  communicating  news  to  either  of  these 
Associations,  lays  down  a  condition  that 
it  shall  not  be  supplied  to  The  Morning 
Post  ?  I  have  in  my  hand  some  corre- 
spondence which  has  passed  between  the 
Press  Association  and  The  Morning  Post 
which  points  to  the  probability  of  that 
being  the  fact. 

Lord  EICHAED  GEOSVENOE: 
There  are  conditions  made  with  the 
Associations.  In  those  conditions  The 
Morning  Post,  which  seems  to  have  many 
champions  in  this  House,  is  certainly 
not  specifically  mentioned.  They  are 
only  general  conditions  laid  down  for 
the  convenience  of  the  Public  Ser- 
vice. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL  : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether 
he  knows  of  any  other  newspapers  in  the 
Metropolis  which  are  placed  by  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  same  category  as  T^te 
Morning  Post  ? 

Lord  EICHAED  GEOSVENOE: 
There  are  general  conditions  laid  down, 
and  they  may  include  several  news- 
papers, but  none  are  specifically  men- 
tioned. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE  :  Will  the  noble 
Lord  state  what  those  conditions  are  ? 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  :  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  noble  Lord,  whether  he 
is  not  aware  that  news  is  the  stock-in- 
trade  of  newspapers,  and  that  for  the 
purpose  of  acquiring  this  stock-in-trade 
newspapers  are  in  the  habit  of  spending 
hundreds  and  sometimes  thousands  of 
pounds  in  a  day;  whether  it  does  not 
follow,    in   the    opinion   of  the  noble 


Lord,  that  the  Government,  in  sapplying 
this  stock-in-trade  in  the  shape  of  news 
to  newspapers,  is  making  the  supply  of 
that  news  dependent  on  the  tone  of 
their  editorials  towards  the  Government, 
and  is  thereby  giving  a  pecuniary  con- 
sideration to  the  Press  of  the  country  in 
favour  of  supporting  the  existing  Ad- 
ministration;  and  I  would  further  ask 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  distribution 
of  advertisements  to  newspapers,  which 
are  the  principal  source  of  income  to 
newspapers,  is  not  also  regulated — ^at 
least  in  Ireland— by  the  tone  of  the 
editorials  of  those  newspapers  ? 
[No  reply.] 

BOARD    OF    WORKS    (IRELAND)— 
REALIZATION  OF  SECURITIES. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  asked 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  they  have 
directed  the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland 
to  realise  their  securities  in  several 
cases  in  which  the  Board  of  Works  are 
mortgagees ;  and,  whether,  within  tile 
last  week,  the  Board  of  Works  have 
been  instructed  to  take  possession  of  the 
Southern  Eailway,  between  Thurles  and 
Clonmel,  for  the  purpose  of  sale  ? 

Mr.  COUETNEY  :  The  Treasury  and 
the  Board  of  Works  are  endeavouring 
by  all  legitimate  means  to  reduce  the 
arrears  due  on  the  loans  now  out  to  the 
public.  With  regard  to  the  Southern 
Kailway,  between  Thurles  and  Clonmel, 
the  Board  of  Works  are  taking  possession 
with  the  intention  of  improving  the 
security  in  the  interests. of  all  parties 
concerned.  There  is  no  fear  that  the 
line  will  be  closed. 

EGYPT  (WAR  IN  THE  SOUDAN)— THE 
MARINES  AT  SUAKIN. 

General  ALEXANDEE  asked  the 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  a 
promise  was  given  that  the  Marines 
stationed  at  Suakin  should  be  relieved 
every  three  months ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
such  promise  has  been  kept  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  BEA8SEY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  tmderstood  no  promise  was 
given  that  the  Marines  stationed  at 
Suakin  would  be  relieved  every  three 
months ;  but  the  detachment  was  re- 
relieved  from  the  port  of  Suez  as  often 
as  the  exigencies  of  the  Public  Service 
would  permit. 
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NAVY— ARMAMENT  OF  SHIPS  OF  WAE 
--THE  "  CONQUEROR '»  AND 

THE  *•  colossus;^ 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  asked  the  Cml 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  If  he  can  inform 
the  House  whether  the  breech- piece  of 
the  43-ton  gun  for  the  Conqueror  nnd 
Colcsaui  has  jet  been  finally  approved 
for  service  ;  and,  also,  whether  the  load- 
ing arrangements  for  that  gun  have 
bean  settled,  and  the  mechanism  re- 
quired ordered  to  be  made  ;  and,  within 
what  time  the  guns  and  loading  gear 
for  those  ships  will  be  ready  for  use,  and 
the  ships  complete  for  commission  7 

8iR  THOMAS  BEA^SEY:  The 
breech- pi ©00  or  breech- screw  was  ap- 
proved as  part  of  the  original  design  for 
the  4 3- ton  gun.  But  a  change  of  the 
obturator  has  been  recommended  by  the 
War  Office,  and  has  rendered  necessary 
A  modification  of  this  mechanism,  which 
is  expected  to  be  ready  for  the  Conqueror 
and  Colouus  in  three  months.  The 
loading  arrangements  for  the  Conqueror 
are  nearly  finished,  and  those  for  the 
ColoamM  are  ordered,  and  expected  from 
the  manufacturers  in  two  months.  The 
guns  and  gear  will,  it  is  hoped,  be  ready 
for  the  Cenqueror  within  one  month  of 
delivery  of  the  breech  mechanism,  and 
for  the  Coloshui  within  two  months  of 
delivery  of  all  work  ordered  from  the 
manufacturers.  Should  these  anticipa- 
siona  be  fulfilled,  the  armament  for  the 
Conqueror  should  be  ready  in  four  months, 
and  for  the  Colossus  in  five  months  from 
the  present  time. 

PORTUGAL— THE  ♦'CITY  OF  MECCA/' 

Ma.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  he  has  yet  given  up  hope  of  in- 
ducing the  Portuguese  Oovernment 
either  to  redress  the  wrong  done  to  Bri- 
tish subjects  by  the  Portuguese  Courts 
in  the  City  of  Mecca  collision  case,  or  to 
consent  to  an  International  arbitration  ; 
and  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  con- 
template asking  Parliament  to  grant 
compensation  for  the  wrongs  tbey  have 
failed  to  get  redressed,  or  if  they  intend 
to  leave  British  subjects  to  bear  those 
wrongs  entirely  without  remedy  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FLTZMAURICE  : 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  still  in 
communication  with  the  Law  Ofiicers, 
whose  reply  is  expected  immediately ; 
but  until  it  is  received  I  cannot  answer 


the    other  points   raised  by  my  hon, 
Friend^s  Question* 

PARLIAMENT— PITBLIO  BUSINESS- 
SCOTCH  BILLS. 

Sm  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, H  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Homo 
Office  to  introduce  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Scotland  Bill  and  the  Burgh  Police 
and  Improvement  Bill,  which,  were 
dropped  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
last  Session  after  prfdonged  discussion  ? 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J,  B. 
Balfour)  :  The  intention  is  to  introduce 
the  Bills  mentioned  when  the  Govern- 
ment is  in  a  position  to  resume  the  ordi- 
nary course  of  legislation* 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  ( IRELAND j^-MB* 
GEORGE  BOLTON. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  What  is  the  present 
position  of  Mr.  George  Bolton ;  is  he  in 
receipt  of  a  salary  from  the  Crown  j  and, 
what  are  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment respecting;  him  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENEEAL  for 
IEELAND  (Mr,  Waiter),  in  reply, 
said,  the  question  was  of  oonsiderabie 
importance,  and  it  was  desirable  that 
the  opinion  of  the  Chief  Secretary  should 
be  obtained.  The  papers  were  now 
before  him,  and  he  would  state  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  on  his  return 
to  the  House. 

LAW  AKD  JUSTICE   (IRELAND)— PRO- 
CEDURE    IN   CRIMINAL    TRIALS-^ 
ISSUE  OF  CROWN  BRIEFS  TO  PRI- 
SONERS* COUNSEL, 
Mb.    HEALY    asked    Mr.    Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  Has  it  been  the 
practice,     regularly,     occasionally,     or 
ever,  to  give  prisoners*  counsel  copies 
of  printed  Crown  briefs ;  if  so,  why  waa 
this  not  done  in  the  Maamtrasna  case; 
was  the  Judge  provided  with  a  copy,  or 
with  copies  of  the  depositions ;  and,  who 
is  responsible  for  withholding  the  dying 
declarations    of    Michael    and   Patrick 
Joyce  from  the  defence  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENEE^VL  for 
IEELAND  (Mr.  Walker):  It  is  not 
the  practice  to  give  prisoners*  counsel 
copies  of  printed  Crown  briefs.  When 
depositions  are  printed  and  the  pri- 
soner's counsel  or  attorney  applies  for 
them  it  is  usual  to  give  them.  No  such 
application  was  made  in  the  Maam- 
trasna case.    The  Judge  was  provided 
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with  copies  of  the  depositions.  The 
third  paragraph  implies  a  charge  which 
I  entirely  repudiate.  The  prosecuting 
counsel  had  the  conduct  of  the  case,  and 
bear  all  the  responsibility  connected 
with  it. 

Mb.  HEALT  :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  my  Ques- 
tion. I  asked  if  it  had  been  the  prac- 
tice regularly,  occasionally,  or  ever,  to 
five  prisoners  copies  of  printed  Crown 
riefs ;  and  I  also  wish  to  Know  whether 
in  this  case  a  copy  was  supplied  to  the 
Judge  ? 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  :  It  has  not 
been  the  practice  regularly.  I  cannot 
say  that  the  practice  has  ever  been  de- 
p6^ed  from. 

Mb.  HEALY:  Can  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  say  yes  or  no  to 
the  question,  did  the  Judge  get  a  copy 
of  the  printed  Crown  brief  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAIi  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  :  Yes,  he  did, 
I  believe. 

ARMY  — ROYAL  ENGINEER  DEPART- 
MENT. 
Mb.  GORST  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  the  appoint- 
ments of  civilian  foremen  of  works  and 
surveyor's  clerkships  in  the  Royal  Eu- 

fineer  Department  are  withheld  from 
ischarged  non-commissioned  officers. 
Royal  Engineers,  who  have  held  similar 
apnointments  prior  to  their  discharge  ; 
ana,  if  so,  whether  he  can  see  his  way 
to  cancel  an  order  which  prohibits  de- 
serving discharged  soldiers  from  obtain- 
ing these  appointments  on  their  leaving 
the  Army  ? 

Thb  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
Regulations  have  been  recently  issued 
(General  Order  110,  July,  1884),  of 
general  application,  under  which  non- 
commissioned officers  or  soldiers  who 
have  been  discharged  to  pension  may, 
within  certain  limits  of  age,  be  re- 
enlisted  for  further  Army  service ;  but 
the  whole  principle  of  modem  rules  is 
that  the  same  man  cannot  be  in  receipt 
at  the  same  time  of  pay  as  an  effective 
and  of  pension  as  a  non-effective.  To 
this  rule  it  is  not  possible  to  make  an 
exception  in  the  case  of  the  non-com- 
missioned officers  referred  tp  in  the 
Question ;  but  employment  is  open  to 
them  on  the  conditions  stated  in  the 
event  of  their  services  being  required. 

J%e  Solicitor  G0neral/or  Ireland 


EGYPT  (WAR  IN  THE  SOUDAN)  — 
ABYSSINIA  — ADMIRAL  HEWETT'S 
MISSION. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEiaHTON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther the  Military  support  from  Abys- 
sinia, to  obtaih  which  Admiral  Hewett's 
mission  was  despatched  to  King  John, 
has  yet  been  supplied  to  the  besieged 
Egyptian  garrisons;  and,  if  not,  whe- 
ther it  has  yet  been  arranged  when 
our  Abyssinian  Allies  will  invade  the 
Soudan  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE: 
The  conduct  of  the  evacuation  of  the 
garrisons  referred  to  has  been  intrusted 
by  the  Egyptian  Government  to  Mason 
Bey,  and  Captain  Speedy  has  been  ap- 
pointed by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  advise  the  Abyssinians  in  carrying 
out  the  Treaty  of  June  3.  There  is  no 
question  in  that  Treaty  of  an  invasion 
of  the  Soudan  by  Abyssinia.  By  the 
Third  Article  of  the  Treaty  the  King 
of  Abyssinia  engages  to  facilitate  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Egyptian  troops 
through  his  territory  to  Maf^sowah. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  :  Are 
the  garrisons  being  relieved  now 
through  Abyssinia  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE : 
Arrangements  are  being  made  by 
Mason  Bey  and  Captain  Speedy  with 
that  object. 

FRANCE   AND   CHINA— HOSTILITIES— 
FRENCH  BLOCKADE  OF  FORMOSA. 

Mr.  WAETON  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If 
he  could  state  what  is  the  length  of  the 
coast  line  and  what  is  the  number  of 
ports  in  Chinese  territory  blockaded 
by  the  French  Admiral;  what  is  the 
number  of  ships  under  his  command ; 
and,  what  steps,  if  any,  did  the  Govern- 
ment take  to  ascertain  whether  the 
blockade  is  in  fact  effective  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE: 
I  am  informed  at  the  Admiralty  that  the 
length  of  coast  line  blockaded  in  the 
Island  of  Formosa  is  340  miles.  There 
are  six  ports  on  this  coast.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  understand  that  the 
French  Admiral  has  a  considerable  force 
under  his  command,  but  I  am  not  able 
to  state  the  exact  number  of  ships.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  in  constant 
communication  with  their  Bepresenta- 
tives — Naval,  Oonsular,  and  Diplomatic 
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— on  the  spot;  hut  they  have  not  received 
any  information  from  them  casting  doubt 
on  tlie  blockade  being  eflective. 

ARMY-'SJULL  ARMS— SUPPLY  OF 
RIFLES  FOR  THE  ARMY. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  aeked  the  Seore^ 
t^ry  of  State  for  War^  Whether  an  im- 
proved rifle  has  been  adopted  fnr  the 
Begular  Forces  ;  and,  if  so,  when  a  dis- 
tribution of  Martini-Henry  rifles  amongst 
the  Volunteers  may  be  expected  ? 

The  MABQUEsa  of  HAETINGTON, 

in  reply,  said^  that  a  final  decision  upon 

the  subject  could  only  be  arrived  at  when 

the  Estimates  to  be  submitted  to  Parlia- 

r  were  settled,  and  these  were  now 

r  considf^ration. 

Mr,  TOMLINSON  said,  he  was  not 
sure  whether  the  reply  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess referred  to  the  first  or  the  second 
part  of  the  Question. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
uaid,  that  the  question  of  the  distribution 
of  rifles  to  the  Yuliinteer  Force  coidd 
only  be  settled  in  connection  with  the 
question  of  the  manufacture  of  rifles  for 
the  Reserve,  which  would  be  consider- 
ably depleted  by  that  measure, 

j^MY  — VOLUNTEER   OFFICEES  — 
TRAVELLlNa    EXPENSES, 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether,  in  pre- 
paring the  Army  Estimates  for  next 
year,  he  will  make  provision  for  the 
travelling  expenses  of  those  Volunteer 
ofBcers  who  tender  themselves  for  exa- 
miuatiun  in  tactics,  and  are  conaequentlj' 
required  to  attend  at  the  head  quarters 
of  the  district  fur  the  purpose  of  under- 
going the  examination  ? 

The  Marqitess  of  HL^RTINGTON  : 
The  examination  is  altogether  optional, 
though,  if  passed^  it  secures  a  special 
capitation  rate  to  the  corps.  Under 
these  circurastanceSy  I  do  not  contem- 
plate any  change  in  the  Regulation 
which  requires  the  officer  to  pay  his  own 
tra veiling  expenses.  LTnder  the  present 
Rules,  an  officer  belonging  to  a  corps 
distant  from  the  ordinary  place  of  exa- 
mination may  have  his  examination  at 
another  station,  if  there  be  one  more 
oonvemently  situated. 

LAW   AND    JUSTICE  rENGLAND    AND 

WALES) -DETENTION  OFPKISONERS 
AT  Cn  ESTER. 

Mr.  TATTOK  EGEKTON  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 


ment, What  steps  he  will  take  to  prevent 
the  recurrence  of  the  circumstances  by 
which,  after  the  last  train  to  Knutsford 
had  left,  two  men  and  a  woman  and 
child,  prisoners  in  charge  of  warders, 
were  left  at  Chester  on  Friday  1 7th,  and 
were,  failing  proper  accommodation,  put 
into  imused  un wanned  cells,  without 
bedding  or  any  convenience  ;  what  steps 
he  will  take,  both  for  the  proper  security 
of  prisoners  conveyed  daily  by  ordinary 
trains  during  quarter  sessions  and 
assizes  between  Knutsford  and  Chester, 
and  for  the  comfort  and  protection  of 
witnesses  and  the  pubtio  who  have  to 
travel  by  these  trains;  whether  he  i§ 
aware  that  large  gangs  of  prisoners,  both 
untried  and  convicted,  are  paraded  in 
the  ordinary  trains  and  in  the  streets  of 
both  towns ;  and,  whether  representa- 
tions were  made  to  him  oi  the  inoon- 
venience  likely  to  arise  from  the  closing 
of  Chester  Gaol  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in 
reply,  said,  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
been  misinformed  as  to  the  facts  in  that 
matter.  The  prisoners  in  question  were 
detained  in  Chester  owing  to  a  late 
sitting  of  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions* 
They  were  comfortably  lodged  for  the 
night  in  the  civil  prison,  where  they  had 
every  accommodation  and  convenience. 
The  Governor  stated  that  the  prisoners 
were  very  comfortable  ;  their  cells  wera 
not  cold,  each  of  them  was  supplied 
with  two  pillows,  two  blankets,  and 
three  rugs.  In  future,  as  in  that  case, 
every  attention  would  be  paid  when  it 
was  necessary,  in  rare  cases,  to  keep  the 
pri Honors  in  Chester.  With  regard  to 
the  latter  part  of  the  Question,  he  could 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  the  arrange- 
ments  at  Chester  were  the  same  as  those 
always  made  in  all  the  towns  in  the 
Kingdom  where  Quarter  Sessions  were 
held. 

POST   OFFICE— PURCHASE    OF 

TELEPHONES. 
Mr.  KENNY  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  If  it  is  a  fact  that  a  proposition 
has  been  made  to  Government  to  buy 
up  the  telephone  interests  of  the  United 
Telephone  Company  and  its  affiliated 
Companies  at  the  sum  of  £2.000,000  ;  is 
it  true  that,  as  stated  in  'fh  EUetHcian 
of  2*5 th  October  1884  (p,  525),  the 
Postmaster  General  has  recently  given  a 
large  order  for  Gower  Bell  telephones  to 
the  United  Telephone  Company,  and  is 
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it  true  that  the  price  to  be  paid  by  Go- 
vemment  for  these  instruments  is  more 
than  ten  times  the  actual  cost ;  is  it  true 
that  a  Law  Officer  of  the  Crown  has 
given  an  opinion  (advertised  in  The 
Times  and  other  morning  papers  of  28th 
October)  that  there  is  a  telephone  which 
does  not  infringe  the  patents  of  the 
United  Telephone  Company  ;  and,  if  so, 
whether,  in  the  face  of  this  opinion,  the 
Postmaster  General  approves  of  paying 
such  exorbitant  prices  to  the  United 
Telephone  Company  for  the  instruments 
he  requires  for  the  public  service  ? 

Mb.  FAWCETT  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member,  I  beg  to  say  that  no  such 
proposition  as  that  suggested  for  the 
purchase  of  the  telephone  interest  of  the 
United  Telephone  Company  and  its 
affiliated  Companies  has  been  made  to 
me.  An  order  for  260  Gower  BeU 
telephones  was  given  to  the  United 
Telephone  Company  on  the  25th  of  May 
last ;  but  the  price  to  be  paid  is  not  10 
times,  nor  anything  like  10  times,  the 
actual  cost.  I  should  have  been  very 
glad  if  I  could  have  got  them  cheaper 
than  the  price  paid.  The  opinion  of 
the  Solicitor  General,  published  in  the 
papers,  was  not  given  in  his  official 
capacity  as  Law  Adviser  to  the  Govern- 
ment, and  until  I  read  it  yesterday  in 
the  advertisements  referred  to  I  was  not 
aware  of  it.  This  being  so,  I  am  unable 
at  present  to  say  what  course  it  wiU  be 
desirable  to  adopt  with  regard  to  the 
future  purchase  of  telephones  for  the 
use  of  the  Department. 

NAVY— THE  NORTH  SEA  FISHERIES. 
Mr.  BIEKBECK  asked  the  Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that,  since  the  commencement  of 
September  last,  serious  complaints  have 
been  made  on  behalf  of  the  fishing  in- 
terest of  the  East  Coast  of  England,  to 
the  Admiralty  authorities,  on  account  of 
the  insufficient  protection  given  to  the 
English  drift  net  fisheries  in  the  North 
Sea,  whereby  most  serious  losses  have 
been  incurred,  from  the  destruction  and 
loss  of  nets,  &c.  by  Foreign  trawlers; 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  paragraph,  in  The  Daily  News  of  Tues- 
day last,  under  the  head  of  Lowestoft, 
to  the  following  effect : — 

«  Very  great  destruction  of  nets  took  place 
during  the  night,  caused  by  Foreign  trawl- 
ers towing  their  trawls  through  the  fleet  ol 
herring  nets.    Eight  boats  report  having  bus- 
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tained  considerable  damage  by  these  trawlen, 
who  take  advantage  of  the  absence  of  Govern- 
ment cruisers,  so  necessary  during  this  time  of 
the  year,  and  in  the  most  wilful  manner  destroy 
hundreds  of  pounds'  worth  of  gear  during  the 
year.  A  very  strong  feeling  exists  on  the  sab- 
ject  among  the  fishermen ; " 

and,  whether,  taking  into  consideration 
the  fact  that  considerably  over  1,000 
sail  of  English  vessels  are  at  the  present 
time  engaged  in  the  drift  net  fisheries 
betweeen  the  ** Outer  Dowsing"  and 
** Galloper"  Light  Vessels;  that  the 
North  Sea  Fisheries  Convention,  as  far 
as  England  is  concerned,  is  becoming  a 
dead  letter  from  want  of  sufficient 
cruisers  to  enforce  its  provisions;  and 
that  both  owners  and  fishermen  are 
daily  incurring  heavy  losses  on  account 
of  Foreigpi  depredations,  he  will  forth- 
with order  an  adequate  number  of  cruis- 
ers to  be  stationed  on  the  grounds,  and 
that  the  commanders  of  the  vessels  in 
question  be  instructed  to  call  at  the 
principal  fishing  ports  for  information 
from  the  Board  of  Trade  and  Custom 
House  Authorities  as  to  the  latest  re- 
ports of  depredations  ?  Before  putting 
this  Question  I  desire,  with  the  permis- 
sion of  the  House,  to  read  two  telegrams 
which  I  have  received.  One,  which 
arrived  last  night,  says — 

*»  The  outrages  by  Foreign  trawlers  to  our 
fishermen  have  been,  these  last  few  nights, 
something  fearful.  Boats  constantly  arrive 
with  great  damage  to  the  gear  cut  away-^ 
damage  amounting  to  many  thousand  pounds. 
Trade  paralysed.  If  these  outrages  by  Foreign 
fishermen  continue,  fishing  this  season  will  be 
entirely  ruined.  Surely  Government  can  find 
some  means  of  protecting  this  great  industry." 

That  morning  he  received  another  tele- 
gram as  follows : — 

**  Further  arrival  of  our  vessels  with  great 
loss  of  gear  caused  by  Foreign  trawlers.  Have 
every  reason  to  believe  one  Belgian  trawler 
of  Ostend  has  done  £500  worth  of  damage  alone. 
Some  fishermen  laying  their  vessels  up,  having 
lost  all  their  gear." 

Sib  THOMAS  BRASSEY :  I  am 
informed  by  the  Admiral  Superinten- 
dent of  Naval  Beserves  that  the  cruisers 
detached  for  the  protection  of  the  Fishe- 
ries have  been  actively  employed  on  that 
duty.  Bear  Admiral  Douglas  and  Mr. 
Malan,  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  are  speci- 
ally engaged  in  drawing  up  a  Beport 
on  the  Fiidieries,  which  will  enable  the 
Admiralty  to  determine  what  number  of 
vessels  may  be  permanently  required 
for  the  protection  of  the  Fisheries.  In 
the  meanwhile,  two  gunboats,  the  Snf 
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M$uf  and  Cherub^  have  been  ordered  on 
this  service,  in  addition  to  the  two  cruis- 
ers already  on  the  station. 

FLOATING  DRINK-SHOPS  (NORTH  SEA) 
—THE  INTERNATIONAL  CONFERENCE. 

Mr.  BIRKBEOK  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  invitations  for  the  loter- 
national  Conference  at  the  Hague,  rela- 
tive to  the  floating  drink-shops  in  the 
North  Sea,  have  been  issued  by  the 
Netherlands  Government;  and,  if  not, 
what  has  been  the  cause  of  the  delay  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  : 
The  Netherlands  Government  BUggested 
that  the  Conference  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  should  meet  this  month ; 
but  the  German  Government  asked  that 
the  meeting  should  be  put  off  until  the 
case  of  the  Diedrhh  had  been  fully  in* 
▼estigated,  and  the  proceedings  whieh 
it  might  be  in  the  power  of  Her  Ma- 

i'esty's  Government  to  take  against  the 
iritish  fishermen  concerned  in  the  at- 
tack on  that  vessel  had  been  concluded. 
Under  these  circumfetances,  it  is  probable 
that  the  Conference  will  not  meet  before 
next  spring, 

WEST  INDIES^ISLAND  OF  GRENADA^ 
EMMIGrvATION. 

Me.  DEA8Y  a^ked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether, 
in  view^  of  the  fact  that  immigration  to 
the  Island  of  Grenada  has  almost  ceased, 
the  Government  will  recommend  the 
Local  Goveriiment  of  Grenada  that  the 
Immigration  Department,  now  uselessly 
maintained  at  a  large  annual  cost,  be 
abolished ;  if  it  is  a  fact  that  the  Excise 
Duties  were  increased  some  years  ago 
for  the  purpose  of  establishing  a  Gramm  ar 
Sohool  J  and,  whether  such  a  School  has 
been  established  ? 

Mr.  EYELYN  ASHLEY:  A  small 
number  of  immigrants  had  been  applied 
for  this  year,  and  are  now  on  their  way 
to  G^renada.  The  Royal  Commissioners 
have  recommended  that  ample  provi- 
sion bo  made  for  the  continuance  of 
immigration.  Until  it  is  decided  whe- 
ther the  system  is  to  continue,  the  Im- 
migration Department,  the  cost  of  which 
is  about  £  700  a  year,  cannot  be  abolished . 
The  Excise  Duty  was  increased  to  pro- 
vide for  the  BflJary  of  the  Lieutenant 
Governor,  which  had,  up  to  that  time, 
been  paid  by  the  Imperial  Treasury, 
and  to  make  up  for  general  deficiency 


of  revenue  ;  but  this  increase  was  in  no 
way  connected  with  a  proposal  to  estab- 
lish a  grammar  school.  Such  a  school 
had  not  yet  been  established. 

THE  WEST  INDIES- CONFEDERATION 
OF  THE  WINDWARD  ISLANDS, 

Mr.  DEASY  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Wliether 
the  recommendation  of  the  Royal  Com- 
missioners, dated  April  1884,  with  re- 
gard to  the  Confederation  of  the  Wind- 
ward Islands,  will  be  carried  out;  and, 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Sir  William 
Robinson,  Governor  of  the  Windward 
Islands,  in  contravention  of  the  forty- 
eighth  article  of  the  Royal  Instructions, 
has  become  the  purchaser  of  a  tract  of 
land  in  the  Island  of  Grenada  known  as 
^'MunliGras?" 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  No  deci- 
sion has  yet  been  arrived  at  as  to  the 
confederation  of  the  Windward  Islands. 
No  information  that  Sir  William  Robin- 
son has  purchased  an  estate  in  Grenada 
has  reached  the  Colonial  Office ;  but  I 
may  point  out  that  the  'IBth  Article  of 
the  Instructions  referred  to  relates  only 
to  Crown  lands,  and  Mardi  Gras  doea 
not  appear  to  be  Ci'own  land* 

LAW    AND   JUSTICE  [IRELAND) —THE 
CRIME  DEPARTSIENT  OF  DUBLIN 

-MR.  S.  L.  ANDERSON. 
Mn.  O'BRIEN  asked  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  How  many  and 
what  offices  Mr,  Samuel  Lee  Anderson 
filled  prior  to  his  late  removal  from  his 
offices  in  Dublin,  and  at  what  salaries 
his  different  employments  were  held; 
for  what  reasons  he  was  deprived  of  his 
position  in  connection  with  the  Crime 
Dex>artment  at  Dublin  Castle,  and  of  his 
position  as  acting  Crown  Solicitor  at 
Green  Street ;  whether  he  is  to  receive 
any  compensation  for  the  deprivation  of 
these  emoluments,  or  any  increase  of 
salary  for  the  offices  he  still  retains  aa 
Crown  Solicitor  for  two  counties;  and, 
fur  what  reasons  he  has  been  knighted? 
The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeh)  :  Sir  Samuel 
Anderson  held  the  offices  of  Crown  So- 
licitor for  Waterford  and  Kilkenny,  and, 
in  addition,  he  was  employed  in  the 
Crimes  Department  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary's Ofiice  at  a  salary  of  £500  a-year. 
Upon  the  recent  retirement  of  his  father 
he  ceaaed  to  render  any  assistance  at 
Green  Street,  and  his  employment  in  the 
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Crimes  Office  was  terminated  upon  the 
reorganization  of  that  office.  He  has  re- 
cidived  no  compensation  for  deprivation 
of  emoluments,  and  no  increase  of  salary. 
He  was  knighted  in  recognition  of  long 
and  able  seryices  to  the  8tate. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  how  it  came  to 
pass  that  a  barrister  could  act  as  Crown 
Solicitor,  as  in  this  case  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  said,  he  saw 
nothing  illegal  in  the  fact.  It  had  oc- 
curred in  several  instances. 

Mb.  HEALY  gave  Notice  that  on 
Monday  he  would  ask,  Under  what  cir- 
cumstances a  barrister  had  come  to  be 
appointed  as  Crown  Solicitor  for  Water- 
foi^  and  Kilkenny ;  and  if  the  practice 
was  to  be  extended  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkbb)  said,  that  Sir 
Samuel  Anderson  was  not  a  barrister 
when  he  was  appointed.  He  had  been 
called  to  the  Bar  since  then. 

NAVY— THE   DOCKYARDS  — HAND- 
DRILLERS  AT  PORTSMOUTH. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther the  Board  has  received  a  Memorial 
from  the  hand-drillers  in  Portsmouth 
Dockyard ;  and,  whether  any  decision 
has  been  arrived  at  in  regard  to  their 
prayer  ? 

Sib  THOMAS  BRAS8EY :  No  Me- 
morial has  been  received  at  the  Ad- 
miralty from  hand  -  drillers  in  Ports- 
mouth  Dockyard. 

LIGHTHOUSES— TORY  ISLAND. 

Mb.  lea  asked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  If  the  great  difficulty 
of  communicating  with  Tory  Island 
after  the  recent  disaster  to  the  fFasp  has 
proved  the  necessity  of  at  once  establish- 
ing telegraphic  communications  with  the 
lighthouse  on  that  Island  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
that  Tory  Island  had  upwards  of  SOU 
inhabitants;  and  was  nearly  800  acres 
in  extent.  The  question  of  telegraphic 
communication  was  one  rather  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Postmaster  Oeneral 
than  for  the  Lighthouse  Authorities. 

LITERATURE,    SCIENCE,    AND    ART-^ 
THE  NATIONAL  GALLERY. 
Mb.  COOPE  asked  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works,  What  progress  is  being 
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made  in  the  buildings  for  the  proposed 
extension  of  the  National  Gallery ;  and, 
whether  the  Government  is  prepared  to 
take  any,  and,  if  so,  what,  steps  in 
order  to  give  further  facilities  for  the 
admission  of  the  public,  and  especially 
on  week-day  evenings  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  The  new 
buildings  of  the  National  Gallery  are 
making  satisfactory  progress,  and  are 
being  pushed  on  as  rapidly  as  possible. 
I  hope  they  will  be  complete  within  the 
time  originally  named.  With  regard  to 
the  opening  of  the  Galleries  at  night, 
the  matter  is  not  under  my  control. 
The  responsibility  rests  in  the  Trustees 
of  the  National  Gallery ;  and,  as  I  stated 
last  year,  the  Trustees,  having  regard 
to  the  preservation  of  the  pictures,  are 
not  in  favour  of  lighting  the  Gallery  at 
niffht. 

Mb.  CGOPE  :  In  consequened  of  the 
unsatisfactory  nature  of  the  reply  to  the 
latter  part  of  my  Question,  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  on  the  earliest  opportunity 
I  shall  move — 

'^  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  every 
facility  should  be  afforded  to  the  public  for 
visiting  the  ^eat  National  Collections  of  the 
British  Museum  and  the  National  Gallery,  and 
that  it  is  expedient  that  steps  be  taken  without 
delay  to  give  admission  to  the  public  on  at  least 
three  week-day  evenings  in  each  week  till  10 
o'clock.'* 


CRIMINAL  LAW  (IRELAND)— THE 
CORNWALL  TRIAL. 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  If  it  is  the  fact  that 
none  of  the  jurors  who  came  up  to  be 
sworn  in  the  conspiracy  case  of  the 
Queen  against  Q.  C.  Cornwall  (late  Se- 
cretary to  the  General  Post  Office,  Dub- 
lin), and  Martin  Oranmore  Kirwan  (late 
Captain,  Galway  Militia),  were  chal- 
lenged or  directed  to  stand  aside  by  the 
Crown;  and,  whether  the  Crown  will 
pursue  a  similar  course  in  the  cases  of 
Mr.  P.  M.  Fitzgerald  and  the  Tubber- 
curry  prisoners? 

Thb  solicitor  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  :  The  Ques- 
tion  only  appeared  on  the  Paper  to-day, 
and  I  am  unable  to  ascertain  what  course 
was  taken  by  the  Crown  in  the  casee  re- 
ferred to.  But  whatever  course  may 
have  been  taken  in  the  case  of  Cornwall 
and  Eirwan,  the  case  of  P.  M.  Fitzgerald 
and  the  Tubbercurry  prisoners  must  be 
judged  of  when  it  arises,  and  I  cannot 
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anticipate  wliat  course  the  Crown  will 
take  then. 

Mr.  sexton  ^av©  Notice  that,  to- 
morrow, he  would  repeat  the  Question, 
and  if  the  answer  was  not  Batisfatt(*ry 
he  would  move  the  insertion  of  words  ia 
the  Address  assuring  Her  Majesty  that 
it  waa  highly  desirable,  in  the  interests 
of  public  justice,  that  the  Criminal  Law 
in  Ireland  should  be  administered  with 
more  impartiality  between  all  classes  of 
the  people. 

liAW  AKD  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  ANB 
WALES)  ^  TRIAL  OF  NORTH  WALES 
PRI80XERS. 

Mb.  morgan  LLOYD  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  dissatisfaction  of  the 
people  of  North  Wales,  as  expressed  in 
the  local  newspapers,  with  the  arrange- 
ment according  to  which  prisoners  ad- 
mitted to  bail,  as  well  as  those  actually 
in  custody,  are  now  liable  to  be  sent  for 
trial  to  Chester;  and,  whether  he  will 
take  such  steps  ai*  may  be  necessary  for 
the  trial  of  North  Wales  prisoners  in 
North  Wales  ? 

Bm  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  thatho  had  bad  no  special  Notice 
of  that  matter.  The  arrangements  with 
reference  to  the  Circuits  were  made 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  in  consultation 
with  the  Judges,  He  understood  that 
the  arrangements  that  had  been  made 
were  more  or  less  of  an  experimental 
character.  He  dared  say  that  dissatis- 
faction was  caused  in  North  Wales  or 
elsewhere,  because,  where  there  was 
what  was  called  an  Associate  Assize, 
that  was  a  combination  of  places  for 
which  Assizes  were  to  be  held,  all  the 
places  \^here  they  were  not  held  were 
dis satisfied.  But  it  was  necessary  that 
that  dissatisfaction  should  be  endured, 
on  acoount  of  the  public  convenience  of 
the  combination* 

EGYPT— QUARANTINE. 
Mr.  PUGH  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  it 
is  the  fact  that  formerly  through  passen- 
gers between  England  and  India,  though 
coming  from  an  infected  port,  were 
passed  through  Egypt  by  the  Egyptian 
Railway,  under  certain  special  quaran- 
tine reguiaiiona,  but  without  any  delay ; 
when  the  courae  of  detaining  such  pas- 
sengers in  Eg^t  waa    first    adopted; 


80a  Squadron, 


538 


whether  any  evil  resulted  from  the 
former  plan,  or  whether  any  better  re- 
sult has  been  obtained  by  detainingsuoh 
passengers  in  Egypt,  as  at  present;  and, 
whether  there  ia  any,  and  what,  pros- 
pect of  the  through  passenger  traffic 
from  England,  via  Brindisi,  being  again 
carried  by  the  Egyptian  Railway  with- 
out  delfliV  ■ 

Lord  e'dMOND  FITZMAURIOE  :  I 
regret  that  I  am  unable  to  answer  this 
Question  without  referring  to  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring.  A  despatch  on  this  point  will 
be  addressed  to  him  by  to-morrow'a 
mail,  and  when  his  reply  is  received  a 
communication  will  be  made  to  the  ton. 
Member. 

NAVY-^THE  CHINA  SEA  SQUADRON, 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
veroment  to  strengthen  our  Naval  Forces 
in  the  China  Seas  ? 

Sir  THuMAS  BRASSEY  :  I  am  not 
prepared  to  state  what  are  the  intentions 
of  the  Government  with  regard  to 
strengthening  our  Squadron  in  the  China 
Seas.  I  may,  however,  say  that  the 
Agamfimnon^  which  ia  already  commia- 
aioned,  has  been  ordered  to  China. 

Sir  WALTER  B,  BARTTELOT: 
My  Question  is  one  of  some  importance 
to  the  country,  and  I  should  like  to 
have  an  answer  from  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE ;  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  asks  mo  a  Question  relat- 
ing to  a  matter  which  is  arranged  betwen 
the  Foreign  Office  and  the  Admiralty.  My 
Office  affords  me  a  sufficient  quantity  of 
occupation  \  and  I  am  not  indisposed  to 
ask  my  hon.  Friends  who  represent 
other  Departments  in  this  Hou^e  to 
answer  Departmental  Questions. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT : 
Then  I  beg  to  address  the  Question  to 
the  noble  Lord  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE: 
I  communicated  with  the  Admiralty  on 
this  subject,  because  the  Question  ap- 
peared to  me  to  be  one  in  connection 
with  it.  I  think  that  if  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  look  at  the  Question  he  will 
see  that  it  is  so.  I  am,  however,  quite 
willing  to  give  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  any  information  in  my  power 
to-moTTOWT  with  the  permission  of  the 
Secretary  of  State. 
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Mb.  OOHST  asked  whether  there  was 
any  truth  in  the  statement  which  had 
appeared  in  the  newspapers  that  the 
Agamemnon  could  not  steer,  and  must 
imdergo  extensive  alterations  before 
going  to  sea  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  BEA8SEY:  K  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  will  give  No- 
tice of  the  Question^  I  will  answer  it. 
The  Question  relates  to  the  Professional 
Department  of  the  Admiralty. 

SCOTLAND— CROFTERS  AND  COTTARS 

IN  THE  HIGHLANDS  AND  ISLANDS 

—LAND  LAW  REFORM. 

Me.  MAOFAELANE  asked  the^First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  serious  and  in- 
creasing agitation' in  the  Highlands  and 
Islands  of  Scotland,  upon  the  question 
of  the  amelioration  of  the  condition  of 
the  Crofters  and  Cottars ;  and,  if  he  is 
prepared  to  make  a  statement  as  to 
when  Her  Majesty's  Government  pro- 
pose to  legislate  upon  the  question  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  My 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  serious 
agitation  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands, 
and  I  regret  to  learn  that  acts  of  dis- 
obedience to  the  law  have  occurred 
there,  and  are  threatened.  I  am  sure 
that  the  hon.  Member  will  agree  with 
me  that  those  who  counsel  and  encou- 
rage such  acts  are  the  worst  friends  of 
the  crofters,  and  are  not  promoting  their 
interests.  I  think  it  necessary  to  say, 
in  the  present  state  of  things,  that  con- 
duct of  this  kind  cannot  be  tolerated  ; 
and  it  must  be  known  that  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  Local  Authorities,  with  the  entire 
support  of  the  Executive  Government, 
to  take  such  measures  as  may  be  neces- 
sary to  enforce  the  law  and  maintain 
order.  That  is  my  answer  to  the  first 
part  of  the  Question,  with  reference 
to  serious  agitation.  As  regards  the 
second  part,  I  can  tell  the  hon.  Member, 
who  is  aware,  that  the  whole  of  this 
subject  is  engaging  the  careful  and 
anxious  attention  of  the  Government ; 
but  it  is  quite  impossible  for  me  at 
this  moment  to  make  any  statement 
with  reference  to  legislation  on  this 
subject. 

Me.  MAOFAELANE :  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  will  remember 
that  last  year— [•'  Order !  "] 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber wishes  to  put  a  Question,  he  can 
do  10. 
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Mb.  MAOFAELANE :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Prime  Minister,  whether  it  is  within 
his  recollection  that  a  printed  anonymous 
Circular,  recommending  illegal  acts,  came 
into  my  possession,  and  was  passed  on 
by  me  to  the  Government,  with  a  desire 
that  they  should  take  steps  for  their 
suppression  ?  That  disposes  of  the  ques- 
tion as  far  as  I  am  concerned.  WiUi 
regard  to  the  answer  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  he  says  that  the 
subject  is  engaging  the  attention  of  the 
Government;  but  some  months  ago  I 
received  the  same  answer,  and  it  was  to 
allay  this  agitation  that  I  put  my  Ques- 
tion. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET:  The 
hon.  Member  can  hardly  expect  that  I 
should  state  what  legislation  is  contem- 
plated on  the  subject,  nor  can  he  expect 
that  at  this  moment  I  should  be  able  to 
state  when  it  will  be  brought  forward. 
He  knows  what  the  present  state  of 
things  is  with  reference  to  Public  Busi- 
ness, and  any  statement  of  the  kind  on 
my  part  would  be  illusory. 

Mb.  O'BEIEN  :  May  I  ask  whether 
there  is  any  intention  of  employing  Mr. 
Clifford  Lloyd  in  the  Highlands  ? 

EGYPT  (EVENTS  IN  THE  SOUDAN)— 
THE  RELIEF  OF  KHARTOUM. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BABTLETT  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  disclosures  contained 
in  the  recently- published  blue  books 
that  food  and  ammunition  are  now  fail- 
ing at  Khartoum,  orders  will  be  given 
to  Lord  Wolseley  to  advance  with  all 
speed  for  the  relief  of  General  Gordon 
at  Khartoum  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Full  instructions 
have  been  given  to  General  Lord 
Wolseley  as  to  the  purpose  of  his  mis- 
sion ;  and  we,  having  perfect  confidence 
in  his  ability  and  skill,  are  very  un- 
willing to  interfere  or  to  limit  his  discre- 
tion by  giving  him  directions  which 
might  be  inopportune ;  but  preparations 
are  actively  being  carried  on  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  an  advance  to  be 
made. 

THE  MINISTRY— PERSONAL  OPINIONS 
OF  MEMBERS  NOT  IN  THE  CABI- 
NET— MR.  COURTNEY  AND  SOUTH 
AFRICA. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT:  I 
wish  to  be  allowed  to  ask  a  Question  of 
which  I  have  given  the  Prime  Mimttsr 
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private  Notice.  My  Question  is,  Whe- 
ther the  statement  made  by  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  yes- 
terdayi  that  the  views  of  hie  OoUeagae 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeai^d  (Mr, 
Courtney),  with  regard  to  South  Africa, 
were  held  only  by  himself  among  Minis- 
ters, was  made  on  the  authority  of  the 
Cabinet  ? 

Ma,  GLADSTONE:  There  was  no 
previous  communication  between  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  and  myself  upon  that  sub- 
ject. I  understood  my  hon.  Friend  to 
give  hi  a  own  opinion  as  to  the  particular 
views  entertained  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  on  a  par- 
ticular subject.  But  with  regard  to  the 
general  question  of  repudiation  of  the 
opinion  of  Colleagues,  I  must  say  that 
my  understanding  has  always  been  with 
regard  to  Members  of  the  Government, 
not  in  the  Cabinet,  that  their  responsi- 
bility for  particular  measures  began 
when  they  were  called  upon  to  take  part 
in  Parliament  in  respect  to  the  proposals 
upun  them  outside  the  particular  limits 
of  their  own  duty. 

PUBLIC  MEETINGS-'THE  RIOT  AT 
ASTON  HALL,  BIRMINGHAM— 
PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 
Mb.  NEWDEGATE:  I  am  about  to 
throw  myself  upon  the  indulgence  of  the 
House.  I  was  betrayed  into  a  statement 
with  respect  to  an  individual  which  in- 
volved a  criminal  charge*     I  will  state 
the  words  I  used.     They  were — 

*  *  I  would  merely  say  that  I  am  informed  thnt 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Preaident  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  was  not  present  at  the  A».ton 
riots ;  that  Mr.  Schnadhorst  was  not  present, 
but  that  the  leaders  of  the  riots  were  from.  Soath 
Staffordahiro,  and  were  led  by  Mr.  Tangye," 

Obviously  the  charge  of  leading  such 
a  riot  as  that  involves  a  criminal 
charge.  I  have  received  the  following 
letter  from  Mr.  Tan gye,  which,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  I  will  read  :  — 

**  QUhersioner  BLckonhill,  near  Birmingham, 
October  28,  1S84. 
_  "  Dear  Sir, — You  were  good  enough  to  men- 
tion mj  name  in  the  House  last  night.  AUow 
me  tt>  inform  you  that  whoever  gave  yon  your 
information  about  me,  gave  you  false  informa- 
tion, a  course  of  proceedini^  not  unoBual  with 
Birmingham  (and  other)  Tories. -—I  am,  yonrs 
truly,  RicaAiii>  Takotb,  London. 

••  C.  N.  Nkwdboatb,  Esq/* 
I  beg  to  thank  the  House  for  having 
allowed  me  to  read  this  letter,  and  to 


state  that,  though  inaccurate,  xay  infor- 
mation did  not  come  exclusively  from 
Birmingham  Tories* 

NOTICES   OF    MOTIONS    AND    ORDERS 

OF  THE  DAY— IRISH  INDUSTRIES. 

Sir  EARDLEY  WILMOT  said,  he 
observed  a  Notice  of  Motion  on  the 
Paper  by^rhich  the  Gtovemment  were 
to  have  precedence  over  Orders  of  the 
Day  and  Notices  of  Motions  for  the 
different  stages  of  the  Representation  of 
the  People  Bill.  He  had  a  Motion  down 
for  Tuesday  next,  which  was  of  very 
great  interest  to  the  people  of  Ireland » 
and  in  regard  to  which  he  might  say  he 
had,  he  believed,  tlie  unanimous  sup- 
port of  the  Irish  Members,  in  addition 
to  having  the  whole  Irish  Press,  and, 
he  believed,  the  whole  Irish  people. 
That  Motion  asked  for  a  Select  Commit- 
tee to  inquire  into  the  condition  of  Irish 
Industries.  His  object  was  merely  to 
have  the  Committee  appointed  this  Ses- 
sion, in  order  that  next  Session  their 
labours  might  commence.  He  would  ask 
the  Pnme  Minister,  whether  he  had  not 
heard  him  say  that  where  the  wishes  of 
any  people  were  almost  unanimous,  and 
did  not  conflict  with  any  Constitutional 
prLncipk\  ho  thought  the  wishes  of  that 
people  ought  to  be  considered  ?  In  de- 
ference to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
own  judgment — — 

Mh.  SPEilKEB:  The  hon.  Gentle* 
man  is  not  entitled  to  enter  into  debat- 
able matter. 

Sib  EABDLEY  WILMOT :  The  Ques- 
tion is  a  long  one,  and  I  must  apologize, 
I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  lie  can  give  me  any  facility  to 
bring  forward  my  Motion  ? 

Mh.  GLA.D8T0NE  said,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  say — and  he  thought  he 
should  be  departing  from  the  distinct 
engagement -i  under  which  they  lay  to 
the  House  if  he  were  to  say — that  in  re- 
ference to  to  a  day  for  a  particular  Mo- 
tion they  would  consent  not  to  ask  the 
precedence  which  they  intended  to  ask 
for  the  stages  of  the  Representation  of 
the  People  BiU.  No  doubt,  the  Motion 
touched  a  subject  of  great  importance* 
But  there  were  many  other  subjects  of 
great  importance  in  respect  of  which  a 
similar  request  might  be  made.  What 
he  suggested  to  the  hon.  Baronet  was 
that  he  thought  this  question  might 
very  well  stand  over  until  they  had  dis- 
posed in  that  House  of  the  stages  of  the 


543 


Address  in 


(OOMMONS] 


Answer  to  Ber 


544 


Eepresentation  of  the  People  Bill.  The 
hon.  Baronet  had  stated  that  he  did  not 
look  for  making  practical  progress  this 
Session  by  the  sitting  of  the  Committtee  ; 
and  he  could  not  suppose  it  improbable 
that  after  the  stages  of  the  Bepresenta- 
tion  of  the  People  Bill  had  been  disposed 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  might  find  an  op- 
portunity for  moving  his  Motion,  or  for 
putting  to  him  a  Question,  which  he 
should  not  then  find  the  same  difficulty 
in  answering. 

Sir  EAEDLBY  WILMOT  :  I  beg  to 
withdraw  my  Notice  of  Motion,  and  give 
Notice  that  I  will  bring  it  on  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply. 

REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 

BILL. 
Me.  GLADSTONE :  I  beg  leave  to 
move  that  the  consideration  of  the 
second  reading  of  the  Eepresentation  of 
the  People  Bill  be  postponed  until  to- 
morrow. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS    OF   THE 

HOUSE— REPRESENTATION  OF 

THE  PEOPLE  BILL. 

SiE  STAFFOED  NORTHOOTE 
asked,  On  what  day  the  Government 
proposed  to  move  the  second  reading  of 
the  Representation  of  the  People  Bill  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  cannot  say 
when  the  debate  on  the  Address  will 
close,  and  I  am  imwilling  to  surrender 
any  chance,  subject  to  the  engagement 
I  have  made,  as  to  the  time  for  bringing 
on  the  Motion. 

ORDER  OF  TEE  DAY. 


ADDRESS   IN   ANSWER   TO    HER   MA- 
JESTY'S MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[adjourned  debate.]     [sixth  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Main  Question  [23rd  Oc- 
tober,] "That,  &c."— [See  page  69.] 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed, 

AMENDMENT    (LORD     RANDOLPH 
CHURCHILL)— THE     PRESIDENT 
OF  THE  BOARD   OF  TRADE. 
Lord   EANDOLPH  OHUROHILL, 
in  riung  to  move  the  following  Amend- 
ment to  the  Address : — 

Mr,  Gladstone 


"And  humbly  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that 
this  House  regrets  to  find  in  recent  speeches  and 
actions  of  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  hold- 
ing the  high  office  of  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  an  incitement  to  interference  with  the 
freedom  of  political  discussion,  and  a  justifica- 
tion of  riot  and  disorder,'* 

said :  Perhaps  the  House  will  allow  me 
to  express  my  thanks  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  (Mr.  W.  Redmond)  for 
his  courtesy  in  kindly  allowing  me  to 
bring  forward  this  Motion.  Such  cour- 
tesies are  not  so  very  common  among 
Members  of  Parliament,  and  when  they 
occur  they  merit  the  warmest  acknow- 
ledgment. I  saw  in  one  of  the  news- 
papers this  morning  one  of  those  ex- 
traordinary paragraphs  which  always 
profess  to  know  beforehand  exactly 
what  every  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  going  to  say  on  every  impor- 
tant matter,  to  the  effect  that  the 
Prime  Minister  intended  to  take  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  protesting  in  the 
most  emphatic  manner  against  the  con- 
duct of  a  Minister  of  the  Grown  being 
impugned  on  the  occasion  of  the  debate 
on  the  Address.  I  do  not  know  whether 
that  is  60  or  not ;  I  should  think  it  was 
not  so,  because  I  believe  the  House  will 
admit  that  if  any  charge  is  to  be  brought 
against  a  Minister  of  the  Grown,  par- 
ticularly one  of  the  first  rank,  the  debate 
on  the  Address  is  the  most  Gonstitutional 
method  that  can  be  selected  for  bringing 
it  forward.  My  apologies  for  bringing 
this  matter  before  the  House  are  these. 
In  the  first  place,  the  riots  at  Aston  ex- 
cited an  enormous  amount  of  public  at- 
tention, almost  more  attention  than  any 
other  event  since  Parliament  rose.  I  am 
only  talking  of  the  excitement  as  shown 
by  the  fact  that  this  riot  was  discussed 
and  commented  on  throughout  the 
whole  of  the  Press  of  the  country, 
for  several  days,  and  has  excited, 
if  possible,  more  attention  than  the 
remarkable  progress  of  the  Prime 
Minister  in  Scotland,  though,  of  course, 
its  origin  and  nature  has  always  been 
the  subject  of  great  controversy.  My 
next  apology  is,  that  if  I  had  not  taken 
this  opportunity  no  other  opportunity 
would  have  been  likely  to  have  occurred 
for  a  very  considerable  time,  because  it 
is  well  known  that  the  House  will  soon 
occupy  the  whole  of  its  time  with  the 
Franchise  Bill.  Sir,  in  bringing  for- 
ward the  Amendment,  it  occurred  to  me 
that  it  would  not  have  been  right  for  me 
to  bring  a  direct  charge,  which  I  feel  is 
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one  of  groat  gravity,  agaiQst  a  Minister 
without  giving  the  House  the  oppor* 
t unity  of  pronouiiciog  by  a  Division  on 
the  merits  of  the  charge,  and  that,  I 
imagine,  can  only  be  clone  by  moving 
an  Amendment  to  the  Address.  But  my 
principle  reason  for  bringing  this  Motion 
forward  ia  found  in  the  words  whic5h  fell 
from  the  Prime  Minister  himself  on  the 
first  night  of  the  Session — words  of  a 
most  remarkable  character,  which  I  will 
now  road  to  the  House,  But  before 
doing  fio»  I  may,  perhaps,  bo  allowed  to 
express  the  hope  that  a  Parliamentary 
discussion  of  these  events  at  Aaton  may 
have  the  good  effect  of  preventing  a  re- 
petition  of  anything  of  the  kind  in  the 
oourse  of  the  political  controversy  which 
is  Eow  agitating  the  country.  The  Prime 
Minister's  words  were  those — 

**  I  wish  to  record  in  the  strongoflt  manner 
my  disapprovttl,  my  griuft  1  may  say  my  grave 
condemnation  of  all  breaches  of  order  in  connec- 
tion with  this  question,  even  under  circumstancoa 
of  temptation  or  even  incitement.  The  line 
between  order  and  disorder  is  a  definite  one. 
The  queetion  of  what  la  incit'ement  or  provoca- 
tion ii  open  to  dispute.  I  should  condemn  any 
disorder  in  point  of  policy,  and  I  should  con- 
demn it  on  principle  even  if  I  did  not  believe 
it  to  be  inexpedient.  On  this  subject  I  feel 
oortain  I  Jipeak  the  sentimentH  of  uU  my  Col- 
leagues," 

When  I  heard  these  words  fall  from  the 
Prime  Minister^  I  felt  that  nothing  that 
has  ever  fallen  from  him  ever  gave  me 
such  a  graphic  and  forcible  representa- 
tion of  the  enormous  amount  of  labour 
in  connection  with  the  government  of  a 
country  which  falls  on  the  ahouUlers  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  because  it  was  at 
once  clear  and  conclusive  to  me  that, 
when  he  said  he  spoke  the  sentiments  of 
all  his  Colleagues,  ho  had  never  had 
time  to  read  a  siogle  speech  delivered 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Chamberlain),  for  I  shall  bo  able  to 
show  the  House  that,  as  far  as  that 
expression  '*  all  my  Colleagues**  is  con- 
cerned, the  Prime  Minister  was,  of 
course^  uuintentionally,  entirely  inac- 
curate, and  that  he  did  not  speak  the 
flontiments  of  his  Colleague  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  This  ques- 
tion raises  the  doctrine— I  believe  a 
comparatively  modern  doctrine,  but 
which  is  now  a  Constitutional  doc- 
trine* and  which  for  the  last  two  or 
three  years  has  been  very  much  set 
aaide — nsimely,  the  doctrine  of  collect4ve 
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Ministerial  responsibility — whether  it  id 
open  for  the  Head  of  the  Government  to 
lay  down  a  certain  course  of  conduct 
which  shall  be  followed  by  himseU 
and  his  Colleagues,  and  whether  that 
course  of  conduct  is  to  be  deliberately 
set  aside  on  many  occasions  by  one  of 
his  Colleagues  acting  as  the  spokesman 
of  the  Government  Now,  I  think  I 
shall  be  able  to  prove  to  the  House,  by 
extracts  from  the  speeches  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  a  deliberate, 
systematic  attempt,  commencing  imme- 
diately after  Parliament  rose,  and  pur- 
sued, I  regret  to  say,  up  to  the  last 
point  of  the  Recess,  to  incite  the  people 
<if  this  country  to  riot  and  disorder. 
P*  Oh,  oh ! ''  and  cheer$,^  I  ask  the 
House,  before  they  reply  positively,  to 
wait  till  I  lay  before  them  what  I  rely 
upon*  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  prove 
that  ho  is  morally  guilty,  morally  re- 
sponsible, for  whatever  riots  have  taken 
place,  or  may  take  place  in  the  imme- 
diate future.  There  is  a  term  in  the 
French  law,  not,  I  think,  existing  in  the 
English  law,  under  which  an  indictment 
can  be  framed  founded  upon  moral  com- 
plicity. That  is  to  say,  that  a  person  who 
writes  and  publishes  an  incendiary  arti- 
cle, or  delivers  an  inflammatory  speech, 
pointing  to  certain  results,  if  followed 
by  those  results,  can  be  chai'ged  with 
moral  complicity  j  and  that  is  one  of  the 
charges  I  bring  against  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade — such  moral  compli- 
city with  those  riots.  I  will  go  further, 
and  charge  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  with  direct  responsibility.  The 
strength  of  the  case  I  wish  to  lay  before 
the  House  I  base  principally  upon  the 
speeches  of  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  during  the  last  few  months* 
That  is  the  point  on  which  I  most 
wish  to  insist,  so  that,  even  apart  from 
those  Aston  riots,  apart  from  any  evidence 
I  may  bring  before  the  House  to  show 
connection  between  the  President  of  tho 
Board  of  Trade  and  such  riots,  I  still 
contend  that  I  should  have  been  justified 
in  moving  this  Amendment.  As  I  shall 
not  have  the  right  of  reply  to  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  as  he 
was  undoubtedly  very  anxious  that  I 
should  not  have  it,  1  will  endeavour  to 
anticipate  the  line  of  answer  he  will 
take.  In  tho  first  place,  I  will  venture 
to  say  this  rauch^ — that  to  the  matter  I 
shall  bring  under  tho  notice  of  the 
Houiji>  it  is  no  answer  for  the  Presidonl 
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of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  adopt  what  may 
be  called  the  tu  quoque  argumeut.     The 
kind  of  argument  which,  is  summed  up 
in   the  expression    "You're   another,'* 
may  be  very  eflPective   and  very  amus- 
ing   for    the    purposes     of    Pari i men- 
tary  debate,  but  I  do  not  tliink  it  will  be 
sufficient  to  clear  the  character  of  a  Mi- 
nister of  the  Crown.     Everyone  will  re- 
cognize  the  difference  between  the  posi- 
tion occupied  by  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  and  that  of  a  private 
Member  of  Parliament.     The  difference 
is  enormous   as    regards  the  responsi- 
bility attaching  to  each.     In  case  the 
iu  quoque  line  of  argument  should   be 
followed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
perhaps  the  House  will  permit  me  to 
say  that,  even  if  it  be  considered  by 
some  hon.  Members  applicable  for  the 
purposes  of  debate,  for  myself  I  should 
claim    the    indulgence    of    the    House 
to  this   extent,  that   I  challenge   hon. 
Gentlemen    to     find     in     any     single 
speech  of  mine  made  in  the  country  a 
single  word  or  expression  which  would 
not  have   passed   the  criticism   of   the 
Chair.      iCries  of  *'Oh!"l      Well,    T 
make  that  challenge  to  the  House.  I  am 
not  aware  of  ever  having  used  a  single 
expression  which  would  call  for  rebuke 
or  comment  from  the  highest  censor  of 
Parliamentary  language.     I  also  think 
that  it  will  not  do  for  the^  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  assert  that  the 
extracts   which    I   am    going    to   quote 
from  his  speeches  do  not  possess  any 
serious  meaning.    That  may  be  a  line  of 
argument  most  undignified  for  a  Minis- 
ter of  the  Crown  to  adopt,  and  one  very 
damaging  to  him,    for   his    audiences, 
wherever  they  may  be,  or  whoever  they 
may  be,  would  know  in  future  that  all 
the  declarations  which  he  might  make, 
and  all  the  political  harangues  which 
he  might  make,  would  be  nothing  but 
froth   and   flummery,    and    possess   no 
serious   meaning,     Nor  do   I  think  it 
would  do  for  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade   to   say  that    his   expressions 
were  in  the  nature  of  a  warning  ;  for  if 
that  is  the  line,  the  unanswerable   cri- 
ticism I  would  pass  on  that  would  be 
that  these   warnings  were  couched  in 
such  language,    and    these    prophecies 
were    supported    by  such   recollections 
and  metaphors,  that  they  had  an  irre- 
sistible   and     inevitable     tendency     to 
fulfil  themselves.      Now,    Sir,    shortly 
before    Parliament  rose    there  was    a 
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I  great    demonstration    of    the    Liberal 

I  Party  at  Birmingham,  to  which  I  will 

I  attach  as  much  importance  as  any  hon. 

I  Member  opposite  likes  to  attach.    [Cries 

\of  Bank  Holiday !  "]     Well,  on  Bank 

Holiday — [Mr.  Chamberlain  :  The  4th 

of  August]— it  was  just  about  the  time 

Parliament  rose.     The  President  of  the 

Board  of  Trade  was  in  attendance  at 

that  demonstration   and   made  a  long 

speech,    in   which    find    the    following 

parasrraph  : — 

"  The  opinion  of  the  streets  has  had  a  mighty 
force  in  our  political  history.  It  has  shaken 
Monarchs  on  their  thrones.  [A.  Voice:  *  And 
knocked  them  off.'  Laughter.]  It  has  over- 
turned Ministers.  [*  Hear,  hear !  *J  In  1832  it 
carried  the  Reform  Bill  in  the  teeth  of  the 
House  of  Lords — f  A  Voice :  *  And  will  again  '] 
— more  powerful  than  that  with  which  we  have 
to  deal,  after  a  conflict  which  had  brought  the 
country  almost  lo  the  ver^^e  of  revolution.  We 
read  that  at  that  time  there  were  100,000  men 
in  Birmingham  and  the  surrounding  districts 
who  were  sworn  to  march  on  London,  if  need 
were,  in  defence  of  their  liberties.  [OrUt  of 
*  We  will  again  if  required.*]  The  peace  was 
broken  in  many  parts  of  the  country,  and  there 
were  at  Derby,  Nottingham,  and  Bristol  fierce 
outbreaks  of  popular  passion,  accompanied  by 
a  great  destruction  of  property.  We  had  hoped 
that  we  had  left  those  days  of  disorder  far 
behind ;  but  there  are  still  evil  counsellors  " — 
[CA^^rj?.]  Might  I  throw  out  with  the 
greatest  possible  respect  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite,  that  the  brevity  of  these 
proceedings  will  be  best  attained — and 
what  I  wish  mo!^t  of  all,  the  brevity  of 
my  own  remarks — if  they  will  allow 
their  expressions  of  approval  to  be  taken 
for  granted  ?  The  right  hon.  Qentlemaa 
went  on — 

**  But  there  are  still  evil  counsellors  — 
[CA<f<fr«]— provoking  and  slandering  the  people 
— [Cheern] — who  are  straining  their  privileges 
to  the  utmost,  and  who  obstinately  resist  the 
extension  of  the  popular  liberties.  Let  them 
take  hoed.  If  we  are  C3<nmencing  this  great 
conflict  with  temper  and  moderation,  it  would 
be  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  we  are  less  earnest 
or  resolute  than  our  forefathers." 

I  believe  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
not  contest  the  accuracy  of  that  report, 
and  on  that  I  will  make  this  remark! 
It  seems  to  me  that,  as  far  as  the  style 
of  rhetoric  is  concerned,  it  is  rather  poor 
BtufiP.  When  compared  with  the  ora- 
tory of  the  Prime  Minister,  to  which  we 
are  accustomed,  it  seems  to  me  to  be 
rather  like  the  clanging  of  a  cracked 
tin  pot  compared  with  the  harmony 
of  a  great  orchestra.  But  this  is  a  mere 
criticism  en  passant.  Whatever  import- 
ance the  passage  quoted  possesses  is 
derived   entirely  from  the    Minisferial 
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pr>sition  which  the  speaker  occupies, 
I  would  like  to  ask  hon,  Mem  hers 
opposite?,  with  little  bopf*.  however,  of 
a  favouralile  answer,  whether  they 
think  it  altop^ether  in  accordancm  with 
Ministerial  tradition  for  a  Minister 
of  tho  Crown — a  servant  of  a  Mon- 
arch— to  state  that  **the  opinion  of  the 
streets  had  shaken  Monarchs  on  the 
Throne  ?  **  For  my  own  part,  I  am 
incliocd  to  think  the  taste  wan  ques- 
tionable, I  wish  to  ask  the  attentiMU 
of  the  House  ti  the  interjections  of 
the  audience.  I  remember  that  one 
of  the  gravest  accusations  against  the 
hon.  Member  for  tho  City  of  Cork  (Mr, 
Parnell)  and  hia  Cdleugties  in  this 
House  from  the  Mini^torial  Bench, 
and  which  accupation^  when  br<>ug!if, 
was  always  cheered  to  the  echo  by 
hon.  Members  opposite,  was  the  gravo 
impropriety  of  their  con d net  in  nut 
rebuking  the  audience  for  the  inter- 
jection** they  made.  I  find  tfiat  aftnr 
the  sentence  of  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  about  shaking  Mon- 
arch s  on  their  Thrones,  there  was  a 
voice — **  And  knocked  them  off,"  The 
President  of  the  I^oard  of  Trado  passed 
that  interjection  by^  apparently  think in;^ 
that  it  was  a  very  natural  one  under  the 
circumi^tancea.  I  find,  also,  that  wlien 
ho  reminded  his  andit^nc*^  that  100,000 
men  in  Birmingham  an<i  dlstiicta  were 
sworn  to  march  on  Loud  in  in  defence 
of  their  liberties,  that  was  met  with  the 
cries  of — ''And  we  will  a^ain  if  re- 
quired,*' Again  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  the  Board  of  Trade  did  ntil 
think  it  nece-sary  to  remark  on  the  in- 
terjectious  of  his  audience.  Whut  I 
want  to  know  is,  why  it  is  wrong  for  tho 
hoD,  Member  for  the  City  of  Ct>rk  and 
his  Colleagues  to  provoke,  and  not  re- 
buke, excited  iuterjaculatory  observa- 
tions from  their  audiences  in  Ireland, 
and  wny  it  is  right  uf  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  provoke  similar 
obRervationst  and  not  to  take  the  sujallesit 
notice  of  them  ?  I  see  no  reason  why  a 
dilTorent  standard  should  be  applied  t » 
the  Iritth  Party  to  that  applied  to  Mem- 
bers of  the  Qovornment,  If  anytbin,?, 
I  think  the  more  rigorous  standard 
should  be  applied  to  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  than  to  private  Mem  bers.  Well, 
when  the  President  of  the  Board  oi 
Trade  gets  np,  will  he  tell  the  H<mfip 
what  would  happen  to  an  Iristh  Mem<>er 
whOj  in  dificnsiing  thi  question  of  self- 
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government  in  'Ireland,  for  instance, 
reminded  his  audience  with  the  same 
amount  of  detail  and  vigour  of  the  in- 
ridonts  of  the  RebeUiim  of  17t^8? 
When  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  saya  that  there  are  evil  counsellors 
who  are  provoking  and  slandering  the 
people,  and  that  they  should  take  heed, 
I  want  to  know  what  thtmo  expressions 
mean  in  the  mouth  of  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  ?  Then  therif^ht  hon.  Gentlemon 
went  rn  to  say  that  it  would  be  a  great 
mi'^take  to  suppo-^etha^  h^.  as  a  Minififer 
of  the  Cniwn,  thmight  that  the  aurliencG 
iiatening  to  him  were  not  as  determined 
as  the  people  who,  in  1832,  marched 
npnn  London  in  defence  of  their  liberfies, 
r  Cn-H  of  *'  No  !  "  and  '^  Hear,  hear  !  *'] 
I  defy  any  hon.  Member  to  put  any 
other  construction  upon  the  words. 
**  Our  forefathers  ** — what  did  our  fore- 
f (it hers  do  i'  Our  forefathers  were  pre- 
pared to  march  on  London  in  defence 
f»f  tlieir  liberties,  and  to  break  the  peace 
in  nmny  parts  of  the  country,  and 
to  accomplish  a  great  destruction  of 
property.  Of  conr«ie,  if  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  is  going 
to  take  up  the  line  that  all  this 
mean**  nothing,  I  shall  have  noihing 
fuither  to  say  ;  but  I  shall  be  siirprii»©d 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  rankes  such 
a  reply.  Well,  that  was  the  f»peech 
raadu  on  Bank  IIoHday  at  Birmingham 
by  the  right  hon,  GenllemMn,  and  1  con- 
tend that  that  was  the  first  incitement 
to  the  people  to  paRS  the  bounds  of  fair 
and  peaceable  political  discussion,  and 
to  have  recourse  to  other  modes  of 
agitation.  After  that  speeeh  the  utter- 
ances of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ceai*ed 
for  a  time.  1  think  he  went  on  a  little 
four  in  Europe,  in  company  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich.  When  he  came 
back,  in  the  last  days  of  September  or 
at  the  beginr»iug  of  October,  he  was,  I 
think  1  cHn  see,  in  the  speech  he  made 
at  nanlny.  greatly  surprised  and  much 
disappoint!  d  to  find  tliat  no  di>'turbance 
of  the  peace  had  taken  place.  In  his 
jipeech  at  Uanley  I  di8***^ver  not  only  a 
turlher  incitement  to  public  tumult,  Imt 
as  it  were  a  rebuke  to  his  audien>e  for 
not  liuving  acted  on  his  previous  advice. 
At  Hanley  the  right  hon.  Goutlemau 
used  these  words — 

**  Our  oppoDGtits  have  not  dared  to  hold  one 
free  and  opon  meeting- except  i>ne  at  Durlingtoa, 
where  they  were  defeated  by  a  larji^c  njujority, 
and  one  at  Bouraemoulh^  when  they  attcnipte<l 
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a  procesflion  which  was  incontinently  broken 
up.' 

Why  do  not  hon.  Members  opposite 
cheer  that  ?  [Radical  cheers.']  Here  we 
have  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
stating  with  great  satisfaction  and  de- 
light that  the  Oonservative  Party  had 
not  dared  to  hold  one  free  and  open 
meeting.  Well,  what  is  the  construction 
to  be  put  upon  that  ?  The  advice  to  the 
audience  was  that,  if  the  Conservatives 
in  Hanley  or  anywhere  else  were  to  try 
to  hold  a  free  and  open  meeting,  the 
Eadicals  ought  to  break  it  up.  Then  to 
show  that  I  am  not  mistaken  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  with  still  more 
satisfaction  and  delight  that  the  Con- 
servatives at  Bournemouth  had  attempted 
a  procession,  which  had  been  broken  up 
to  his  immense  gratification.  [Cries  of 
"Oh!"  and  *' Hear,  hear!"]  [Mr. 
Ohambeklain  :  I  did  not  say  that.] 
Well,  then,  why  did  not  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  express  one  single  word  of 
regret  for  what  had  occurred  ?  Why 
did  he  not  use  language  like  that  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  when  he  said  that  the 
line  between  order  and  disorder  was  a 
definite  one  ?  Why  could  not  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  spare  one 
word  of  regret  for  the  fact  that  free 
and  open  political  discussion  had  been 
interfered  with  at  Bournemouth  ?  I  do 
contend  that  that  expression  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  Hanley  was  a  distinct 
intimation  as  to  the  line  his  audience  were 
to  adopt  whenever  the  Conservatives  held 
a  free  and  open  meeting.  I  will  not 
waste  the  time  of  the  House  by  contesting 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  we  have  not  dared  to  hold 
free  and  open  meetings,  although  I 
could,  if  I  had  time,  contest  it  and  make 
my  contest  good.  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  then  went  on  to  say — 

**  How  long  is  this  state  of  effervescence  and 
agitation,  which  is  rapidly  degenerating  into 
irritation,  to  last  P  These  great  gatherings  are 
only  held  at  considerable  inconvenience ;  they 
effect  a  great  disturbance  of  ordinary  business ; 
they  involve  much  personal  sacrifice ;  and  as 
the  summer  leaves  us  and  winter  draws  on, 
they  will  involve  still  more  inconvenience  and 
annoyance." 

These  expressions  remind  me  of  a  speech 
delivered  by  Judge  Keogh,  when  Mr. 
Keogh,  in  which  he  said  that  a  good 
time  was  coming,  whon  the  nights  would 
be  long  and  tho  days  shorf,  and  when 
his  hearers  would  have  a  fine  opportunity 
of  showing  their  political  sympathies. 

Zord  Randolph  Churohill 


t**  Oh,  oh! "]  I  see  an  ominous  parallel 
etween  the  words  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  and  the  expressions 
used  by  Mr.  Keogh.  I  would  observe, 
with  regard  to  the  statement  that  the 
agitation  was  rapidly  degenerating  into 
irritation,  that  this  view  is  quite  peculiar 
to  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
It  does  not  appear  that  any  of  his  Col- 
leagues discovered  that  the  agitation 
was  to  degenerate  into  irritation  ;  but  if 
it  was  so  to  degenerate,  was  it  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman* s  duty  to  allay  the 
irritation  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
however,  goes  on  to  stimulate  it  to  the 
utmost.     He  says  — 

"I  can  appreciate  the  views  of  those  who 
dread  what  they  call  the  democratic  tendencies 
of  the  age,  but  I  cannot  appreciate  or  respect 
the  course  of  men  who,  sharing  these  con- 
victions and  prejudices  to  the  full,  endeavour 
to  conceal  them  by  fulsome  professions  of  reg^d 
for  the  men  whom  all  the  while  they  are  en- 
deavouring to  defraud  of  their  rights.*' 

That  is  a  serious  charge  for  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  to  bring  against  his  op- 
ponents, particularly  when  he  says  that 
the  agitation  is  rapidly  degenerating 
into  irritation.  He  charges  the  whole  of 
his  opponents  practically  with  being 
political  liars,  engaged  in  a  conspiracy 
to  defraud  the  people  of  their  rights. 
I  leave  it  to  the  House  and  the  public 
to  say  whether  such  a  charge  can  be 
entertained  by  any  reasonable  man. 
Now  I  come  to  the  gem  of  the  speech. 
**  These  gentlemen,"  said  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  meaning  those 
who  are  engaged  in  this  conspiracy — 

**  These  gentlemen  presume  on  your  love 
of  order  and  hatred  of  violence.  Unless  this 
generation  has  lost  other  qualities  which 
have  made  the  name  of  Englishmen  respected 
throughout  the  world,  they  will  show  a  courage 
and  resolution,  a  love  of  liberty  and  hatred  of 
injustice,  which  will  sweep  away  those  puny 
obstacles  which  now  for  a  time  are  barring  the 
advancing  tide.*'  • 

Now,  there  is  no  mental  exercise  more 
wholesome  than  endeavouring  to  see  our- 
selves as  others  see  us.  [ironical  Minis- 
terial iheers.']  Those  cheers  encourage 
nie  to  express  my  gratitude  to  hon. 
Members  opposite  for  the  invaluable 
assistance  they  always  afford  me  in  that 
respect.  I  will  show  the  House  the  way 
in  which  the  speech  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  is  viewed  in  the 
Sister  Isle.  The  journal  called  United 
Ireland  places  this  passage  side  by  side 
with  another  statement  which  was  made 
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in  Irtdand  in  1883  by  thp  Hon.  IVf em- 
ber for  West  cneath  (Mr.  Harringtm).  I 
have  read  to  you  the  passage  in  the 
speech  of  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  I  will  now  read  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon,  M»?mber  for  West- 
meath,  which  is  as  folio W8  : — 

**  I  will  «fk  the  tenant  fanners  to  come  for- 
ward  generouily  and  ^ivo  the  Itibourers  ii  fair 
day^s  wages  for  a  fair  iay's  work.  If  not|  the 
agitation  which  h»ia  been  carried  on  on  their 
behalf  will  be  turned  against  them/* 

Perhaps  hon.  Members  opposite  think 
there  is  no  analogy  between  the  two 
speeches.  Now,  in  order  that  hon. 
Members  opposite  may  see  themselves  as 
others  see  them,  I  will  ask  the  House  for 
permission  to  read  a  few  comments  which 
have  appeared  in  the  journal  which  I 
have  already  mentioned  in  these  two 
passages — 

**  For  the  above  two  senteocea  Mr.  Harring- 
ton was  degraded  to  the  level  of  a  convict  in  a 
oomman  gaol,  with  a  deal  board  for  hia  bed,  and 
nauseoud  draughts  of  poi&on  cocoa  for  hia  food. 
Will  the  Cabinet  of  the  *  Even  Keel '  deal  out 
equal  measure  to  the  inventor  of  that  pretty 
nickiuane  ?  Will  ilr.  Chamberlam  be  invited 
to  step  down  from  his  saloon  carriujije,  plack  the 
orchid  from  hia  button -ho l«jj  and  don  tho  rough 
bat  iervicoable  habiliments  of  the  Birmingham 
penitentiary  ?  Will  Mr.  Trevelyan  oblige  by 
vindicating  that  step  to  the  great  British  pubhc, 
on  the  ground  (all  sufficient  in  Mr.  Hiirrington^s 
case)  that  Mr.  Chamberlain  u  a  *  formiditblo 
man  ?  '  For  incendiary  suggestiveness  *  their 
Joe's'  language  outatripe  beyond  comparison 
our  Tim's,  Nobody  ever  contended  that  the 
harming  of  aa  much  aa  a  iiy  had  result od,  or 
could  reasonably  ha  apprehended  to  reaulti  from 
Mr.  Harrington's  threat  to  bring:  public  opinion 
to  hear  against  the  farm  era.  Mr.  Chamberhiin'a 
constituenta,  on  the  contrary,  inatantly  mfido 
an  honest  English  translation  of  his  words  into 
bludgeons  and  scaling  hiddoi-a,  and  proceeded  to 
(in  Mr.  Chamberlain' a  phrase)  *  make  their  own 
a  pph  cation  'of  hia  apologue.  Tho  *  puny  ob- 
stucle  '  which  barred  the  way  to  the  Tory  meet- 
ing grotind  in  Aston  Gardens,  on  Monday  night, 
was  a  stone  w*all,  find  tho  Liberal  Iambs  *  awept 
it  away  ' — broke  a  gap  six  feet  wido  in  it — ^and 
went  for  i\L*i  *  Tory  parasites '  with  battering 
mm 9  and  legs  of  chaira.  By  '  violent  pressuro  ' 
of  thia  kind  Mr,  Chamberlain**  disciples  routed 
Sir  Stiiflbrd  North  cote  rind  Lord  Randolph 
ChorchiU  from  their  platform,  exploded  their 
fireworks,  and  beat  their  followers  about  the 
head,  and  then  went  away  to  peruse  glowing 
acconnla  of  their  achievements  in  the  next 
moming^a  Liberal  paper?,  Tho  police  who  were 
in  attendance  civilly  looked  on,  and  8»id  it  was 
good.  Of  course,  JUr.  Chamberlain's  skin  is 
safe ;  but  the  next  time  he  feels  inclined  to 
lecture  us  on  our  lack  of  appreciation  of  the 
*  Even  Keel  *  nfimf,  let  him  contrast  the  sacred 
right  of  skull -cracking  enjoyed  b)^  himself  and 
hia  bravea  with  what  would  happen  to  Mr.  llar- 
nagton  and  hi^  brovaa  if  perchaooe  he  hurled 


a  ."ippech  cnntnining  half  as  m any  fiery  »»pithet8 
against  the  Tory  demonatriition  next  Monday 
night  in  the  Itotundo,  and  if  on  the  spur  of 
his  inciteraenta  a  Nationalist  mob  burst  into 
the  Round  Room,  sent  the  audience  tlying 
helter-skelter,  and  employed  the  chaira  and  the 
reporters*  table  on  the  heads  of  the  orators/' 

I  do  not  think  anybody  will  renture  to 
say  that  these  comments  of  Uni ted  Ireland 
I  have  quoted  are,  in  the  smallest  de- 
gree, exaggerated  or  untrue.  The  result 
of  that  speech  at  Hanley,  on  the  10th  of 
October,  was  clearly  seen  in  the  events 
at  Birmingham  on  the  13th.  On  the 
1 8th  of  October  the  right  hon.  Crentle- 
man  goes  down  to  Wales,  and  makes  a 
speech  at  Newtown »  and  in  the  course 
of  that  speech  he  says — 

"These  domonstr>itions  have  been  carried 
through  at  groat  personal  aaciifice.  You  can- 
not bo  continually  demon  at  rating,  especially  aa, 
in  tho  case  I  have  assumed,  your  demonatra- 
tions  prove  to  be  of  no  effect.  U  the  Lorda 
continue  to  aneer  at  orderly  manifeatations  of 
opinion,  if  they  continue  to  ignore  the  Consti- 
tutional methods  for  expressing  opinion,  what 
will  you  do.'"' 

And  then  it  appeared  to'^have  occxu^red  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  had 
gone  a  little  too  far,  so  he  goes  on  in 
thia  way— 

**  I  daroaay  that  on  Monday  it  will  be  said, 
as  it  hfia  been  said  already^  that,  in  thus  trying 
to  lay  the  situation  plainly  beifore  you,  I  am 
inciting  vou  te  violenoa  and  disorder.  That  is 
false/* 

Was  it  false?  E  era  ember  there  had 
been  great  violence,  and  that  this  waa 
immediately  after  the  Aston  riots — 
only  five  days  later — when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  solemnly  asked  hia 
audience  what  they  would  do  if  they 
got  tired  of  these  peaceable  demon- 
strations, and  then  said  it  was  false 
to  assei-t  that  that  interrogatory  of  his 
was  an  incitement  to  violence  and  dis- 
order. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  so 
anxious  about  violence  and  disorder,  why 
did  he  not  take  the  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing his  regret  at  the  events  that  had 
taken  place  on  the  Mondaj^  previous  ?  I 
do  not  think  it  would  be  wrong  or  shame- 
ful for  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  do 
what  the  Prime  Minister  took  the  first 
opportunity  of  doing.  The  moment  the 
House  met,  the  Prime  Minister,  in  his 
first  speech,  took  the  earliest  opportunity 
of  expressing  his  regret  for  what  had 
occurred.  In  the  absence  of  any  expres- 
sions of  regret  on  the  part  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  after  thai 
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very  stimulatiDg  interrogatory  to  his 
audience,  I  say  he  did  do  that  which 
constituted  a  direct  incitement  to  con- 
tinued violence  and  disorder.  The  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  without 
one  word  of  allusion  to  the  Birmingham 
riots,  goes  on  to  say — 

"  There  are  only  two  men  in  this  country  who 
throuf^hout  the  quarrel  have  conspicuously  in- 
cited the  people  to  disorder  and  to  violence.** 

One  of  them  was  myself,  and  the 
other  was  Lord  Salisbury.  I  will 
not  detain  the  House  with  any  de- 
fence of  myself  for  the  purpose  of  this 
discussion.  I  will  put  in  any  plea  hon. 
Members  opposite  wish.  It  is  not  neces- 
sary for  me  to  detain  the  House  with  any 
defence  of  myself ;  that  can  be  done  on 
another  and  more  convenient  occasion. 
But  those  are  the  three  speeches  of  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  [^Laugh- 
ter,'] Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  just 
reminded  me,  by  their  laughter,  that  I 
had  forgotten  something  to  which  I  at- 
tach a  great  deal  of  importance.  I  refer 
to  the  passage  where  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  said,  referring  to 
me — 

*'  And,  gentlemen,  this  is  the  man  who  is  now 
BO  indignant  hecauso  the  workmen  of  Birming- 
ham have  taken  him  at  his  word  and  pulled 
off  the  coping  of  a  wall  in  order  to  attend  a 
meeting  to  which  they  had  heen  invited  and 
which  the  Tory  managers  were  endeavouring  hy 
a  transparent  fraud  to  palm  off  as  a  misrepre- 
Mntation  of  the  opinion  of  Birmingham." 

That  is  his  opinion  of  the  Aston  riots. 
Pulling  off  the  coping  of  a  wall !  Now, 
I  will  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  only  one  question  on  that  point. 
Suppose  the  workmen  of  Birmingham, 
indignant  we  will  say  at  some  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  had 
assembled  outside  the  grounds  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  splendid  mansion 
at  Highbury,  and  had  there  pursued  the 
same  proceedings  as  they  had  done  at 
Aston,  I  wish  to  know  whether  he  would 
have  'described  that  as  a  few  workmen 
of  Birmingham  pulling  off  the  coping  of 
a  wall?  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to 
pursue  that  subject  further ;  but  those 
three  speeches  which  I  have  laid  before 
the  House  are  undoubtedly  what  I  prin- 
cipally rely  on  to  justify  my  charges.  I 
am  quite  content  in  this  matter  to  make 
the  I'rime  Minister  the  judge,  because 
he  has,  without  exception,  had  the 
longest  political  experience,  the  greatest 
knowledge  of  public  life  of  any  man  in 
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this  country,  and  his  position  is  so  great 
that  he  can  afford  in  judging  this  matter 
altogether  to  discard  all  Party  proclivi- 
ties, and  to  pronounce  an  historical  opi- 
nion on  it.     Since  1815  this  coimtry  has 
gone     through     many   sharp    political 
struggles,    in    which   Ministers  of  the 
Crown  have  taken  a  leading  and  pro- 
minent   part,    and   I    ask    the    Prime 
Minister  whether,  in  going  through  all 
the  records  of  the  speeches  delivered  by 
Ministers  of  the  Grown  up  to  the  pre- 
sent day  in  moments  of  political  excite- 
ment, he  can  or  anyone  can  produce  a 
single  speech  from  any  Minister  of  the 
Crown  containing  passages  approaching 
in  their  nature  to  the  sentences  from  the 
speeches  of  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  which  I  have  read  to  the  House?  I 
put  that  question  to  the  Prime  Minister 
with  much  confidence.    But,  independent 
of  these  passages,  which,  I  maintain,  do 
constitute  a  deliberate  attempt  to  incite 
the  people    of    this  country    to  other 
methods  than  that  of  Constitutional  agi- 
tation, I  will  now,  if  the  House  will  allow 
me,  endeavour  to  confirm  and  corrobo- 
rate the  case  by  other  evidence  I  have 
got  of  the   direct  responsibility  of  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  for  the 
Birmingham  riots.     The  first  portion  of 
the  evidence  is  of  a  negative  character, 
the  second  portion  is  of  a  positive  cha- 
racter.    My  first  point  of  negative  evi- 
dence is   this — that   on  the  evening  of 
those  riots,   immediately  after  they  oc- 
curred, and   even  on  the   very  spot,  I 
made   a  speech  to  a  few  scattered  and 
flying    sheep    who    had   been    rescued 
from  the  disaster,  in   which  I  charged 
the  President    of  the   Board  of  Trade 
directly   and    plainly,  and   without  the 
slightest     circumlocution    or    qualifica- 
tion,  with   being  the  author  of  those 
riots.     I  was  acquainted  with  what  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  said, 
and  with  other  matters,  and  I  made  the 
charge  then  and  there,  and  that  charge 
has  never  been  denied.     [Laughter,'^    I 
do  not  know  why  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site should  laugh   at  that.     Surely  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  only  as 
late  as  Monday  last,  did  think  proper  to 
deny  it ;  and  I  want  to  know  why,  if  it 
was  necessary  to  deny  it  on  Monday  last, 
it  was  not  necessary  to  deny  it  when  it 
was  originally  made  ?    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  it  was  a  serious  charge 
to  make  against  a  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
I  think  I  am  not  mistaken  in  supposing 
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that  he  was  oLlio'efl  to  make  that  denial 
by  the  Prime  Minister  himself.  [Mr, 
Gladstone  :  No,]  Well,  then,  1  re- 
iteratt^  it,  that  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  said  on  that  occafiiou  that  it 
was  a  most  serious  charge  to  mako 
against  a  Minister  of  the  Crown.  Why 
was  it  a  serious  charge  then,  and  not 
when  it  was  first  made?  The  Preaideut 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  l»ts  of  oppor- 
tunity for  denying  it.  In  tlio  iirst  plaee^ 
there  was  a  meeting  the  iioxt  uiglit  of  the 
Liberal  Association  in  the  Town  Hall,  and 
it  woiikl  have  been  quite  possihde  fur  the 
Presid^^nt  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  have 
attended  tliat  meeting  where  all  his  Bir- 
mingham <Hdlf*a^ues  were  aat*erabled»and 
to  have  made  a  statement  about  the 
riots,  either  deprecating  them  or  justify- 
ing them,  or  exoneraiing  himself.  It 
would  have  been  perfectly  competent  fur 
the  President  of  the  Bnard  of  Trade  to 
liave  written  to  the  local  papers  or  to  tho 
London  papers  denying  the  charge.  It 
would  have  been  perfectly  competent  fctr 
the  Presidt^nt  of  the  Board  of  LVade.  at 
his  meeting  on  the  Saturday  following 
in  Wales,  to  deny  the  charge  ;  and  yet 
lie  did  not.  lie  ean»  however,  dtiny 
charges  when  he  likes  andwlienit  suit^ 
him,  because  with  reference  to  some 
cliarges  which  I  made  against  the  Bir- 
mingham Corporation  bei»«g  ufider  tfie 
influence  of  the  Caucus*  and  which  are 
really  of  no  interest  e,\cept  to  Birming- 
ham itself,  and  could  not  compare  with 
charges  affecting  the  character  of  a  Mi- 
nister of  the  Crown,  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  thought  tit  to  deny  them. 
He  said  that  what  I  stated  was  ''a 
falsehood,  a  wanton  falsehood.''  Well,  I 
am  sure  hon,  Grentlemen  opposite  do  not 
think  it  necessary  for  Ministers  to  deny 
in  language  of  that  kind.  I  think  in 
the  House  of  C*»mmons,  under  your  rule, 
Sir.  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
will  hardly  make  use  of  such  language. 
But  he  could  deny  the  charge  brought 
against  the  Birmingham  Corporation  in 
language  of  thatotlenaive  cliaracter,  and 
yet  did  not  deny  the  charge  brought 
against  him  as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
Of  course,  with  respect  to  the  expres- 
sions **  falsehood**  and  **  wanton  false- 
hood/^ I  could  have  brought  thoui  under 
the  notice  of  this  House  it  I  had  liked, 
hut  I  did  not  think  it  worth  wliile  to  do 
so,  I  knew  the  ['resident  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  was  u^sed  to  that  kind  of  ex* 
pression*      The   right    hon.   Gentleman 


I  applied  a  somewhat  similar  expression 
to  Lord  Be  aeon  «^  field  when  he  said  that 
he  alwajs  went  down  to  Parliament 
prepared  to  6ing  at  the  House  of  Com- 
mons the  fiist  lie  that  came  into  his 
head,  I  know  that  he  again  applied 
aim' 'st  the  same  expree^sion  to  the  Prime 
Minister  «rhen  he  characterized  his  elec* 
tion  addi^ess  of  1874 — a  great  publio 
Stale  document — as 

**  The  meanest  pubUc  document  that  I  ever  in 
like  circumstances  hoard  proceed  from  a  itatea* 
man  of  the  first  rank  ; '' 

and  then  he  went  on  to  say  that  the 
Premier's  interestt  in  such  a  great  ques- 
tion as  the  county  franchise  was  merely 
assumed  in  view  of  au  election.  Of 
cimrse,  when  expressions  of  that  kind 
are  applied  to  men  far  above  me,  and 
they  tako  no  notice  of  them,  I  do  not 
think  it  necessary  to  answ^er  a  charge  of 
wanton  falsehood  made  agoinst  me,  and 
I  shall  content  myself  with  assuring  hitn 
that  nothing  which  I  have  said  ia 
liable  to  that  imputation.  I  find — 
on  lookii>g  l»ack  to  a  Timent  article  of 
August,  ]^7l^,  immediately  after  the 
right  hon,  Gentlemfin  made  a  speech  in 
Gloucester,  in  which  he  compared  the  late 
Governmont  to  a  gang  of  celebrated 
swiTidlers  and  criminals  called  a**  long 
firm"— that  771^  Ttmes  made  the  follow- 
ing comments: — 

**  Mr.  Chaniberlftin'ft  denunciation  of  the  Go. 
vtmment  and  of  hia  opponents  moat  be  do- 
nouQced  as  pausing  the  bouoda  of  deoent  poli- 
tical warf  Aro.  .  .  .  We  tiaunot  lot  tUia  kind  of 
langua^ijo  paaa  without  an  indignant  protest 
ftgainist  it  aa  an  insult  to  the  whole  publio  life 
of  England,  ,  ,  -  We  ft^el  for  our  part  ashamed 
that  any  Enghah  politician  who  holds  ft  ro- 
spt'ctable  poeitian  should  condescend  to  this 
kind  of  Bilhngagato.*' 

I  daresay  that  right  hon,  and  hon. 
Geutlemen  oppo&ite  do  not  core  very 
much  about  the  opinions  of  The  Timet, 
["Hear,  hear!**]  No  more  do  I.  I 
only  quoted  it  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  that  there  ia  no  reason  what- 
ever^  as  lar  as  I  am  concerned,  why  I 
^hould  attach  any  importance  to  the 
violent  language  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  as  it  is  usual  with 
him.  In  the  epaeoh  at  Newtown,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  so  far  from  deny- 
ing the  accusations  I  had  publicly 
made  against  him,  justified  and  vir- 
tually ghjried  in  the  riots  that  had  taken 
pUice  lit  Astou,  and  he  did  so  at  a  time 
when  all  the  Liberal  Press  was  con- 
demning them  in  terms  as  strong  as  it 
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possibly  could.  I  pass  on  to  the  second 
point  of  evidence  which  I  rely  on  in 
this  matter,  and  that  is,  the  knowledge 
which  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  must  have  had,  from  his  presence 
in  Birmingham,  of  the  proceedingB  that 
were  likely  to  take  place.  I  maintain 
that  the  Presideat  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
must  have  been  aware — he  could  not 
possibly  have  helped  being  aware — of 
what  was  likely  to  occur  at  Aston  on 
the  evening  in  question.  He  must  have 
known  that  the  Liberal  Association  had 
determined  to  call  a  counter-demonstra- 
tion at  the  same  place.  He  must  have 
.  known  that  a  counter-demonstration 
summoned  at  a  similar  hour  on  a  piece 
of  ground  absolutely  adjacent  to  that 
chosen  for  the  Tory  demonstration  might- 
lead  to  ft  breach  of  the  peace.  He  must 
also  have  known  of  the  placard  which 
was  issued  by  the  Liberal  Association 
summoning  the  meeting ;  and  this 
placard  I  really  must  read  to  the 
House,  and  I  must  ask  the  Government 
to  remember  the  description  of  them- 
selves as  an  "  Even  Keel  "  Government. 
A  more  incendiary  placard,  one  more 
strongly  and  directly  inciting  to  riot  and 
disorder,  was  never  put  out  by  any  Na- 
tionalist Body  or  any  Orange  Lodge  in  Ire- 
land. ["Hear,  hear!"]  I  will  make  that 
statement  good.  The  placard  is  headed 
— **To  the  men  of  Birmingham  and 
the  Midlands."  It  is  dated  Saturday, 
October  11,  and  it  was  circulated  in 
Birmingham  on  the  afternoon  of  that 
day,  on  Sunday,  and  on  the  Monday 
morning  it  appeared  in  The  Birmingham 
Daily  Fost.    The  placard  says — 

"  On  Bank  Holiday  you  met  100,000  strong, 
and  unanimously  protested  against  the  rejection 
of  the  Franchise  Bill  by  tho  Tory  Lords.  Lord 
Salisbury  laughs  at  you,  and  says  he  cares 
nothing  for  your  protests.  Another  Tory,  the 
Bight  Hon.  James  Lowther,  describes  you  as  a 
'  horde  of  ruffians.'  Lord  Randolph  Churchill, 
who  belongs  to  a  family  of  State  paupers,  who 
haye  drawn  £4,320,000  from  the  pockets  of  the 
people,  with  aristocratic  insolence  calls  you  Mr. 
Ghfunberlain's  *  tag-rag  and  bobtail.*  *' 

I  content  myself  at  present  with  tra- 
versing those  statements,  which  are 
all  equally  and  absolutely  untrue.  I 
never  spoke  of  the  working  men  of 
Birmingham  as  Mr.  Chamberlain's  ''tag- 
rag  and  bobtail,"  and  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  never  spoke  of 
them  as  a  **  horde  of  ruffians."  It  is 
equally  untrue  to  say  that  Lord  Salis- 
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bury  laughed  at  them,  and  said  he  cared 
nothing  for  their  protests.  The  placard 
then  goes  on  to  make  various  inflam- 
matory statements.    It  says — 

"  The  Tories  are  holding  a  demonstration  at 
Aston  Lower  Grounds  on  Monday  to  support 
the  House  of  Lords  in  refusing  the  franchise  to 
2,000,000  of  men.  They  know  that  the  men  of 
Birmingham  and  the  Midlands  are  against  them, 
and  by  holding  a  ticket  meeting,  from  which  all 
Liberals  are  excluded,  they  hope  to  pass  resolu- 
tions which  will  misrepresent  your  opinions. 
Do  not  submit  to  these  Tory  insults.  Befuse 
to  allow  the  opinion  of  the  Midlands  to  be  mis- 
represented. Show  to  Lord  Salisbury  and  his 
lieutenants,  who  have  always  been  the  enemies 
of  the  people,  that  you  will  insist  upon  justice. 
The  Franchise  Demonstration  Ck)mmittee  asks 
you  first  to  attend  a  great  open-air  meeting  in 
Witton  Road,  Aston,  on  Monday  next." 

The  placard  goes  on  to  state  that  three 
processions  headed  by  brass  bands  will 
start  from  places  named,  and  then  comes 
this  paragraph — 

**  After  the  open-air  meeting,  let  all  who  can 
get  admittance  attend  the  Tory  meeting  and 
vote  against  the  Tory  resolutions.*' 

Now  I  ask  is  there  one  law  for  England 
and  another  for  Ireland  ?  In  Ireland 
counter-demonstrations  have  been  pro- 
hibited over  and  over  again  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  yet  in  the  case  of  counter- 
demonstrations  in  that  country  there 
has  been  a  strict  injunction  given  by 
the  promoters  that  each  party  should  go 
to  their  own  meeting  and  not  interfere 
with  their  opponents'  meeting.  But  in 
England  this  G-overnment  allows  a  coun- 
ter-demonstration to  be  called  by  a  pla- 
card of  this  inflammatory  nature,  which 
incites  interference  with  the  oppo- 
sing meeting.  The  third  paragraph 
on  the  placard — and  I  am  sure  the 
Prime  Minister  disapproves  of  it — 
says — "  Wear  the  Gladstone  badge,  and 
show  that  you  are  not  ashamed  of  your 
colours.'*  Now,  I  ask  the  House  whe- 
ther the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  with  his  great  intelligence 
and  local  knowledge,  knowing  that  a 
placard  of  this  kind  had  been  put 
out,  knowing  that  it  would  be  widely 
read  and  numerously  obeyed  —  whe- 
ther he  could  have  imagined  that  any 
other  result  would  possioly  take  place 
than  that  which  actually  did  take 
place?  What  would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  have  done  in  the  character 
not  only  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  but 
of  the  leading,  and  in  many  ways  rightly 
the  leading,  person  in  Birmingham? 
Surely,  with  the  knowledge  which  hQ 
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possessed,  and  with  the  knowledge  of 
what  would  be  the  reaalt  of  issuing  this 
placard,  he  could  have  publicly  uttered 
an  opinioti  on  the  ^foaday  tnorning  to 
the  effect  that  he  would  not  tolerate, 
that  he  would  do  all  he  could  to  prevent, 
a  disturbance  of  the  Tory  demonstra- 
tion. It  would  Lave  been  very  easy 
and  very  simple  ;  and  if  he  had  taken 
that  couffie  it  would  have  completely 
exonerated  him  and  his  colleap:ue9  in 
regard  to  any  charge  which  might  be 
brought  against  them  in  this  IIoubo 
with  reference  to  these  riots.  The  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Governnieat  Board 
JSir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  said,  at  a  meet- 
ing of  his  constituents,  when  he  joined 
the  Cabiaet — 

"When  one  reaches  Cabinet  rank,  it  ia  ae- 
Cessary  to  rcmemher  what  ia  due  to  one's  Col- 
leagues in  the  Ministry.*' 

I  want  to  know  whether  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  has  ever  re- 
membered what  is  due  to  his  Colleagues 
in  the  Ministry ;  and  I  particularly  want 
to  know  whether  on  this  occasion, 
when  he  refrained  from  taking  any 
steps  to  prevent  what  he  knew  must 
turn  out  to  be  a  riotous  and  tumultous 
proceeding,  he  remembered  what  was 
due  to  his  Colleagues?  I  maintain  that 
it  was  not  only  his  duty  to  use  his  great 
influence  to  prevent  such  disorderly  pro* 
ceedings  in  any  case,  but  it  was  his 
epeeial  duty  on  this  occasion  to  do  so 
because  of  the  fact  that  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  was  going  to  Birming- 
ham. When  a  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, be  he  Liberal  or  Conservative,  goes 
down  to  any  part  of  the  country  to  ad- 
dress a  great  meeting  of  his  supporters 
oalied  together  for  a  particular  occasion, 
I  declare  before  this  House,  without 
fear  of  contradiction,  that  he  has  a  posi- 
tive and  indisputable  right  to  the  pro- 
tection and  support  of  every  leading 
local  authority  or  leading  person,  at  any 
rate,  as  far  as  public  order  is  concerned, 
I  should  have  thought  very  little  of  all 
this  if  it  had  been  a  mere  riot  against  a 
candidate,  who  should  know  what  he  may 
have  to  go  through  at  FJirmingham ;  but 
I  do  say  that  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  occupying  the  position  he  does 
at  Birmingham,  exercising  as  he  does 
enormous  power  there,  knowing  that  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  was  going  to 
address  a  meeting  of  his  followers,  was 
bound  not  only  as  a  Minister  of  the 
Orown^  but  also  as  an  Eluglish  gentle- 


man, to  come  forward  and,  ot  any  rate, 
as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  to  do  all  that 
he  could  to  prevent  disorder.  I  do  con- 
tend, further,  that  as  a  general  principle, 
when  a  man  knows  that  an  outrage  ia 
going  to  he  committed  or  likely  to  be 
committed,  when  the  same  man  has  the 
power  t:>  arrest  that  outrage,  or,  at  any 
rate,  to  mitigate  it,  and  whi?n  he  declines 
to  exercise  that  power,  ho  is  morally  and 
directly  guilty  of  the  outrage  when  it 
is  committed.  I  now  come  to  what 
I  may  call  positive  evidence,  f**  Oh, 
oh !  "]  Yes,  I  say  the  direct  evi- 
dence, for  I  consider  it  would  not  be 
right  to  bring  this  matter  to  the  notice 
of  the  Hou^e  if  I  was  not  prepared  to 
state  all  the  proof  I  have  to  show  the 
direct  complicity  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  all  that  took  place.  I  have  to 
show  to  the  HoubO  the  direct  complicity 
of  the  Birmingham  Liberal  Association 
with  the  riot.  I  shall  not  detain  the 
House  with  evidence  on  the  point,  be- 
cause it  would  tflke  up  far  too  much 
time,  I  simply  say  that  the  Conserva- 
tives of  Birmingham  have  made  this 
matter  the  subject  of  legal  investigation, 
and  they  have  evidence  of  a  very  clear 
kind,  at  any  rate,  so  far  as  it  has  been 
sifted,  to  show  a  carefully  prepared  or- 
ganization for  the  riot,  and  to  show  the 
steps  which  were  taken  to  forge  ticketa 
of  admission.  The  moment  I  came  into 
the  House  I  received  a  letter  directly 
inculpating  a  leading  member  of  the 
Liberal  Pdrty  of  Birmingham  with  a 
large  order  for  forged  tickets.  We  have 
also  evidence  at  Birmingham  to  prove 
the  introduction  into  the  ground  before- 
hand of  a  few  accomplices,  and  to  show 
that  ladders  were  bn>ught  by  appointed 
persons,  and  were  in  readiness  to  enable 
the  storming  party  to  fccale  the  walla. 
There  is  complete  evidence  to  show  that 
gangs  of  men  known  to  the  police  were 
hired  m  Birmingham.  There  was  the 
Cecil  Street  gang,  and  £50  were  paid 
to  this  body.  There  were  the  Harding 
Street  gang,  the  Lench  Street  gang, 
under  a  man  named  Martin — I  do  not 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knows  him — the  Great  Bar  Street  gang, 
under  the  Brothers  Reed,  two  notorious 
pugilists,  each  of  whom  received  £20, 
and  others;  and  some  of  these  were 
paid  by  members  of  the  Town  Council, 
and  also  by  members  of  the  Committee 
over  which  Mr.  Schnadhorst  presides— 
the  Caucus   Executive.     The  arrange- 
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ment  made  with  the  leaders  of  the 
roughs  was  that  if  they  succeded  in 
breaking  into  the  premises  68,  would  be 
paid,  and  if  they  succeeded  in  break- 
ing into  the  hall  and  preventing  the 
meeting  2«.  6^  would  be  added.  The 
Committee  had  the  folly  to  be  stingy; 
the  fact  that  the  additional  half-crown 
was  not  paid  in  some  cases  has  enabled 
the  solicitor  to  obtain  useful  and  reliable 
information.  All  this,  of  course,  is  an 
ex  parte  statement ;  but  the  matter  has 
been  the  subject  of  legal  investigation, 
and  this  is  what  the  Conservative  Party 
are  prepared  to  prove  in  a  Court  of  Law 
or  before  a  Committee  of  this  House. 
This  is  the  evidence  of  the  direct  com- 
plicity of  the  Birmingham  Liberal  As- 
sociation with  these  riots.  Before  going 
into  the  connection  between  the  Asso- 
ciation and  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  let  me  say  a  word  about  a 
matter  which  has  been  greatly  misre- 
presented— the  character  of  the  Conser- 
vative meeting.  I  have  a  letter  on  the 
point  from  the  principal  authority  of  the 
Conservative  Party,  Mr.  S.  Hopkins. 
It  has  been  stated  in  the  House  that  the 
Conservatives  tried  to  get  up  a  free  and 
open  meeting  as  an  expression  of  the 
opinion  of  all  parties,  and  that  that  was 
a  provocation  to  and  a  justification  of 
what  the  Liberals  did.  This  is  an  alto- 
gether incorrrect  and  inaccurate  state- 
ment.    Mr.  Hopkins  says — 

"Mr.  Chamberlain's  statemeDt  as  to  the 
Liberals  being  invited  is  untrue ;  also  as  to  the 
Conservatives  representing  or  wishing  to  use 
their  meeting  as  an  expression  of  Birmingham 
opinion.  All  the  meetings  were  advertised  as 
plainlj'  as  possible,  and  declared  to  be  in  every 
way  Conservative  demonstrations.  Applica- 
tions for  tickets  by  Liberal  agents  were  re- 
fused. For  instance,  Messrs.  Tangye  made  a 
request  for  800  tickets.  The  secretary  replied 
that  the  Conservative  demand  was  so  large,  we 
could  not  spare  them.*' 

I  have  here  a  ticket  which  bears  out  the 
statement.  It  is  one  which  was  issued 
long  before  the  meeting,  and  it  is  headed 
'*  Conservative  demonstration  in  support 
of  the  House  of  Lords."  It  is  obvious 
that  we  were  merely  endeavouring  to 
get  all  the  Conservatives  we  could  to- 
gether in  one  meeting,  which  was  to  be 
a  demonstration  on  the  one  side,  and  it 
is  altogether  inaccurate  to  say  that  it 
was  anytbiog  else.  The  House  may 
rely  on  the  perfect  integrity  of  Mr.  Hop- 
kins. The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
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will  admit  that  he  is  incapable  of  put- 
ting an  inaccurate  statement  before  the 
public.  He  is  responsible  in  all  these 
matters,  and  he  says  the  Conservatives 
never  tried  to  do  more  than  hold  a  Party 
demonstration.  I  will  now  ask  the 
House  what  is  the  Birmingham  Caucus 
or  Liberal  Association?  I  will  reply  to 
it  myself  by  stating  that  the  Birming- 
ham Liberal  Association  is  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade.  Anyone 
who  can  divest  himself  for  a  moment 
of  the  extremest  Party  prejudice  will 
say  that  the  Association  and  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  are  one  and 
indivisible.  He  created  it  in  its  modern 
form ;  he  presided  over  it ;  he  was  re- 
turned by  it ;  he  is  at  once  its  father 
and  its  child.  I  have  a  curious  re- 
cord of  the  fact  in  a  statement  made 
by  Mr.  George  Dixon,  a  man  of  the 
highest  authority  in  Birmingham,  stand- 
ing next,  indeed,  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, who  was  formerly  a  respected 
Member  of  this  House,  and  looks  for- 
ward to  being  the  Colleague  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  This  is  what  Mr. 
Dixon  says  on  the  subject  at  a  meeting 
of  the  School  Board. 

Mr.  chamberlain  :  What  is  the 
date? 

LoKD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
May,  1878.  Speaking  of  the  connection 
between  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  and  the  town  of  Birmingham  and 
the  Liberal  Party  there,  Mr.  Dixon 
said — 

"  Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain  is  undertaking  to 
create  the  public  opinion  of  the  Town  Council 
and  of  Birmingham,  and  also  to  be  its  public 
exponent.  In  fact,  it  seems  as  if  the  terms  Mr. 
Joseph  Chamberlain  and  Birmingham  were  be- 
come synonymous  ;  Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain  is 
Birmingham,  Birmingham  is  Mr.  Joseph  Cham- 
berlain. He  represents  himself  in  the  Town 
Council,  and  he  also  represents  himself  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain 
has  adopted  the  House  of  Commons'  plan,  and 
has  a  Whip  in  the  Town  Council.  I  suppose 
that  he  also  has  a  Cabinet,  composed  partly  of 
members  of  the  Town  Council  and  partly  of 
members  outside." 

If  that  were  a  Tory  statement,  it  would 
be  the  most  miserable  libel  that  could 
be  put  forward  about  Birmingham ;  it 
would  be  "  a  falsehood,  a  wanton  false- 
hood ; "  but,  unfortunatelj',  it  is  the  state- 
ment of  Mr.  George  Dixon,  who  is  to 
be  the  Colleague  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. That  plainly  bears  me  out  in. 
the  assertion  I  have  made  as  to  the 
connection  between  the  ri^ht  hon.  Geu- 
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tleruan  and  the  Birmiogliam  Liberal 
Association,  The  matter  is  one  of  abso- 
lute notorietj.  I  am  quite  certain  of 
this — that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
far  too  courageous,  far  too  determine*!, 
e?er  to  repudiate  any  one  of  his  politicAl 
associates.  As  he  expects,  no  doubts 
that  his  Colleagues  will  defend  htm  from 
charges  which  may  be  made  against 
him  in  this  House,  so  I  am  certain  he  is 
prepared  with  even  more  cordiality  and 
iiincerity  to  defend  the  leaders  of  the 
Birmingham  Liberal  Association  from  any 
charges  against  tbem,  and  to  moiutain 
kis  responsibility  for  all  their  acts,  and 
to  avow  his  knowledge  of  them.  I  may 
add  that  tlie  connertion  between  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
the  Birmingham  Liberal  Association, 
and  the  coniroi  he  exercises  over  it,  are 
far  more  direct,  powerful,  and  etFeetiv© 
than  the  control  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  exercises  over  the 
Land  League  and  its  proceedings.  [  Cries 
of  ''Time!*'  and  '*  Order!*']  1  am 
very  sorry  for  baving  trespassed  so  long 
on  the  time  of  the  House,  and  I  apolo- 

F'lze,  To  sum  up  the  case,  it  is  this, 
rely  principally  upon  the  thi^ee  speeches 
which  were  made  by  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  the  first  speech  in- 
citing, as  I  hohl,  to  tumult,  the  second 
renewing  that  incitement,  and  almost 
rebuking  his  audience  for  not  having 
acted  upon  his  incitement,  and  the  third 
8pec*ch  glorying  in  the  residt  and  in- 
citing to  further  tumult.  To  corroborate 
and  confirm  all  that,  I  also  bring  up  his 
refusal  and  neglect,  until  the  other  day, 
to  deny  the  charge  I  made  of  his  being 
connected  with  the  Birmingham  riot.  1 
bring  up  his  presence  in  Birmingham, 
his  knowledge  of  what  was  likely  to 
occur,  and  the  power  to  prevent  these 
occurrences  takiug  place,  and  his  refusal 
to  exercise  that  power;  and,  lastly,  I 
make  out,  as  strongly  as  I  c^n,  and  I 
assert  before  this  LLouse,  and  shall  not 
he  contradicted  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman,  the  indissoluble  connection  that 
exists  between  himself  and  the  Birming- 
ham Liberal  Association,  and  his  com- 
plete, real  responsibility  for  the  acts  of 
that  Body.  That,  Sir,  is  the  case  against 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman.  [Chaers,  and 
**  Oh,  oh!**]  I  do  not  expect  to  con* 
Tince  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  But 
there  is  a  power  of  opini<in  outside  this 
House,  on  which  I  hope  that  these  facta 
may  make  no  im-uuBiilorablt)  impression. 


and,  even  in  spite  of  prepossessions,  may 
carry  conviction  to  some  Gentlemen  op- 
posite. It  is  with  no  Httle  confidence  in 
the  general  impartiality  of  the  House 
of  Commons  that  I  submit  to  its  consi- 
deration the  Amendment  which  stands 
in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  inatirt  fa  the  ninth  panigraph,  after  the 
word  *'  U9,'*  tho  words  •*  and  liumbly  to  aB9art» 
Uer  Majesty  that  this  Houee  regrula  to  fiod  la 
recent  speech ea  aad  actions  of  one  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's ^Ministers,  holding  the  hig-h  office  of 
Prosidt^nt  of  the  Board  of  Tradp,  an  incitomont 
to  interference  with  the  freedom  of  politioil 
discussion,  and  a  justification  of  riot  and  dlfl* 
order. ' '  —  ( Lorti  Randotph  Ch  urek  ill , ) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted/* 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN  :  Mr,  Speaker, 

I  hope  the  House  will  think  that  the 
speech  to  which  we  have  just  listened 
Justifies  my  reticence  on  a  previous  oc- 
casion, when  the  hon*  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth (Sir  H,  Drummond  Wolff),  at  the 
instigation  of  the  noble  Lord,  made  a. 
vague  and  violent  attack  on  me.  If  I 
had  attempted  then  to  answer  that  at- 
tack, I  could  only  have  done  so  in  very 
general  terms,  aud»  having  exhausted 
my  right  of  speech,  I  should  have 
been  quite  unable  to  give  to  the  House 
any  information  with  reference  to  the 
numerous  details  in  the  formal  in- 
dictment which  has  now  been  pre- 
ferred agHiubt  me  by  the  noble  Lord. 
Sir,  tht*  noble  Lord,  in  his  concluding 
observations,  commented  on  the  fact 
that  I  had  waited  until  last  Monday  to 
deny  the  charges  which  he  and  others 
had  made  against  me.  I  should  wish  to 
point  out  that  the  noble  Lord  liimself, 
like  the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth^ 
when  he  first  brought  these  charges,  and 
others  still  stronger  against  me  in  Bir- 
mingbam,  did  not  attempt  to  substan- 
tiate them  by  the  slightest  tittle  of  evi- 
(]ence»  In  these  circumstances,  I  attri- 
buted tbem  to  what  was,  perhaps,  the 
natural  irritation  of  the  noble  Lord,  who 
had  seen  his  best  laid  plans  go  astray, 
and  who  was  hoist  with  his  own  petard. 
But  when  the  noble  Lord  repeats  these 
charges,  or  any  portion  of  them,  in  his 
place  in  this  House,  speaking  with  due 
deliberation,  and  with  a  full  sense  of  re- 
sponsibility, then,  Sir,  I  am  prepared  to 
treat  them  with  the  seriousness  which 
tbey  desorve.  I  feel  that  I  have  no 
option  but  to  meet  in  detail  the  accusa- 
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tioa  which  he  has  brought,  and  I  shall 
then  submit  myself  to  the  judgment  of 
the  House.  If  these  accusations  are 
true,  I  shall  incur  its  just  censure ;  if 
they  are  false,  the  House  will  appreciate 
the  conduct  of  the  noble  Lord  who,  in 
order  to  damage  a  political  opponent, 
has  brought  forward  charges  which  he 
has  been  unable  to  substantiate.  Now, 
the  inquiry  divides  itself  into  two 
branches.  There  are  two  matters  which 
I  shall  try  to  keep  perfectly  distinct 
upon  which  I  have  to  offer  explanations 
to  the  House.  First,  there  are  the 
charges  which  affect  myself  personally, 
my  own  character  and  reputation  ;  and 
next,  there  are  charges  against  my  consti- 
tuents, for  whom  I  am  not  responsible 
directly  or  indirectly,  but  as  to  which  I 
shall  have  some  defence  to  offer,  and 
some  explanation  to  make.  As  regards 
the  charges  against  myself  personally, 
let  me  clear  the  way  by  protesting,  in  the 
most  absolute  terms,  against  the  new  doc- 
trine laid  down  on  Monday,  and  brought 
forward  again  to-night,  that  if  a  man 
does  not  deny  violent  charges  brought 
against  him,  he  is  to  be  assumed  to 
admit  them.  That  is  a  favourite  doc- 
trine of  the  noble  Lord,  who  has  brought 
more  reckless  charges  against  political 
opponents  than  any  other  living  poli- 
tician. Public  life  would  be  perfectly 
unendurable  if  a  public  man  were  to  be 
held  responsible  for  every  crime  of  which 
he  may  be  aecused  unless  he  immediately 
takes  steps  to  refute  the  accusation. 
There  is  not  a  day  passes  in  which  I  do 
not  see  some  old  slander  revived,  or  some 
new  libel  devised,  and  if  I  am  to  deny 
them  I  should  have  to  keep  another 
secretary.  In  a  Oourt  of  Justice  a  de- 
fendant is  not  called  upon  for  an  answer 
until  some  evidence,  at  all  events,  is 
brought  forward,  and  I  do  not  see  why 
it  should  be  different  in  a  Court  of 
Honour.  But  this  practice  of  the 
noble  Lord  of  flinging  charges  in  the 
air  ^in  the  hope  that  they  may  strike 
an  opponent  is  a  very  common  one. 
He  has  ventured  to  allude  once  more 
to  the  infamous  charge,  as  I  consider 
it,  which  he  has  brought  against  the 
Corporation  of  Birmingham.  I  denied 
that  charge  in  strong  language.  But 
the  noble  Lord  wonders  that  I  should 
deny  the  charge  against  the  Corporation, 
while  I  left  my  own  reputation  to  take 
oare  of  Jtself.  I  did  so  because  that 
charge  tended  to  damage  local  govern- 
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ment,  in  which  I  was  deeply  interested. 
I  think  it  is  perfectly  monstrous  that  a 
charge  of  that  kind,  affecting  the  in- 
tegrity of  50  or  60  gentlemen  who  give 
up  their  time  to  the  service  of  their 
fellow-townsmen,  should  be  lightly  made. 
If  such  charges  can  be  lightly  made  by 
persons  in  a  responsible  position,  it  will 
be  impossible  to  find  men  who  will  be 
willing  to  undertake  such  labour  and 
responsibility.  But  what  did  the  noble 
Lord  do  with  reference  to  this  charge  ? 
He  was  challenged  to  prove  it  by  the 
Mayor  of  Birmingham  in  a  calm  and 
temperate  letter,  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  replied  by  a  letter  which  the 
Mayor  of  Birmingham  has  been  forced 
to  characterize  as  insolent  and  evasive. 
The  noble  Lord  has  not  attempted  to 
substantiate  this  charge.  He  knows 
perfectly  well  that  there  is  not  a  tittle 
of  evidence  in  its  favour.  He  knows 
perfectly  well  that  a  Conservative  mem- 
ber of  the  Town  Council — himself  the 
treasurer  of  the  Conservative  Association 
at  the  present  time — having  been  ap- 
pealed to  by  one  of  his  constituents, 
declared  that  in  his  knowledge  and 
belief  the  charges  were  not  true.  Yet 
the  noble  Lord  never  withdrew  them. 
Well,  Sir,  I  say  this  new  method  of  con- 
troversy— to  make  a  foul  and  offensive 
charge,  and  then,  if  those  against  whom 
it  is  brought  do  not  think  it  worth  their 
while  to  contradict  it,  to  assume  it 
to  be  true,  or,  if  challenged  to  prove 
it,  to  refuse  the  proof— is  not  a  fair 
method  of  warfare ;  and  those  whom  the 
noble  Lord  calls  my  **  tag-rag  and  bobtail" 
would  be  thoroughly  ashamed  to  adopt 
such  a  course.  The  noble  Lord  used 
very  similar  tactics  in  his  attack  upon  me. 
What  is  the  charge  which  he  brings 
against  me  ?  The  words  of  the  Amend- 
ment are — 

''Humbly  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that  this 
House  regrets  to  find  in  recent  speeches  and 
actions  oi  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers, 
holding  the  high  office  of  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  an  incitement  to  interference 
with  the  freedom  of  political  discussion,  and  a 
justification  of  riot  and  disorder." 

[^Oppositmi  cheers.']  Yes  ;  hon.  Members 
cheer  that  as  they  cheer  any  other 
charge  against  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  But  that  is  not  the 
charge  which  the  noble  Lord  brought 
against  me.  That  is  not  the  charge 
which  I  challenged  him  to  prove  in  this 
House.  Why  has  he  gone  back  from 
his   own  words?    In    Birmingham    bo 
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charged  me  with  direct  complicity  in 
these  riots ;  he  charged  me  personally 
with  having  hired  roughs;  and  he 
charged  me  with  having  entered  into  a 
dirtwt  conspiracy  with  others  to  proroke 
these  distiirbancea.  There  is  not  one 
word  of  that  either  in  the  Amendment 
or  in  the  speech  he  has  delivered  to  the 
House. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CH0EOH1LL: 
Bead  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  have  road 
the  Amendment,  and  I  have  shown  that 
the  noble  Lord  has  entirely  shifted  his 
ground.  He  has  evolved  a  new  charge, 
Bat  it  is  not  the  charge  which  I  chal- 
lenged him  to  prove.  I  do  not  deny  that 
the  charge  which  he  brings  now  is  a 
serious  charge,  and  I  am  quite  prepared 
to  answer  it ;  but  I  want  to  know,  if  he 
believes  his  charge  against  me,  that  I 
was  personally  respouBible  for  the  hiring 
of  these  roughs,  why  he  has  not  put 
that  charge  into  the  Amendment  ?  Well, 
now  the  real  fact  is,  that  the  noble  Lord 
does  not  believe  in  these  charges  him- 
self. He  knows  that  if  he  did  believe 
them 

Lord  RANDOLPH  OHURCHILL : 
Mr*  Speaker,  I  rise  to  Order,  I  wish  to 
ask  yon,  Sir,  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  in  Order  in  stating  that  I 
do  not  believe  the  charges  that  I  have 
brought  before  the  House  ? 

Ma.  SPEAKER:  I  have  not  yet 
heard  the  explanation  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Ma.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  was  merely 
going  to  point  out  that  that  was  not  the 
statement  I  made.  I  did  not  say  the 
noble  Lord  does  not  believe  in  the 
charges  which  he  has  brought  before 
the  House.  What  I  accused  the  noble 
Lord  of  was  not  believing  the  charges 
which  he  has  failed  to  bring  before  the 
House* 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  It  would  be  alto- 
gether out  of  Order  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  accuse  the  coble  Lord  of 
not  believing  in  charges  which  he  has 
brought  before  the  House.  K  the  right 
hon,  Gentleman  says  that,  he  will  not 
bo  in  Order. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  will  content 
myself  with  saying  that,  whatever  the 
noble  Ijord  believes,  I  do  not  think  that 
after  the  evidence  which  I  shall  be  able 
to  lay  before  the  House,  he  will  be  able 
to  get  any  assembly  of  gentlemen  to 
agree  with  him. 


Lord  RANDOLPH  OHTJECHILL : 

Mr.  Speaker,  1  rise  to  Order.  I  really 
must  ask  you,  Sir,  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  having  said  that  I  do 
not  believe  in  the  charges  that  I  hava 
brought  before  the  House  of  Commons — 
\^€rie9  of  **No!"]^and  you  having 
ruled  that  he  is  out  of  Order,  is  not 
bound  to  withdraw  the  statement  he  haa 
made  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  understand  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  deny  that  he 
made  the  assertion  that  the  noble  Lord 
did  not  believe  in  the  charges  whioh  he 
has  brought  before  thia  House.  I  have 
said,  and  I  repeatj  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  does  make  such  a  charge,  he 
is  out  of  Order,  and  I  call  upon  him  to 
withdraw  it. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN :  Now,  Sir— 
[CriWo/**  Withdraw  1  "]  I  have  nothing 
to  withdraw  ;  I  did  not  make  the  state- 
ment of  which  the  noble  Lord  complains, 
and  I  cannot,  therefore,  withdraw  what 
I  have  never  said.  Now,  I  am  going  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
charges  as  they  were  made  by  the  noble 
Lord  at  Birmingham,  and  to  contrast 
them  with  the  charges  which  he  has 
brought  forward  to-day.  To-day,  the 
noble  Lord  has  said  he  bases  his  case 
principally  upon  speeches  which  I  de- 
livered on  August  4,  and  again  at 
Hanley,  and  on  a  speech  which  I  de- 
livered after  these  occurrences  took 
place.  That  is  a  totally  different  thing 
from  a  charge  against  a  Minister  of 
direct  complicity  in  outrage.  I  find  the 
first  proceeding  of  the  noble  Lord  in 
connection  with  this  matter  appears  to 
have  taken  place  at  the  Midland  Con- 
servative Ciub,  on  Monday,  October  13, 
when  Lord  Randolph  Churchill  moved — 

*'  That,  viewing  the  acaudaloua  and  discredit- 
ahlo  orfifanized  riot  excited  thi*  afternoon  by 
Mr.  Chamberlain  and  the  Caucus,  with  tha 
object  of  preventing  Sir  Stafford  Northcoto  from 
addresBing  th«  people  of  Birmingham  on  public 
a^dLrSf  the  members  pledgo  themselves  to  com* 
bine,  organize^  and  prepare  for  auch  retaliatory 
mecuiurea  aa  may  be  necessary  aginnet  the 
Radical  Caucus  in  Birmingham,  and  ahall  in 
future  effectually  protect  the  tranquillity  and 
order  of  public  meeting/* 

Then,  at  a  banquet  at  the  Exohanpfe 
Rooms  on  tbe  14th  of  October,  the  noble 
Lord  18  reported  to  bave  said — 

**  Now,  the  Tory  Party  are  not  quito  so  stupid 
as  Sir.  Chamherlian  and  his  friends  think  they 
art*.  They  are  mueh  more  ready  to  learn  a 
lesson  than  is  generally  supposed  :  ind  having 
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discovered  last  night  the  great  Party  advantage 
which  Mr.  Chamberlain  derives  from  a  timely 
exhibition  of  force,  I  presume  that  they  will 
pay  him  the  compliment  on  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity of  resorting  to  force  themselves." 

All  I  will  say  in  reference  to  that  part 
of  the  noble  Lord's  statement  is,  that  it 
seems  to  be  a  little  inconsistent  with  his 
present  proceedings.  I  want  to  know 
whether  the  noble  Lord  is  an  advocate 
of  order,  or  the  champion  of  disorder  ? 
If  he  thinks  that  these  proceedings  at 
Birmingham  were  disgraceful,  why  does 
he  propose  to  retaliate  in  the  same  way  ? 
On  the  contrary,  if  he  thinks  them  per- 
fectly legitimate,  and  intends  to  employ 
them  himself,  why  does  he  come  down 
to  this  House  and  complain  ?  I  really 
do  not  see  how  the  noble  Lord  can  get 
out  of  that  dilemma.  Does  he  pose  as 
a  champion  of  Parliamentary  Order  and 
decency,  or  is  he  prepared  to  support  in 
Birmingham  the  proceedings  which  he 
has  condemned  to-day  in  this  House? 
The  noble  Lord  was  more  definite  in 
later  speeches.  On  October  16  he  spoke 
at  a  banquet  in  a  great  hall,  and  he 
then  said — 

"  The  authors  of  this  outrage  were  men  who 
were  hired — who  were  hired  by  Mr.  Chamber- 
lain and  his  friends  —  who  were  picked  up, 
Heaven  knows  where,  and  who  were  paid, 
Heaven  knows  how,  to  do  the  work  which  no 
Birmingham  artizan  could  be  found  to  do." 

The  noble  Lord  went  on  to  say — 

"The  only  people  who  glory  and  revel  in 
their  disgrace  are  Mr.  Schnadhorst  and  Mr. 
Jesse  CoUings,  the  Pylades  and  Orestes  of  Bir- 
mingham. We  will  not  be  too  severe  on  them, 
for,  after  all,  we  may  be  perfectly  certain  of  this 
— that  they  were  acting  under  the  inspiration 
and  under  the  high  direction  of  Mr.  Chamber- 
lain." 

On  October  13  the  noble  Lord  also 
said — 

''It  is,  gentlemen,  to  Mr.  Chamberlain  that 
we  owe  the  scandalous  proceedings  of  to- 
night ;  *' 

and  later  on  he  said — 

«  Let  it  go  forth  to-night  that  we,  the  Con- 
servative Party  in  Birmingham,  numbering  at 
least  one-half  of  the  population  of  Birmingham, 
are  prevented  from  holding  a  great  meeting  in 
the  Town  Hall  to-morrow  solely  by  the  arts 
of  Mr.  Chamberlain.' 

Those  charges  are  definite  enough.  I 
ask  the  House  whether  any  one  of  these 
charges  has  been — I  will  not  say  proved, 
but  even  repeated,  to-night?  Now,  I 
am  going  to  reply  to  them  in  detail,  be- 
cause,  whether  made  in  the  House  or 

Mr,  CKdmherhin 


outside,  I  think  the  time  has  come  when 
an  answer  should  be  given  to  them.  I 
will  take  first  the  case  of  the  Town  Hall. 
I  have  no  more  to  do  with  the  letting  of 
the  Town  Hall  in  Birmingham  than  the 
noble  Lord  himself.  It  is  let  under  re- 
gulations which  have  been  in  force  for 
a  generation.  It  is  let  to  the  first  comer. 
The  Tories  have  had  the  Town  Hall 
again  and  again  for  their  political  de- 
monstrations. The  noble  Lord,  Lord 
Salisbury,  and  many  other  distinguished 
Members  of  the  Tory  Party,  have  in 
recent  times  had  the  Town  Hall  in  Bir- 
mingham, and  have  received  a  perfectly 
attentive  and  respectful  hearing.  I  did 
not  know  the  Town  Hall  was  engaged 
on  this  occasion.  I  knew  nothing  at  all 
about  it.  I  did  not  know  anything  about 
the  meeting  which  was  held  there  the 
night  after  the  disturbances  till  I  read 
the  account  of  it  in  the  papers.  But  I 
have  inquired  of  the  Liberal  Party  in 
Birmingham  whether  they  could  throw 
any  light  on  the  matter,  and  they  tell 
me  that  the  Town  Hall  was  engaged  by 
the  Liberal  Association  last  May — long 
before  there  was  any  talk  about  this 
Conservative  demonstration,'  and  long 
before  they  could  know  whether  they 
would  in  any  way  interfere  with  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Tory  Party.  I  am  told, 
further,  that  they  would  have  been  per- 
fectly willing  to  allow  the  use  of  the 
Town  Hall  to  the  Conservatives  as  a 
matter  of  courtesy,  if  an  application  had 
been  made ;  but  no  application  was 
made  on  behalf  of  the  Tory  Party.  The 
noble  Lord  has  evidently  to-night,  as  on 
former  occasions,  been  under  a  great 
delusion  as  to  my  supposed  influence  in 
Birmingham.  It  is  most  complimentary 
to  me,  although  I  think  it  ought  to  be 
rather  discouraging  to  the  noble  Lord 
in  his  candidature  for  the  borough. 
No  doubt,  in  1878,  when  my  friend, 
Mr.  George  Dixon,  in  a  moment  of 
irritation  about  some  local  controversy 
which  has  been  long  since  amicably 
settled,  described  me  as  having  great 
influence  in  Birmingham,  I  do  not 
think  I  could  fairly  have  contested  his 
statement.  It  was  true  at  that  time.  I  had 
been  Mayor  of  the  town  for  three  years, 
Chairman  of  the  School  Board  for  three 
years,  I  was  chairman  of  several  of  the 
leading  institutions  in  the  town,  and  a 
prominent  member  of  the  Liberal  Asso- 
ciation ;  and  I  was  then  fairly  described 
as  one  of  the  most  influential  persons  in 
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the  town.      But  since  I   have  Leen  a 
Memher  of  Parliament  I  hnvB  taken  very 
little  part  in  h>fal   affnira,  and   nince  I 
have  been  a  Member  of  the  Government 
I  have  taken  none  at  all.     The  moment 
I  boranie  a  Member  of  the  Qovc^rnnienfc 
I  resigned  all  the  offices  which  I  held  in 
Birmingham,  anil  I  have  since  refrained 
from  all  interference.     In  my  own  inte- 
rest I  thought  it  inexpedient  for  me,  the 
Representative  of  the  town  in  Parlia- 
ment, to  interfere  in  local  matters.    Then 
the  noble  Lord  says  I  am  the  Birming- 
ham Caucus.     Again,  I  am  mueh  flat- 
tered by  this  description  of  my  influence 
and  ahility  ;  but  it  is  a  total  mistake.  Ex- 
cept that  I  am  a  subscriber,  althoug^h,  I 
believe,    not    one   of  the   largest    Bub- 
seribers,  for,  in  common  with  my  hon. 
Colleague  and  other  Liberals  in  the  town 
and  neighbonrhoocl,  no  doubfc^  I  continue 
to    snhscribo   to  the  fuiitis  exactly  the 
same  sum  aa  I  subificribed  before  t  was 
Momhor  for  the  town — beyond   that  I 
have  no  part  whatever  in  the  Liberal 
Association,    I  am  not  a  member  of  any 
of  its   committees,  and  I  have  not  at- 
tended any  of  its  meetings.    I  am  a  He-  i 
presentative  of  the  Liberal  Association  ' 
and  of  the  town  oF  Birmingham  ;  and, 
knowing  how  jealous   my  con?titu*?nt3 
would  be  of  any  interferenre  with  their 
independence^  I  havethonght  it  advisable 
to  keep  out  of  the  matter  altogether. 
The  noble  Ijord  is  utterly  mistaken,  and 
js  basing  his  suapicions  and  charges  on 
the  most  slender  foundation,  if  he  puts 
them  on  the  ground  that  I  am  in  any 
way  a  moving  force  in  connection  with 
the  Liberal  Association  of  Birraingham, 
And  now  I  come  to  another  charge,  pro- 
bably the  most  serious  of  those  which 
I  brought  by  the  noble  Lord  against 
He  says  that  I  have  hired  roughs, 
will  answer  that  in  this  way.     I  have 
never  in  my  life  hired  a  rough  for  any 
1  purpose  whatever.     I  have  never  in  my 
[life  eontribut0t3»  directly  or  indireetlyj 
Ithe  hiring  of  roughs ;  I   have  never 
^gested  the  hiring  of  roughs.     I  have 
never  connived  at  the  hiring  of  roughs  j 
and  if  I  can  in  any  possible  way  put  that 
denial  more  broadly  I  shall  be  perfectly 
willing  to  do  it.     Then  there  remains  the 
question  whether  any  of  my  constituents 
hired  roughs  upon  this  occasion  ?     It' is, 
I  perhaps,  too  much  for  me  to  undertake 
I  to  answer  absolutely  for  all  of  them  ; 
I  but  I  do  not  believe  a  word  of  it.     The 
noble  Lord  tayf  that  the  Tory  Party  in 


]  Eirmlngham   have   got    proof.      [Lord 
KAxnoLru  CirrRcniLL  :  Evidence,]    The 
noble  Lord  says   •*  evidence ;  **  but  ths 
House  will  observe  that  throughout  tha 
noble  Lord,  in  talking  about  evidence, 
has  not  given  the  namenf  one  individual 
except  that  of    Mr,    Satchell   Hopkins, 
the  chairman  of  the  Conservative  Asso- 
ciation.    Let  hon.  Members  mark  that, 
I  have  a  good  deal  of  evidence  to  bring 
before  the  House,  and  I  am  going  to 
give  names.    I  challenge  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  to  prove  the  hiring  of  roughs. 
I  suppose  that  the  hiring  of  roughs  for 
the  purpose  of  breaking  up   a  meeting 
is  a  criminal  offence  ;  and  if  the  Conser- 
vatives discover  that  any  of  my  consti- 
tuents are  guilty  of  it,   let  them  bring 
them  before  a  Court.     I  do  not  believe 
a  word  of  it.     In  the  6rst  place,  it  has 
never  been  the  custom  of  the  Liberal 
Party   in   Birmingham   or    any   of    its 
members  to  biro  roughs  •,  and,  secondly, 
on  the  present  occasion  the   hiring  of 
roughs    was     absolutely    unnecessary. 
I  Cheers  and  lfnighterS\     Well,  it  was  ab- 
solutely unnecessary.     Even   supposing 
that  anyone  in  Birmingham    was   ani- 
mated by  the  intentions  which  the  noble 
Lord  ascribes  to  them — even  supposing 
now,    for  tlie  sake   of  argument,    that 
there  were  persons  in  my  constituency 
who  organized  a  premeditated  disturb- 
ance  in   this   meeting— it  would   have 
been  totally  unnecessary  for  them  to  go 
to   the   expense   of  hiring  roughs,  for 
they  had    15,000   men   on  the  ground, 
according  to  the  noble  Lord's  own  know- 
ledge,  close  to  the  meeting,     ^Opposi- 
tion ehisers.^     I  assure  hon.  Members  op- 
posite that  they  will  find  that  their  cheer- 
ing is  a  little  premature  when  I  come  to 
deal  with  that  part  of  the  case.     They 
admit  there  were  1*'),000  Liberals  close 
by,  and,  in  addition,  there  were  20,000 
Liberals  at  least  in  the  meeting  itself. 
And  now  I  come  to  the  next  question^ 
that  of  the  forged  tickets.     The  noble 
Lord  does  not  accuse  me,  I  am  happy  to 
say,  of  personally  forging  these  tickets; 
but  as  a  reference  has  been  made  to  it, 
I  will  first  clear  myself,     I  know  abso- 
lutely  nothing   about  it.      I    certainly 
have  not  suggested  such  a  thing ;  I  am 
not  a  party  to  it ;  and  I  do  not  know  that 
it  was  done.     Indeed,  I  am  firmly  con- 
vinced in  mj  own  mind  that  it  was  not 
done,      \^Murmurs  from  the  Oppoaition,! 
I  know  perfectly  wcdl  that  Mr.  Satchel! 
Hopkins  is  a  respectable  man,   whoso 
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word  I  would  take  on  any  matter 
known  to  himself.  I  know  that  he  be- 
lieves in  this  tale  of  a  forgery ;  but  I  am 
sure  it  will  be  found,  sooner  or  later, 
that  it  is  only  a  mare's  nest  which  the 
Tories  have  got  hold  of.  At  all  events, 
if  the  tickets  were  forged,  I  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  it.  I  will  undertake 
to  say  the  same  on  behalf  of  all  the  re- 
sponsible leaders;  and,  again,  I  must 
point  out  that  there  was  no  necessity  for 
anything  of  the  sort.  I  will  show  the 
noble  Lord  that  there  was  not  the  least 
difficulty,  in  the  first  place,  on  the  part 
of  the  Liberals  in  obtaining  tickets  for 
this  meeting.  There  was  no  earthly 
reason  why  they  should  forge  tickets 
when  they  were  to  be  had  by  thousands. 
They  had  10,000  tickets,  at  the  very 
least,  in  their  possession.  Perhaps  the 
noble  Lord  did  not  know  that.  Well, 
now  I  will  give  him  the  evidence  at 
once.  I  will  show  him  how  the  tickets 
were  obtained.  I  have  got  here  a 
sworn  deposition.  It  is  signed  by  Mr. 
James  Wiggett,  a  machine  tool  maker, 
and  dated  the  28th  of  October,  1884. 
[Ironical  cheers  from  the  Opposition.'] 
Yes ;  the  day  before  yesterday.  It  would 
not  have  been  any  truer  if  made  earlier. 
He  says — 

'*!  am  the  president  of  the  ^lachine  Tool 
Makers*  Society  in  Birmingham.'* 

And  at  the  end  he  says — 

<<  I  am  not,  nor  have  I  ever  been,  a  member 
of  either  the  Liberal  or  Conservative  Associa- 
tions  in  Birmingham  or  elsewhere." 

Mr.  GOEST  :  Before  whom  is  that 
sworn  ? 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  Before  Mr. 
W.  Horton,  a  Commissioner  to  ad- 
minister oaths  in  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Judicature  of  England.  This  gentleman 
goes  on — 

**  About  a  fortnight  before  the  day  of  the 
Tory  demonstration  I  applied  to  Mr.  Barton, 
the  secretary  of  the  Conservative  Association, 
for  tickets  of  entrance  to  the  Aston  Lower 
Grounds  for  the  purpose  of  being  distributed 
amongst  the  members  and  workmen  of  my 
society  and  the  workmen  engaged  in  my  trade. 
I  received  from  Mr.  Barton  600  white  tickets, 
which  were  distributed  by  me  to  any  person 
in  the  trade  who  applied  for  them  without 
reference  to  or  knowing  their  politics.  I  had 
for  myself  a  red  ticket  for  admission  to  the 
reserved  seats.  When  I  presented  myself  at  the 
entrance  at  the  Lower  Grounds  I  had  a  Glad- 
stone badge  pinned  to  mv  coat.  The  men  in 
charge  of  the  entrance  relused  to  allow  me  to 
enter,  saying  that  my  ticket  was  a  forgery." 

That  was  a  ticket  which  this  man  had 
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actually  received  from  the  secretary  to 
the  Conservative  Association.  He  goes 
on — 

"I  went  back  and  took  off  my  badge,  and 
immediately  afterwards  presented  myself  at 
another  entrance  with  the  same  ticket,  and  I  was 
admitted  without  any  objection.'* 

This  is  another  statement  on  the  same 
subject.  It  is  from  Mr.  Walter  Parsons, 
and  he  says — 

''I  presented  myself  at  the  turnstile,  near 
the  Witton  Road,  with  the  ticket  I  had  given 
me  by  Mr.  Wootton,  Scripture  reader  for  St, 
Paul's  Church— given  me  at  the  express  re- 
quest of  the  Vicar  himself,  who  was  present  on 
the  occasion.  Having  given  my  ticket  up  to  one 
of  the  stewards,  I  was  told  to  '  go  about  my 
business  or  I  should  be  removed  by  the  police,' 
as  the  ticket  I  had  given  was  a  *  forged  *  one. 
Three  ladies  who  passed  in  before  me  also  had 
their  tickets  torn  up  in  their  faces  and  were 
sent  away.  I  tried  to  explain  myself  to  the 
man  in  charge,  but  he  turned  a  deaf  ear  to 
all  my  entreaties.  Fortunately  I  had  another 
ticket  given  me  by  a  very  prominent  member 
of  the  All  Saints'  Conservative  Association.  I 
went  to  the  other  entrance  near  the  hotel,  and 
was  passed  in  all  right  without  any  ceremony." 

Now,  I  think  these  letters  will  show 
the  House  how  all  this  difficulty  has 
arisen.  The  Tories  cot  it  into  their 
heads  that  the  Liberfiils  were  going  to 
forge  tickets,  and  the  next  thing  was  to 
assume  that  everyone  who  went  with  a 
Liberal  badge  had  a  forged  ticket,  and 
these  people  were  tearing  up  their  own 
tickets  all  over  the  place,  believing  them 
to  be  forged.  I  have  now  done  with  the 
accusations  made  against  me  at  Bir- 
mingham, and  I  come  to  those  made  in 
the  House,  and  the  next  statement  I 
come  to  seems  to  me  a  very  striking  one. 
The  noble  Lord  says  I  must  have  been 
aware  of  the  arrangements  for  the 
counter  -  demonstration.  Of  course,  I 
was  aware  of  them.  I  had  the  same 
knowledge  of  them  as  the  noble  Lord 
himself.  The  first  intimation  I  had  was 
from  the  newspapers,  and  if  the  noble 
Lord  will  refer  to  The  Birmingham  Dailff 
Post  he  will  see  where  I  got  my  first 
intimation  of  this  meeting  being  held. 
I  admit,  without  the  least  difficulty,  that 
I  was  aware  that  the  meeting  was  to 
be  held.  I  did  not  suggest  it;  I  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  it.  But  the 
noble  Lord  says  I  might  have  stopped 
it.  My  answer  is,  that  I  could  not  have 
stopped  it  if  I  would,  and  I  would  not 
have  stopped  it  if  I  could.  Why  on  earth 
should  I  have  stopped  it  ?  It  was  a  per- 
fectly legitimate  counter- demon stration» 


577 


Ifafniy^M  Moat 


(October*  30,  18841 


OracioM  Sp&eeh.  578 


LoBD  RANDOLPH  OHUECHILL: 
Ireland ! 

Mh.  chamberlain  :  I  quite  un- 
derstand the  support  the  noble  Lord 
expects  to  get  by  hts  allusion  to  Ireland - 
It  was  a  perfectly  legitimate  and  orderly 
demonstration.  There  wa?  no  earthly 
reason  why  I  should  have  interfered  to 
prevent  it ;  and  I  go  further  and  say 
that  it  would  not  have  led  to  any  dis- 
turbance or  evil  results  at  all  but  for 
tbe  crasa  stupidity  of  th^  Tory  manage- 
ment. I  think  I  heard  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  say  the  couuter-demoastra- 
tion  was  held  at  the  same  place.  le  it 
such  an  uncommon  thing  to  hold  two 
meetings  in  Engl.md  where  they  can  be 
held  safely  very  nearly  at  the  same  place 
by  different  parties  to  consider  the  same 
subject?  Why,  Sir,  I  find  that  at  Stroud, 
on  July  30,  there  was  a  demonstration  of 
Liberals,  and  I  ijnd  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  the  Member  for 
East  Gloucestershire  (SlrMichael  Hicks- 
Beach)  attended  a  Conservative  counter- 
demonstration,  called  at  the  same  hour, 
and  within  500  yards  of  the  same 
place. 

8m  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH  : 
They  were  absolutely  out  of  sight  of  one 
another.  It  was  utterly  mipossible  for 
those  present  at  one  meeting  to  have 
anything  to  do  with  those  attending  the 
other. 

Mr,  OHAMBEEL.ilN  :  I  beg  to  say 
that  the  meetings  at  Bimiingkam  were 
out  of  sight  of  one  another  until  the 
wall  went  down ;  and  I  really  cannot 
follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when 
he  says  it  was  absolutely  impossible  for 
one  meeting  to  have  anything  to  do  wuth 
another  only  50 iJ  yards  off.  But  I  am 
not  in  the  least  complaining  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
What  I  say  is,  that  it  does  not  neces- 
sarily suggest  itself  to  the  mind  of  an 
English  statesman  that  to  hold  a  oouu- 
ter-deuionstration  is  a  provocation  to 
riot  and  disorder.  Well,  then,  the  noble 
Lord  has  commented  on  a  placard.  I 
really  do  not  know  whether  I  saw  that 
placard ;  but  having  listened  to  the  re- 
cital of  it  by  the  noble  Lord,  although  it 
partakes  a  good  deal  of  the  flow<^ry 
character  of  controversial  political  lite- 
rature, I  do  not  see  in  substance  much 
to  object  to  in  it.  The  Liberals  of  Bir- 
mingham were  called  upon  to  resent  the 
insults  that  had  been  flung  at  them  by 
the  noble  Lord,    Lord   Salisbtiry,   and 
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others  attending  the  Tory  meeting,  and, 
if  they  oould^  to  get  admittance — for 
wljat  ?  To  vote  against  the  resolution. 
Then  the  uoblo  Lord  says  they  were 
ask*?d  to  wear  their  badges.  Of  course 
they  were.  They  went  as  Liberals,  and 
they  were  not  ashamed  of  their  profes- 
sion of  their  political  faith.  Then  the 
noble  Lord  makes  a  statement  which 
really  is  almost  too  absurd  to  be  serious. 
He  is  bringing  this  tremendous  charge 
against  me;  and  what  is  one  of  the 
grounds  he  sorioui^ly  leys  before  the 
House  oi  Commons  for  suspecting  me  of 
having  committed  an  act  as  to  the 
morality  of  which  I  will  not  at  this  mo- 
ment say  anything,  but  which  would  be 
an  act  of  the  sup  rem  est  folly  in  a  person 
in  my  position  ?  The  noble  Lord  sus- 
pects me  of  direct  complicity  in  the  riots 
at  Birmingham,  because,  forsooth,  I  was 
at  my  house  a  few  days  before  the  meet- 
ing. Does  not  the  noble  Lord  know  that 
I  live  at  Birmingham  ?  I  do  not  know 
what  the  domestic  habits  of  the  noble 
Lord  are.  But  I  confess  I  am  inclined 
to  augur  badly  of  them  if  he  thinks  it  a 
matter  of  suspicion  for  a  gentleman  to 
stop  at  home  with  his  family.  [  Crm  oj 
*'  Oh !  "  from  (he  OppoHttion.^  Yea  ;  I 
think  these  details  are  unworthy  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  But  it  is  not  my 
fault  that  they  have  been  brought  for- 
ward. The  moment  I  returned  from 
Germany,  after  an  absence  of  five  weeks, 
I  went  to  my  house  at  Birmingham, 
and  remained  there  continuously  for 
some  time.  I  was  at  Hanley  on  the  7th 
of  October,  where  I  remained  until  the 
9th,  and  on  the  9th  I  returned  to  Bir- 
mingham and  remained  there  until  the 
1 8th.  Does  the  noble  Lord  mean  to 
suggest  that  when  he  honours  Birming- 
ham with  a  visit  I  am  to  fly  for  refuge 
to  some  other  place  ?  I  can  only  say 
I  was  at  Birmingham  long  before  the 
noble  Lord  was  heard  of,  and  I  shall 
remain  there  long  after  the  noble  Lord's 
connection  with  that  place  has  come  to 
an  end.  I  think  I  have  now  gone 
smaiim  through  every  one  of  the  per- 
sonal charges  which  have  been  made 
against  me  by  the  noble  Lord.  I  shall 
deal  with  the  speeches  to  which  he  has 
referred  later  on ;  but,  as  rugards  any 
charge  of  complicity  in  these  disturb- 
ances or  in  a  conspiracy  to  create  them, 
I  treat  it  with  a  flat  denial,  and  I  meet 
it  with  a  denial  of  all  the  details  which 
the  noble  Lord  has  used,     1  say  that  a 
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oliarge  of  tMe  kind  oiigbt  not  to  have 
been  made,  and  I  do  not  lielieve  that  it 
is  advanced  on  public  p^rounds  at  all, 
but  it  setjma  to  me  to  bo  dictated  by 
personal  prejudice  and  Party  feeling, 
I  verily  believe  that  in  the  whole  history 
of  Parliament  no  such  grave  charge  has 
ever  been  brought  against  a  Miniiiter  of 
the  Crown  upon  grounds  po  trumpery 
and  80  inader^uate.  The  noble  L^^rd 
says  that  in  one  of  my  speeches  at  New- 
town I  have  condoned  the  acts  of  my 
confitituents. 

LoftD  RANDOLPH  CHUBOHILL: 
I  said  that  the  right  hon,  Gentleman 
gloried  in  those  acts. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN:  Yes;  he  said 
that  I  gloried  in  them.  I  should  like 
to  read  to  the  House  what  I  did  ehj  on 
this  point,  because  the  noble  Lord  only 
read  a  portion  of  the  paragraph  from 
which  he  quoted.  What  1  said  was 
that  if  anyone  said  that  I  was  inciting 
to  violence  and  disorder — 

**  That  is  false.  There  are  only  two  men  in 
this  country  who  throughout  this  qimrrol  have 
conspicuoualy  incited  the  people  to  disorder  iind 
violence.  One  of  thera  is  Lord  Randolph 
Churchill,  who,  epeaking  at  Edinburgh  at  the 
end  of  last  year,  declared  that  ho  would  not 
coDBent  to  extend  the  franchise  anleas  the  In- 
bourera  showed  thtit  they  were  in  earnest  bj- 
pulling  down  the  railings,  or  by  engaging  the 
police  and  the  military.  This  is  the  man  who  la 
now  so  indignant  because  the  working  men  of 
Birmingham  took  him  at  his  word,  and  pulled 
off  the  coping  of  a  wall  in  order  to  attend  a 
meeting  ,to  which  they  had  been  invited,  and 
which  the  Tory  managers  were  attempting  by  a 
transparent  fraud  to  palm  off  as  a  representa- 
tion of  the  opinion  of  Birmingham.*' 

Well,  I  do  not  see,  I  confess,  especially 
with  the  information  I  have  now  to  lay 
before  the  Houae,  that  there  ia  one 
word  in  that  statement  which  I  ought 
to  withdraw.  I  want  the  House  to 
consider  what  these  proceedings  were 
of  which  the  noble  Lord  complains.  I 
believe  that  I  have  a  greater  hatred  of 
violence  than  the  noble  Lord,  and  I  am 
perfectly  ready  to  subscribe  to  every 
word  which  was  uttered  by  the  Prime 
Minister  on  the  first  day  of  the  Session. 
If  I  ask  the  House  to  take  a  lenient 
view  of  the  proceedings  of  my  consti- 
tuents on  the  occasion  in  question,  it  is 
because  I  believe  that  those  proceedings 
were  caused  by  almost  intolerable  pro- 
vocation, and  that  they  were  pursued 
almost  entirely  in  self-defence.  I  think 
it  right  that  the  House  should  know 
that  the  whole  of  this  matter  has  been 
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very  grossly  exaggerated. 
Lord  talk€»d  abfint  a  riot, 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHtrBCHILL: 
I  was  there  and  saw  what  occurred. 

Mk.  OHAMBERLAIN:  The  noble 
Lord  has  not  seen,  as  I  have,  an  angry 
mob,  or  he  would  not  speak  in  that  way 
of  the  proceedings  of  what  was,  on  the 
whole^  the  good-tempered  mob  before 
which  he  8to<id  on  Monday  week-  The 
total  amount  of  damage  done  by  60,000 
or  60,000  people  trampling  over  the 
extennive  grounds  at  Aston  ia  only  esti- 
mated by  the  manajjer  and  proprietor 
of  the  grounds  at  £12C%  and  hes'iys  that 
damage  to  an  equal  amount  has  fre- 
quently been  done  by  an  ordinary  meet- 
ing of  similar  magnitude  on  a  Bank 
Holiday  or  similar  occasion,  and,  al- 
though the  crowd  had  entire  posses'^ion 
of  the  building  and  the  grounds,  there 
was  not  one  case  of  serious  pei^sonal  in- 
jury. Does  the  noble  Lord  suppose  that 
if  a  Birmingham  mob  had  not  been  good 
tempered  that  50,000  people  could  have 
got  out  of  these  grounds  wirhout  any 
injury  l»eyond  a  few  scratches?  I  do 
not  say  this  in  order  to  excuse  what  baa 
been  done  however;  that  must  stand 
upon  a  different  footing.  I  merely  put 
this  to  the  House  to  «bow  that  tlna  was 
not  an  organized  mob,  and  that  this  was 
not  premeditated  violence^  and  I  think 
that  I  shall  convince  the  House  that 
whatever  wa5  done  was  the  result  of  the 
mismanagement  of  those  who  called  tbe 
meeting.  I  must  remind  the  House  that 
this  was  not  an  ordinary  Conservative 
demonstration.  The  Conservatives  have 
held  meetings  in  Birmingham  again  and 
again,  and,  as  far  as  I  am  aware,  not  a 
single  meeting  called  by  them  has  ever 
been  broken  up  before,  although  they 
have  been  attended  by  a  con  siderablenum' 
ber  of  their  political  opponents.  On  the 
occasion  in  question,  however,  the  Tories 
gave  more  importance  t-o  the  meeting 
than  would  have  attached  to  an  ordinary 
Conservative  gathering.  Their  game  was 
palpalde  to  the  Liberals.  If  they  had 
oaUed  an  ordinary  Conservative  meet- 
ing, they  could  not  have  hoped  to  have 
filled  the  grounds,  because^  in  spite  of 
the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord,  there 
are  not  50,000  Tories  to  be  found  in 
Birmingham  or  anywhere  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  that  town.  [**  Hear,  hear!** 
and  ''  Oh,  oh !  "]  Well,  not  male  Tories, 
at  all  events ;  and  what  the  Tories  relied 
upon  was  the  presence  of  their  Liberal 
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opponents  in  order  to  make  up  the  meet- 
ing, while  they  were  to  have  packed 
gatherings  in  the  two  great  halla,  as 
well  as  the  assembly  in  the  ground 8»  at 
whi«h  resolutions  were  to  be  passed 
which  wore  to  go  out  to  the  world  as 
an  expression  of  opiuion  oq  the  part  of 
the  people  of  Birminghani,  The  noble 
Lord  says  that  ho  has  it  on  the  authority 
of  the  Tory  managers  of  the  meeting  that 
no  invitation  was  ever  given  to  the 
Liberals  to  attend,  and  that  the  meet- 
ing was  always  declared  to  be  a 
Conservative  gathering.  Now,  I  will 
call  the  attention  of  the  noble  Lord  to 
a  speech  of  a  friend  of  his,  Mr,  Barton, 
the  paid  secretary  of  the  Conservative 
Association  at  Birmingham^  and  the 
hon.  secretary  of  tliis  demonsf ration. 
This  gentleman  attended  a  dinner  at  the 
Hen  and  Chickens  Hotel  in  Birming- 
ham on  September  10,  and,  referring  to 
the  demonstration,  said — 

**  It  would  be  open  to  all  who  would  take  the 
Iroiihle  to  get  a  ticket,  Liberals  and  Conaor- 
vativea  alikf),  and  except  for  the  formalit)*  of 
obtaining  a  ticket  all  would  bo  free  to  nittmd, 
and  ho  bop«d  they  would  invite  aU  their  friends, 
whether  Liberals  or  Conservalives." 

There  is  an  inTitation  given  by  the  offi- 
cial who  had  more  ri^ht  to  give  it  than 
any  other  man  in  Birmingham^  which 
was  accepted,  no  doubt  very  much  to 
the  discomfiture  of  the  noble  Lord. 
Now,  as  to  the  attempt  to  misrepresent 
this  meeting,  7*Atf  fiirmingham  Ga%tftU, 
a  Tory  journal,  on  the  9th  of  October, 
Baid — 

''JuBi  iia  the  great  Conservative  demon stra- 
lion  at  Manchester  at  the  commenceinent  of  the 
ReoeiB  oampaign  'proved  aninivtakably  that  the 
people  b€*liovcHl  in  tho  Peers  rmd  honoured  them 
for  their  pluck  and  stdteanianship,  so  tho  do- 
nionstrations  next  week  in  Birminghfim,  ut  the 
close  of  the  Recess,  and  on  tho  eve  of  tho  next 
move  on  the  P»rUamentary  chess  boards  arc  ex- 
pected to  prove  *' — 

not  that  the  Conservative  Party,  but — 

**  that  the  heart  of  England  beats  in  uni«on  with 
its  extremitiea  North  and  Souths  and  that  the 
people  of  the  ^fidlanda  havi?  faith  in  tho  wie- 
aom  and  prudence  of  the  Con aor rati vo  Leaders 
in  the  proseDt  criflis^  and  have  perfect  con- 
fidence in  th«r  ability  to  vindicate  principles 
which,  being  above  Party,  can  claim  to  be 
aationftl.'* 

It  is  perfectly  plain,  therefore,  that  this 
was  to  be  a  national  demonstration  in 
favour  of  national  principles.  Well«  the 
Liberals  applied  for  tickets  in  hundreds 
and  thousands,  and  the  Tories  believed 
that  they  were   going  to  have  a  most 


successful  demonstration.  They  gave 
away  these  tickets  wholesale,  and  some 
1 0,000  tichots  were  obtained  hy  Liberals. 
But,  after  a  time,  the  Conservatives  found 
that  tbey  were  giving  too  many  tickets 
to  Liberals— they  began  to  smell  a  rat, 
because  they  found  that  the  great  Con- 
servative demonstration  would  be  at* 
tended  by  so  large  a  number  of  Liberals 
that  they  would  not  be  able  to  pass  their 
resolutions ;  and,  accordingly,  after  a 
time  tho  further  issue  of  tickets  to  Libe- 
rals was  refused.  It  was  when  that  re- 
fusal to  issue  mure  tickets  to  Liberals 
was  announced  that  the  working  men  of 
Birmiogham  determined  to  get  up  a 
counter-demonstration,  with  which,  Ibe- 
lieve,  the  Liberal  Associations  had  no- 
thing to  do.  Of  course,  there  were 
members  of  the  Liberals  Associations  on 
the  Committee;  but  the  meeting  was 
chiefly  organized  by  Trades  Unionists, 
8ome  lo,UOQ  Liberals  attended  the 
counter-domonstration,  and  I  am  told 
that  the  speeches  were  of  a  very  mode- 
rate character,  and  that  there  was  no 
incitement  to  violence,  and  that  no  word 
was  uttered  to  which  anyone  could  take 
exception.  Everything  would  have  passed 
off  quietly  but  for  the  utterly  unjustifi- 
able conduct  of  the  Tory  Party  to  tho 
Liberals  who,  having  got  tickets,  pre- 
sented them  at  the  gates,  wearing  the 
Liberal  badge,  and  were  refused  admis- 
sion. Here  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Cole- 
man, who  is  connected  with  one  of  tho 
religious  bodies  of  the  town,  in  which  he 
says — 

"  Kindly  grant  me  space  to  complain  of  an 
nn warrantable  and  dastardly  attack  made  upon 
my  son  in  the  Lower  Grounds  yesterday.  He 
had  purchased  a  reserve  ticket  for  the  great 
hdU,  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  the  spei^ches 
of  Sir  Stafford  Northcoto  and  Lord  Bandulph 
Churchill.  This  ticket  ho  duly  presented  at 
the  gates,  and  was  admitted.  He  had  no  aooner 
entoiod  than  he  was  accosted  hy  a  reflpectahly- 
dressed  man,  who,  seeing  his  Glndstooe  badge, 
cxcliiimed  ♦  Yon*  re  a  GUdatono  man/  and  im- 
modirittly  struck  him  a  violent  blow  on  tha 
head  with  ft  heavy  sticky  felling  him  to  the 
ground.  Nor  was  this  a  Riogular  instance, 
J!Jevfnil  of  my  neighbours  and  friends^  on  pre, 
Renting  their  tickets,  had  them  roughly  snutch^ 
from  their  hiinds,  and  were  ejected  with  great 
forct  from  the  grounds.  These  facts  speak  for 
themsolves^  and  so  far  from  the  Tories  winning 
additionjil  vetoes  for  Lord  Randolph  Churchill, 
hy  such  brutal  conduct  they  stir  tho  disgust 
and  indignation  of  every  right-mindod  citizen, 
and  provoke  against  themfi^lves  maeh  rancour 
and  bitterness  for  the  future, 

**  Yours  truly, 

•*  HSNai  COL£>lA^/' 
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This  was  not  a  solitary  instance  in  which 
Liberals  were  ill-treated ;  it  was  the 
general  treatment  of  every  known  Libe- 
ral. The  consequence  of  such  conduct 
on  the  part  of  me  Tory  Party  may  be 
easily  imagined.  These  men,  who  had 
been  so  treated,  came  round  to  the  other 
meeting  which  was  being  held  in  the 
neighbourhood,  and  they  complained  of 
the  scandalous  way  in  which  they  had 
been  treated.  And  naturally  there  was 
a  great  deal  of  indignation  expressed. 
The  people  in  the  crowd  began  to  scale 
the  wall.  First  it  was  boys,  and  then  it 
was  men.  The  wall  was  covered  on  the 
top  with  broken  glass  bottles,  and  those 
wno  got  over  first  suffered  a  little  in 
their  persons  and  their  clothes,  and  they, 
there:u)re,  called  out  to  their  friends  to 
knock  off  the  coping  of  the  wall.  It 
was,  however,  knocked  off  from  the  in- 
side, and  was  reached  by  a  ladder  taken 
from  a  shed  belonging  to  the  manager 
of  the  grounds,  and  that  alone  showed 
that  there  could  be  no  premeditation  in 
the  matter.  Having  got  the  ladder,  they 
knocked  off  the  coping,  and  then  knocked 
down  six  feet  of  the  wall,  through  the 
gap  in  which  15,000  men,  all  Liberals, 
came  pouring.  Then  they  did  that  which 
I  cannot  justify.  They  let  off  the  Tory 
fireworks.  That  was  undoubtedly  wrong. 
And  what  was  worse,  they  acted  with 
indignity  towards  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition — they  let 
him  off  upside  down.  Up  to  this  point, 
I  must  inform  the  House,  the  meeting 
had  not  been  disturbed  or  broken  up ; 
and  if  the  Tories  had  acted  wisely,  they 
might  have  had  their  meeting  and  their 
speakers  listened  to.  Of  course,  they 
would  have  been  outvoted  by  10  to  one ; 
but  they  must  take  their  chance  of  that 
if  they  call  a  ''  national  demonstration'' 
in  Birmingham.  Now  I  come  to  the 
most  serious  part  of  the  case.  Mr. 
Satchell  Hopkins  has  stated,  in  a  letter 
to  the  papers — 

"  That  the  Conservatives  had  no  hired  roughs 
at  Aston  Lower  Grounds  on  Monday,  the  13th 
of  October,  either  as  •  chuckers  out  *  or  in  any 
other  capacity,  ofifensive  or  defensive." 

[Lord    Eandolph    Churchill  :     Hear 
lear !]     The  noble  Lord  had  better  not 
cheer  too  soon.     Mr.  Hopkins  said — 

<*  That  there  were  about  460  stewards,  all  of 
whom  were  volunteers  and  unpaid,  and  that  the 
whole  of  the  arrangements  were  made  for  an 
orderly  and  peaceable  meeting." 

Now,  Mr.  Hopkins  is  evidently  under  a 
Mr.  ChamherUin 


mistake  in  this  matter,  because,  at  a 
meeting  held  a  few  days  before  the  13th 
of  October,  Mr.  Stone,  late  president  of 
the  Conservative  Association,  stated  that 
it  was  expected  that  the  Liberals  would 
come,  and  that  if  they  did  effective 
arrangements  had  been  made  for  vigor- 
ously repressing  them.  I  accept  Mr. 
Hopkins's  statement  so  far  as  he  speaks 
of  facts  within  his  own  knowledge  ;  but 
Mr.  Hopkins  is  a  guileless  man,  he 
does  not  know  what  I  know,  and  what 
the  House  will  soon  know.  Now  as  to 
the  meeting  in  the  great  hall.  I  have  a 
letter  from  Mr.  W.  E.  Cooke,  a  manu- 
facturer at  Constitution  Hill,  Birming- 
ham, who  explains  the  way  that  the  riot 
commenced.  He  says  that  the  refusal 
to  admit  people  with  tickets  led  to 
people  getting  over  the  wall — 

<'Ab  to  the  great  hall,'*  he  says,  '*  I  was 
near  the  reporters'  table,  and  saw  a  Tory 
steward  hit  a  man  trying  to  get  into  the 
speakers'  gallery— this  was  the  commencement 
of  the  strife.  The  man  struck  was  directly  in 
front  of  me,  so  that  I  could  not  see  the  striker's 
face." 

This  was  the  beginning  of  the  row.  I 
have  also  the  letters  of  two  gentlemen — 
Mr.  J.  S.  Keynolds,  manufacturer,  and 
Mr.  W.  B.  Vince,  solicitor,  the  son  of  a 
highly  esteemed  Nonconformist  minister. 
They  say  they  were  standing  close  to 
the  reporters'  table,  and  had  a  good 
view  of  the  whole  proceedings.  They 
were  in  a  position  to  state  that  the  first 
breach  of  the  peace  was  by  a  Tory 
steward.  A  gentleman  came  there  with 
a  Gladstone  badge,  showing  a  platform 
ticket.  He  attempted  to  get  on  the 
platform,  but  was  pushed  back,  and  was 
struck  a  heavy  blow  in  the  face  by  a 
person  wearing  the  badge  of  a  Tory 
steward,  and  was  knocked  full  length 
on  the  floor.  This,  said  the  writer,  was 
more  than  flesh  and  blood  could  stand. 
More  joined  in  the  conflict,  and  a  general 
m^Ue  took  place.  The  first  blow,  they 
said,  was  struck  by  a  Tory  steward,  whom 
they  believed  they  could  identify. 

Mr.  GOBST:  Is  that  sworn  testi- 
mony? 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN:  No;  but  I 
shall  be  delighted  to  provide  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  with  sworn  testi- 
mony. I  would  remind  him  that  the 
noble  Lord  did  not  give  any  sworn  testi- 
mony at  all.  Mr.  Wiggett,  president  of 
the  Machine  Tool  Makers'  Society,  in 
the  latter  part  of  that  deposition  from 
which  I  have  already  quoted,  says^ 
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*'  I  went  direct  into  the  c^reat  hall,  and  ata- 
tioned  myself  at  the  back  of  the  reaerved  Beats. 
Long  before  the  procoedmgs  commeDced  I  saw 
A  number  of  men  who  were  on  the  platforru 
wearing  rosettes,  and  who  were  striking  the 
people  in  front  of  the  platform  with  their  sticks. 
Up  to  that  time  there  was  no  distarbaiice  what* 
erer ;  but  tho  people  close  to  the  pktforin  were 
fio  exanperatcd  by  the  treatment  of  the  men  on 
the  platform,  that  they  made  a  rush  to  get  on 
the  platform.  The  men  on  the  platform  de- 
fen  dtxl  it  aa  well  a«  they  could  with  chairs  atid 
sticks.  I  saw  all  that  took  place,  uod  I  s;iy 
poaitively  that  the  disturbance  was  commeuct'd 
by  tho  men  on  the  platform  who  wore  rosettoa, 
and  that  up  to  the  time  when  they  began  uaini^ 
their  flats  there  was  nothing  but  good*natured 
chaff  and  banter  taking  place/* 

I  have  some  more  sworn  information, 
EdwarU  Reed,  of  Moor  Street,  Birming- 
ham— perhaps  the  noble  Lord  knows 
him. 

LoHD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Who  18  he  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN :  Well,  ho  is 
a  rough.     He  says,  upon  oath,  that — 

**  Between  9  and  10  o'clock  on  tho  ^morninp:  of 
the  day  when  the  Tory  demonstration  took  place 
at  Aston,  I  went  to  tho  shop  of  Mr,  H,  C.  Jarvis, 
in  Worcester  Street,  far  the  pur^»oao  of  getting 
an  engagooient  at  the  Aston  Lower  Grounds. 
I  went  to  Mr.  Jar  via,  because  I  had  boon  en- 
Imaged  and  paid  by  him  on  previoui  occaaionH  to 
attend  «ind  break  up  Liboral  eloction  meetings. 

I  saw  Mr.  Jarvis  in  his  Bhop»  and  I  said  to  him  — 
*  Plaa»6  g:ive  infi  an  engagement  for  Aaton/  and 
he  gave  me  one,  Ue  iwid— *  Why  don't  you 
^o  with  the  mob  P  '  An  J  1  said—'  Oh,  I  go  by 
my  soli/  Uo  replied — *  Go  and  do  what  you 
can.'  I  eaid— *  Well,  what  are  wo  to  do  whon 
we  get  there  ? '  He  said—'  If  you  ioe  any 
liboml  badges  on  tho  people,  tear  them  off  their 
ooata  and  destroy  them.'  He  liUo  said—'  You 
must  go  with  the  mob— do  whiit  they  do,  and  I 
will  »eo  you."     In  the  afternoon  I  went  with 

II  or  12  roughs  down  to  Aston,  We  got 
there  ftbont  half-past  3.  We  were  all  supplied 
with  tickets.  When  the  doors  of  the  great  hall 
were  opened  we  got  in,  and  went  on  to  the  plat- 
form-  We  left  the  platform  and  we  met  Mr. 
Jar  via.  One  of  our  party  asked  him  what  we 
were  to  do,  and  he  said — ^'  1  have  told  you  once  ; 
do  as  1  told  you,  rip  them  things  off  them/  mean- 
itig  the  Gk'dstone  badges.  Wo  at  once  set  to 
wcxrk  tearing  off  the  badges  from  tho  coata  of 
the  people  who  were  wearing  them.  I  then  went 
ont  to  have  a  drink,  and  on  returning  to  the  hall 
a  lot  of  Liberals  were  getting  in  to  the  room,  I  and 
my  companions  then  began  knocking  the  Libe- 
rals about,  and  we  did  all  we  could  to  prevent 
them  getting  on  to  tho  platform.  1  afterwards 
ffot  on  to  the  pktform  and  assisted  the  Tories 
Sl  knocking  the  Liberals  off,  and  this  continued 
until  the  Liberals  got  too  strong  for  us.  I  must 
Imve  knocked  about  10  Liberals  down.  I  used 
chairs,  and  broke  two  of  them  over  tho  Liberals. 
I  shortly  afterwards  bjft  the  grounds.  1  went 
to  Mr.  Jarvli^s  shop  on  the  Wtidnt^sdjiy  fol- 
lowing to  be  paid.  I  saw  Mr.  J*irvis  himself, 
&nd  he  paid  me  half*a<Bovereign  for  what  I 
bad  done/* 


^  Mr,  GORST  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  before  whom  that  was 
Bworn  ? 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CnURCHILL : 
What  is  the  date  of  it  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBEHLAIN  r  It  was  sworn 
at  the  Birmingham  County  Court  oa  the 
28th  of  October  befare  0.  Hortan,  Com- 
missioner to  administer  oatha  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  in  Eng- 
land. Now  I  have  got  another  deposi- 
tion to  read  to  the  House. 

LoHD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Another  rou^h  ? 

Mr.  0  R\ M  BERLAIN  :  Two  or  three 
roughs-  Richard  Taylor,  Baker,  Han- 
ley,  and  Leveson,  all  living  in  Birming- 
ham, made  oath.  Taylor  said  that^  in 
company  with  the  others,  he  went  to 
the  Aston  Grounds  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  an  engagement  from  the  Tories. 
He  fully  expected  to  get  an  engagement, 
as  he  had  frequently  had  engagements 
before  for  the  purpose  of  upsetting 
meetings  of  Liberals,  for  which  he  had 
always  received  payment  from  the  Tory 
Party.  They  had  tickets  given  them  by 
members  of  the  Tory  Party  with  which 
they  went  straight  into  the  grounds. 
There  they  saw  Mr,  Barton,  secretary  of 
the  Cunservative  iVssociation,  They  told 
him  they  were  not  engaged.  He  said^ — 
*'  Go  and  do  the  best  you  can»  and  I  will 
see  to  you/'  They  then  went  towards 
the  refreshment  bar,  and  whilst  there 
one  of  the  Tories  brought  them  7«,  worth 
of  checks  to  get  drink  with.  They  were 
told — **If  you  see  any  people  with 
Gladstone  badges  you  must  tear  them 
off/*  They  went  to  the  platform.  They 
knocked  the  Liberals  down  as  fast  as 
they  could^  until  they  got  too  numerous 
and  strong,  and  then  *  *  we  hopped  the 
twig.**  During  the  following  week  they 
received  several  sums  of  money  from 
dilferent  Tories  for  what  they  did  at 
Aston.  On  the  Thursday  following 
they  went  to  the  Conservative  Associa- 
tion office  to  be  paid.  They  saw  Mr. 
Barton,  and  they  said — *'  Is  there  not 
anything  for  us?  **  He  said — ^*  Where 
is  my  bag  ?  **  And  then  he  said — **  We 
had  better  leave  it  till  Monday  and  oome 
again.  I  will  write  to  the  Colonel/* 
They  went  to  the  office  on  the  Monday 
and  saw  the  clerk,  who  said  Mr.  Barton 
w  as  very  bad.  **  Here  is  half-a-sovereign 
for  you."  They  refused  that  because  it 
waji  not  enough.  They  went  on  Wed- 
nesday and  took  the  half-sovereign,  on 
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the  understanding  that  Mr.  Barton  would 
"write  to  the  Colonel  about  it.  Anderson 
and  Leveson  said  that  was  all  true ;  but 
they  did  not  hear  the  conversation  in  the 
office  because  they  remained  outside 
while  Barton  went  in  to  receive  the 
money.  That  was  sworn  on  the  27th  of 
October  before  Mr.  Hooper. 

SiE  HAEDINQE  GIFFAED:  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tell  us  what 
proceedings  will  be  instituted  ? 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  No  proceed- 
ings have  been  instituted ;  but  I  think 
it  is  likely  they  will  form  a  part  of  pro- 
ceedings in  the  future. 

Mb.  GIBSON :  Is  there  any  title  at 
the  head  of  the  document  showing  that 
it  was  taken  before  a  Commissioner  of 
Oaths? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  really  can- 
not answer  for  the  Commissioners.  These 
depositions  have  been  taken  before  three 
or  four  Commissioners.  I  have  given 
the  names  of  two  already,  and  I  shall 
shortly  give  the  name  of  another.  I 
have  hitherto  been  dealing  with  the  pro- 
ceedings in  the  great  hall,  and  I  say  that 
the  depositions  which  I  have  read  show 
clearly  that  the  disturbance  in  that  case 
was  commenced  by  these  Tory  roughs, 
acting  as  stewards ;  and  it  was  in  con- 
sequence of  their  assaults  on  the  Liberals 
that  the  platform  was  stormed  and  the 
meeting  broken  up.  Now  J  come  to  the 
meeting  in  the  Skating  Rink.  With 
regard  to  the  Skating  Rink  meeting,  I 
have  a  letter  from  Mr.  F.  J.  Staples,  in 
which  he  says — 

"  Before  the  storming  of  the  platform  1  saw 
one  of  the  *■  gentlemen '  behind  the  speaker's 
chair  take  up  one  of  the  chairs  and  hurl  it  with 
all  his  might  into  the  midst  of  those  in  front  of 
him.  It  was  a  mercy  no  one  was  killed  ;  but 
it  was  cleverly  caught  and  returned.  Others 
followed  his  bad  example,  and  the  scu£9e  began ; 
BO  for  the  breaking  of  the  chairs  in  the  hall 
the  Conservatives  have  to  thank  one  of  them- 
selves, for  they  certainly  began  the  quarrel 
without  sitting  down  to  count  the  cost.** 

I  have  another  letter  from  Mr.  Parsons, 
in  which  he  bears  testimony  to  the  same 
effect.  I  now  begin  to  read  another 
deposition  in  reference  to  what  took 
place  in  the  Skating  Rink.  The  depo- 
sition is  signed  by  Larry  Mack,  of 
John  Street,  late  Newton  Street,  Bir- 
mingham, and  dated  28  th  October.  It 
was  taken  before  Mr.  Horton,  and  is  to 
this  effect — 

'*  On  the  morning  of  the  day  on  which  the 
Tory  meeting  took  place  at  Aston  \  went  to 
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Mr.  Jarvis's  shop  in  Worcester  Street  to  get 
an  engagement.  I  went|there  because  I  had 
been  told  that  if  I  went  to  him  he  would  set  me 
on.  I  saw  Mr.  Jarvis  in  his  shop.  It  would 
be  about  10  o'clock.  I  asked  him  if  he  was 
engaging  any  men  to  send  down  to  Aston,  and  he 
said  *Yes/  and  I  told  him  to  put  my  name 
down.  He  said  *  I  am  in  a  hurry  now,  but  go 
down  to  Aston  and  do  what  you  can  and  come 
back  to  me.  I  know  your  features,  and  will 
see  to  you.'  He  told  me  to  join  the  mob,  and 
do  what  they  did.  I  went  down  to  Aston  about 
half-past  1  o'clock.  I  had  a  ticket.  When  I 
got  into  the  grounds  I  joined  a  g^ng  of  roughs 
there,  and  we  spent  some  time  in  drinking. 
We  had  a  lot  of  drink  before  the  meeting  com- 
menced. We  went  into  the  Rink  about  4 
o'clock,  and  stationed  ourselves  close  to  the 
platform.  About  6  o'clock  the  people  came 
into  the  Rink  very  fast.  We  noticed  a  lot  of 
people  coming  in  with  Gladstone  badges  on, 
and  we  snatched  them  off.  On  the  following 
day  I  went  to  Mr.  Jarvis's  shop  in  Worcester 
Street  to  be  paid.  I  saw  Mr.  Jarvis  himself.  Mr. 
Jarvis  paid  me  6*.  for  my  work  on  the  Monday. 
I  asked  him  for  10«.,  and  he  said  he  could  not 
afford  me  more." 

I  have  here  another  deposition  by  J- 
Welch,  of  Smithfield  Passage,  Birming- 
ham, and  Enoch  Bird,  of  Central  Bow, 
Birmingham,  taken  on  oath  before  Mr. 
M.  Hooper,  Commissioner,  on  the  27th. 
The  former  says — 

**  A  few  days  before  the  Monday  when  the 
Tory  meeting  was  to  take  place  at  Aston,  I  met 
Mr.  Bryan,  fishmonger,  of  Balsall  Street,  at  the 
comer  of  Macdonald  Street  and  Barford  Street 
South.    Mr.  Bryan  is  a  Tory.    He  said  to  me— 

*  Come  here,  I  want  you.'  And  I  said—*  What 
for  P  *  And  he  replied—  •  I  want  you  to  get  40 
men  to  go  down  to  the  Lower  Grounds  on  Mon- 
day to  **bear  up'*  for  the  Tories.'  He  also 
stated  that  it  would  be  all  right,  and  that  he 
was  waiting  for  Mr.  Jarvis,  of  Worcester  Street. 
I  engaged  a  lot  of  roughs,  altogether  about  14. 
I  could  not  get  any  more,  as  they  wanted  to 
know  where  the  *  brass  *  was  coming  from.  He 
said — *  Meet  me  at  the  Queen's  Arms  public- 
house,  at  the  comer  of  Barford  Street  South, 
to-morrow,  and  I  will  put  you  all  right.'  I  and 
about  16  roughs  met  Mr.  Bryan  on  the  following 
morning  at  the  Queen's  Arms.  Mr.  Bryan  paid 
for  about  eight  or  ten  quarts  of  beer.  He  said— 

*  I  want  you  all  to  go  to  the  Lower  Grounds  and 
do  the  best  you  can.'  He  said  he  was  a  rank 
Tory,  and  he  wanted  the  men  to  *  bear  up '  for 
the  Party.  He  said  Mr.  Jarvis  was  to  have  met 
him  there,  but  he  had  not  come.  I  got  plenty 
of  tickets  from  the  Tories  for  admission  to  the 

S-ounds.  I  and  my  <  pals '  went  to  the  Lower 
rounds  about  4  o'clock  on  Monday.  We  went 
into  the  Skating  Rink,  and  on  to  the  platform, 
where  we  took  platform  seats.  A  number  of 
Liberals  tried  to  come  on  to  the  platform,  but  as 
fast  as  they  came  up  we  knocked  them  down 
with  the  chairs.  This  was  the  commencement 
of  the  row.  We  continued  to  knock  them  down 
until  they  got  too  strong,  and  then  we  had  to 
run  away.  Harry  Jarvis  was  with  me,  and  we 
had  half-a-sovereign  given  to  us,  which  we 
spent  in  drink  on  the  ground.    We  remained  ofL 
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tbegi^und  the  wbolo  evening,  cht»ering  for  and 
siipp«>rtin^  the  Tories.  On  the  day  after  the 
meeting  I  went  to  Mr.  R.  C,  Jarvia^  in  Worces- 
ter Street,  to  be  paid.  He  gave  me  a  note  to 
Mr,  Barton »  the  secretary  of  the  Conservative 
AMoctation.  We  went  to  Mr.  Barton.  Mr. 
Barton  gave  ub  hie  card,  and  told  ua  to  go  back 
to  Mr.  Jarvia  and  tell  him  to  pay  ua  anything 
in  resafton,  and  he  would  pay  him  back.  Wo 
went  back  to  Mr.  Jar  vis,  and  found  a  mob  in 
his  nhop,  Mr.  Jarvis  would  not  pay  because  of 
the  mob.  When  he  refused  to  pay^  1  «aid  — 
*  Here  ia  your  own  handwriting ;  it  la  clear 
proof  that  you  engaged  na/  He  took  the  note 
and  ripped  it  up^  but  I  picked  up  the  biU/' 

This  statRment  is  confirmed  by  the  other 
man,  Bird.  Now,  Sir,  I  think  I  have 
really  done  almost  suffitient  to  prove  my 
case.  If  the  noble  Lord  has  not  got 
enough,  I  have  plenty  more  evidence.  I 
have  got  here  four  or  five  depo^iitions, 
altogether,  I  believe,  from  a  dozen  men 
— [Lord  Bandolpii  Churcthill:  Per- 
jurera  I  and  cries  of  **  Order!  '*]— giving 
details  to  the  same  effect,  that  they  were 
engaged  by  certain  Tories  to  go  to  the 
grounds  at  Aston  in  order  to  assault  the 
Liberals,  to  tear  off  their  badges,  and,  if 
necessary,  to  *' clout '*  them — that  is,  to 
hustle  them ;  and  tliat  they  performed 
that  task.  Tlit*y  begaTi  the  rovv,  and,  in 
oonsequence  of  tlioir  proceedings,  the 
mooting  was  broken  up.  One  of  those 
deposition s»  however,  contained  some 
special  inf«irmation  which  it  is  right 
the  noble  Lord  and  his  friends  at  Bir- 
mingham  should  have  some  knowledge 
of. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL : 
Hand  them  over. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  No,  indeed; 
I  will  not  trust  them  out  of  my  posses- 
sion. The  noble  Li>rd  will,  I  have  no 
doubt,  read  them  in  the  newspaper,^,  ur 
I  shall  be  happy  to  famish  him  with 
copies,  Charles  Smith,  of  Bow  Street, 
Birmingham,  sajs^ — 

''  About  3  o'clock  on  the  afternoon  of  the 
day  on  which  the  Tory  demonstration  took 
place  at  Aston,  I  went  to  the  office  of  the  Coa- 
oervative  Association  in  Newhall  Street,  liir- 
minghttm,  for  the  purpose  of  getting  an  engage* 
m«nt  to  go  to  Aston  I  saw  Mr.  Charlee 
Barton.  I  asked  him  if  my  services  would  be 
wanted  at  Atton  ;  ho  told  me  that  they  would, 
lind  ho  gave  rae  half*tt-crown  to  get  some  beer 
with.  I  went  down  to  A^ton,  and  into  the 
grounds.  I  bad  half-a-doien  tickets  from  3^fr 
Ohnrlea  Barton,  When  I  got  into  the  grounds 
X  joined  a  g&ng  of  rotighsi,  led  by  a  man  named 
Hurry  Jarvis,  For  »bout  two  hours  we  walked 
nbout  the  g^rounds  and  pulled  off  the  Gladsrono 
budges  that  we  found,  and  if  any  eompltiined 
fthout  the  badges  being  taken  off  them,  we 
*  oloutod '  them/' 


LoED  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 

What  I 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN:  Does  not  the 
noble  Lord  know  what  *' clouting" 
meaus  ?  I  sincerely  hope  he  may  never 
have  that  Birmingham  experience.  The 
deposition  goes  on — 

"Thi.^  was  before 'the  meeting  commenced. 
About  6  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  I  went  up  to 
Mr.  William  Barton  and  told  him  that  the  half- 
crown  I  had  had  from  the  office  was  not  enough. 
He  gave  me  another  half-crown  and  two  shil- 
lings'  worth  of  checks  for  drinks.  We  spent 
the  money,  and  also  the  checks,  in  drink,  and 
afterwards  we  went  into  the  great  hall.  When 
we  got  in  there  we  began  pulling  off  the  bttdg:ea 
and  knocking  the  Liberals  about.  We  attacked 
everybody  that  we  saw  in  opposition  to  the 
Tories.  We  continued  doing  this  until  our 
opponents  became  too  numeronSi  and  then  wa 
ran  away.  On  the  foUowing  morning  I  went  to 
the  ofiices  of  the  Conservative  Association  for 
some  money,  I  saw  Mr.  Charles  Barton,  who 
said  that  all  the  money  he  had  in  his  pouket 
was  3i<f.|  and  he  gave  me  that.  There  were 
between  II  and  12  roughs  in  my  gang,  who  had 
all  been  engaged  to  work  for  the  Tories,  W« 
understood  our  instructions  to  be  to  tear  off  all 
the  Gladatono  badges,  and  we  were  left  to  do 
what  else  we  thought  fit.  For  the  last  10  years 
I  have  been  engaged  by  Tories,  I  was  alwayt 
engaged  for  the  express  purpose  of  attending 
and  breaking  up  Liberal  meetings.  I  know  a 
lot  of  roughs  who  have  been  engaged  by  thd 
Tories  at  election  limes  to  do  the  same  kind  of 
work," 

This  depoaition  is  signed  *'  Oharlea 
Smith,"  and  it  waa  made  before  another 
Commisaioner,  named  PaiT.  The  date 
is  the  29th  October;  80  that  there  ai'e 
three  dates— the  27th,  28th,  and  2l^th 
Oi'tober.  I  think  I  have  adduced  quite  suf- 
ficient evidence.  It  is  at  the  service  of  the 
nohb^  Lurdj  if  he  likes;  and  I  ooufeas  that 
I  Vhink  it  is  almost  a  matter  of  honour 
on  hie  part  to  pursue  this  investigation 
further.  All  the  evidence  which  is  be- 
f'>re  me  eball  be  at  his  disposal  in 
the  copies,  if  not  in  the  original.  From 
this  evidence,  it  is  clear  who  were  re* 
sponsible  for  the  riots  at  Birmingham* 
It  ehows  that  there  was  a  set  and  de- 
liberate purpose  to  repress  the  Liberals^ 
and  to  repress  them  by  means  of  hired 
rouj^IiB,  in  the  way  in  which  roughs  ordi- 
narily pursue  their  business.  In  con- 
sequence of  this  violence,  there  naturally 
followed  the  breaking  up  of  the  meet- 
ings^ and  the  general  dii?oomBture  of 
tfve  whole  Conservative  demonstration. 
There  is  only  one  thing  in  the  speech  of 
the  nubJe  Lord  in  whiuh  I  think  I  can 
heartily  concur^  He  called  upon  me  to 
expreaa  regret  that  any  possible  slight 
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should  have  been  passed  on  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition. Sir,  I  respond  to  that  appeal. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  always 
been  a  courteous  and  a  generous  oppo- 
nent, and  I  deeply  regret  that  he  sufi^red 
any  annoyance  in  connection  with  those 
proceedings.  I  can  assure  him  it  was 
not  personal  to  himself,  because  I  be- 
lieve my  constituents  respect  him,  as  I 
also  do.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is 
possible  for  me  to  make  any  repara- 
tion;  but  this  I  do  offer.  If  he  is 
magnanimous  enough  to  overlook  this 
matter,  and  if  he  will  come  again  to 
Birmingham,  and  will  allow  me  to^attend 
him  on  the  platform  in  the  Town  Hall 
of  Birmingham,  I  will  pledge  myself 
that  he  shdl  have  in  the  Town  Hall — in 
a  free,  open  meeting,  and  for  which  no 
tickets  are  issued — a  respectful  attention 
and  a  quiet  hearing  from  my  con- 
stituents. I  can  promise  him  that ;  that 
they  will  acquiesce  in  his  views  I  cannot 
promise,  nor  can  I  promise  that  a  reso- 
lution will  be  carried  in  the  sense  in 
which  he  may  desire  ;  but  I  think 
I  am  justified  in  the  promise  I  make 
to  him,  on  behalf  of  my  constituents 
that  he  will  obtain  a  quiet  and  re- 
spectful hearing.  I  say  that  from  what 
I  know  of  my  constituents,  and  from 
what  I  know  of  the  character  which  is 
borne  in  Birmingham  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  have  now  only  to  deal 
with  the  noble  Lord's  observations  on 
the  speeches  that  I  have  delivered  during 
the  Beoess,  and  previous  to  it.  He  is 
entirely  mistaken  in  saying  that  the  first 
speech  of  mine,  on  which  he  commented, 
was  delivered  after  the  breaking  up  of 
Parliament.  It  was  delivered  while 
Parliament  was  sitting  ;  and  if  the  noble 
Lord  thought  that  it  incited  to  violence 
and  disorder,  I  cannot  understand  why 
he  put  such  a  restraint  upon  himself, 
and  did  not  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  that  speech.  I  can  only,  in 
regard  to  the  passage  which  he  has 
quoted  from  it,  say  that  it  appears  to 
me  to  be  a  mere  historical  retrospect, 
every  word  of  which  is  true,  and  that  it 
might  very  properly  serve,  I  think,  as  a 
warning  to  the  Party  opposite.  Does 
the  noble  Lord  object  to  historical  retro- 
spects ?  Does  he  mean  to  say  that  any 
man  who,  at  a  public  meeting,  relates 
the  occurrences  of  1832  and  1867,  is 
offering  incitement  to  disorder  ?  If  he 
does,  then  I  say  that  the  noble  Lord  is, 

Mr^  Chamberlain 


as  usual,  very  inconsistent.  Speaking 
on  the  19th  of  December,  1888,  at  Edin- 
burgh, the  noble  Lord  himself  said — 

"Now,  in  1832  and  1867,  when  very  large 
settlements  of  Reform  were  effected,  there  can 
be  no  doubt  that  the  unenfranchised  classes 
wanted  the  franchise  very  much,  and  it  would 
have  been  highly  inexpedient,  not  to  say  im- 
possible, to  have  refused  it.  There  was,  at  that 
time,  intense  political  excitement  all  over  the 
country,  constant  mass  meetings,  imposing  de- 
monstrations, gigantic  petitions,  considerable 
disturbances,  and  dangerous  riots.  To  have 
refused  to  enlarge  the  electoral  rolls  at  those 
times  would  have  brought  about  a  revolution." 

Why  these  are  almost  my  very  words. 
The  noble  Lord  continues — 

"  But  what  have  you  now  ?  You  have  no 
political  excitement,  no  mass  meetings,  no  de- 
monstrations, no  petitions,  no  disturbances,  no 
riots,  and  for  this  very  good  reason — that  the 
existing  electoral  arrangements,  although  im- 
perfect and  anomalous,  do  not  excite  any  very 
general  or  deep  dissatisfaction/' 

I  must  say  I  think  that  such  an  historical 
retrospect  with  a  moral  of  that  kind 
does  appear  to  be  an  incitement  to  riot 
and  disorder.  But  my  historical  re- 
trospect had  a  totally  different  purpose 
and  character.  The  noble  Lord  referred 
to  my  speeeh  at  Hanley  on  the  7th  of 
October,  in  which  I  said  that  the  Tories 
had  not  held  a  single  open  public  meet- 
ing, except  at  Darlington  where  the  re- 
solution was  carried  against  them.  That 
is  the  reason  why  the  Tories  do  not  hold 
open  public  meetings.  I  defy  the  Tories 
now  to  hold  an  open  public  meeting  in 
any  single  town  in  the  country  on  this 
question. 

Mr.  ECROYD  :  I  wish  to  ask,  Mr. 
Speaker,  whether  I  may  answer  on  be- 
half of  my  constituents?  [**  No  !  "  and 
<yriM  o/**  Order! 'H 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  say  I  defy 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  at  any  open 
public  meeting,  held  without  tickets  or 
conditions,  to  carry  a  resolution  approv- 
ing of  the  action  of  the  House  of  Lords 
on  the  Franchise  Bill.  The  noble  Lord 
referred  also  to  the  part  of  my  speech  at 
Hanley  in  which  I  said  that  certain 
gentlemen  were  presuming  upon  the 
love  of  order  and  the  hatred  of  violence 
on  the  part  of  the  English  people,  and 
in  which  I  spoke  of  the  puny  oostacles 
that  would  be  swept  away.  I  should 
have  liked,  if  the  noble  Lord — although, 
perhaps,  it  might  have  lengthened  his 
observations — had  quoted  the  context  of 
that  remark,  in  order  that  the  House 
might  have  seen  whom  the  gentlemen  I 
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alluded  to  wero,  and  what  were  the  puny 
obstacles  whioh  I  said  the  reeoltition* 
and  courage,  and  love  of  liberty,  and 
hatred  of  injustice  which  are  the  cha- 
racteristics of  the  English  people  would 
sweep  away,  I  had  been  referring  to 
the  majority  by  which  the  Franchise 
Bill  had  been  rejected  by  the  House  of 
LordSf  and  I  said  that  they  consisted  of 
69  Peers  ;  and  it  was  the  monstrous  pro* 
tensions  of  those  50  persons^  who  were 
not  representatives  in  any  sense,  and 
who  are  under  no  adequate  responsi- 
bility— it  was  their  monstrous  preten- 
sions that  I  described  as  puny  obstacles 
which  would  be  swept  away,  and  which 
I  am  now  certain  will  be  swept  away  in 
the  course  of  this  a^^itation.  With  rejyard 
to  my  speech  at  Newtown,  the  noble  Lord 
referred  to  one  or  two  passages  in  it, 
but  chiefly  to  that  part  which  has  been 
already  quoted,  and  which  I  think  was 
perfectly  justified  by  his  own  observa- 
tions at  Edinburgh.  He  also  quoted 
the  statements  that  I  laid  before  the 
meeting-,  and  the  question  that  I  put  to 
them — **  If  the  Lords  continued  to  sneer 
at  orderly  manifestations  of  public  feel- 
ing, what  will  you  do?"  The  noble 
Lord  makes  mo  responsible  for  the 
interjections  of  the  crowed.  Why  did 
he  not  quote  the  answer  given  to  that 
question  ?  Re  has  got  the  answer  that 
was  promptly  given  on  the  spot — ^^  Turn 
them  out/'  My  question  and  my  ob- 
servations had  the  same  meaning,  and 
were  directed  to  the  same  point  as  those 
which  were  made  by  my  right  lion. 
Friend  the  Prime  Minister  the  other  day 
when  he  warned  the  Party  opposite  of 
the  consequences,  the  inevitable  conse- 
quences, of  pursuing  this  controversy  to 
the  bitter  end.  There  is  one  part  of  my 
speech  at  Newtown  which  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  quote,  but  it  has  been  re- 
ferred to  out-of-doors.  Lord  Salisbury 
suggested  that  I  should  march  to  Lon- 
don at  the  head  of  my  constituents,  and 
expressed  a  strong  opinion  that  my  head 
would  be  broken  in  that  case.  In  an- 
swer to  that  suggestion,  I  said  that  I 
would  accept  the  challenge  to  head  my 
constituents  should  they  think  it  right 
to  march  upon  London,  provided  that 
Lord  Salisbury  would  head  the  column 
which  was  to  meet  them.  Now  I  wish 
to  say  that  the  historical  march  on  Lon- 
don that  was  projected  by  my  consti- 
tuents or  by  the  forefathers  of  my  con- 
atiluents  ia  Birauogham   in   1832   waa 


distinctly  a  peaceful  demonstration.  The 
great  Political  Union  always  appealed  to 
peaceful  and  Oonstitutional  means ;  and* 
that  meeting  was  to  have  been  a  de- 
monstration only,  not  a  demonstration 
of  physical  force,  but  a  demonstration  of 
the  earnestness,  the  sincerity,  and  the 
self-sacrifice  of  the  men  who  took  part 
in  it.  And,  therefore,  in  saying  that  I 
would  head  a  similar  march »  I  only  re* 
ferred  to  an  equally  peaceful  demonstra* 
tion.  But  some  comment  has  been  made 
on  the  expression  that  I  would  meet  Lord 
Salisbury.  Let  the  House  recollect  the 
circumstances  in  which  that  challenge 
was  made.  Who  is  Lord  Salisbury  ?  Ho 
is  a  man  who  has  served  the  Crown  in 
the  highest  Offices ;  he  is  the  Leader  of 
the  Conservative  Party,  a  great  Peer,  a 
man  who  has  had  a  much  longer  and 
much  wider  political  experience  than  I 
ha%^e  had;  and  if  he  thought  that  he 
was  justified  in  making  such  an  insinua- 
tion, such  a  suggestion,  as  that  I  should 
march  with  my  constituents  on  London, 
and  that  I  sliould  get  my  head  broken, 
I  confess  that  I  thought  I  was  justi6ed 
in  giving  a  bantering  retort  of  the  same 
character.  But  if  the  House  should  be 
of  opinion  that  such  an  insinuation  or 
suggestion  was  unworthy  of  Lord  Salis- 
bury, and  is  deserving  of  the  censure  of 
the  House,  I,  for  my  part,  am  perfectly 
prepared  to  submit  my  retort  to  an 
exactly  equivalent  censure.  I  deny  that 
in  my  speech  at  Newtown  I  incited  ta 
violence  or  disorder.  I  said,  however, 
that  there  were  two  men  who  had  con- 
spicuously done  so— namely,  the  noble 
Ijord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  and 
Lord  Salisbury.  I  repeat  that  statement 
here,  and  I  should  not  have  much  diffi- 
culty in  proving  it.  If  I  repeat  it  now 
it  is  because  I  am  sincerely  anxious  to 
repeat  the  warning  which  I  have  endea- 
voured to  give  in  public  speeches.  I 
know  that  it  is  difficult  to  get  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  see  the  difference 
between  a  warning  and  a  threat.  I  know 
that  when  the  Prime  Minister  the  other 
night  spoke  of  the  consequences  that 
would  ensue  from  this  agitation  if  it 
were  continued,  hon>  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site called  out,  **  That  is  a  threat.''  Well, 
Sir,  where  my  right  hon.  Friend  ha3 
failed  I  confess  that  I  have  little  hope 
that  I  shall  succeed.  But  I  say,  speaJt- 
ing  seriously,  and  with  a  sense  of  my 
responsibility,  that  I  think  I  know  per- 
haps more  than  most  men  in  this  House 
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of  the  opinions  on  this  question  of  the 
great  masses  of  my  fellow-countrymen. 
^  have  been  in  close  communication 
only  recently  with  very  large  numbers 
of  those  men,  and  especially  with  the 
leaders  of  the  working  classes  in  di£Pe- 
rent  parts  of  the  country,  and  I  say  that 
the  spirit  and  the  temper  which  they  are 
showing  has  filled  me  with  alarm,  and 
that  if  this  controversy  is  pursued  in  the 
rancorous  spirit  in  which  it  has  hitherto 
been  carried  on  by  the  noble  Lord  and 
by  Lord  Salisbury- [*' No!"  from  the 
Opposition^  and  Ministerial  cheers'] — then 
I,  for  one, dread  the  consequences.  Some- 
one cried  **No!"  when  I  said  that  the 
controversy  had  been  carried  on  in  a 
rancorous  spirit.  The  noble  Lord  said 
to-night  that  if  anyone  read  his  recent 
speeches — and  he  called  the  House  to 
witness  his  assertion  —  he  would  find 
that  there  was  not  one  word  in  them 
which  would  not  pass  the  criticism  of 
the  Ohair.  I  think,  however,  that  Mr. 
Speaker  would  be  very  much  surprised 
to  hear  some  of  the  language  used  by 
the  noble  Lord  in  those  speeches  of  his. 
I  have  gone  over  those  speeches  lately. 
It  was  not  a  very  pleasant  task ;  and  I 
have  culled  a  few  of  the  choice  flowers 
of  rhetoric  that  are  to  be  found  in  them 
which  I  should  like  to  lay  before  the 
House.  I  will  take  my  own  case  first. 
The  noble  Lord  has  described  me  as  a 
"  pinchbeck  Robespierre."  Well,  I  be- 
lieve Robespierre  was,  by  the  common 
assent  of  his  contemporaries,  called  the 
"incorruptible."  The  historical  me- 
mory of  the  noble  Lord  can  furnish  him 
with  the  names  of  some  persons  who 
were  not  entitled  to  that  appellation. 
Then  the  noble  Lord  went  on  to  describe 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  as  a  **  re- 
negade democrat,"  and  he  spoke  of  the 
Home  Secretary  as  using  the  ''  language 
of  a  bravo  with  the  spirit  of  a  flunkey." 
He  spoke  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  senior  Member  for  Birmingham 
as  "a  plundering  cuckoo,  animated 
by  the  calculating  meanness  of  his 
sect." 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
That  is  a  mistake  in  the  papers.  I  said 
**  meekness,"  not  **  meanness."  It  was 
a  misreport. 

Mr.  chamberlain  :  I  might  re- 
tort  upon  the  noble  Lord,  as  in  his  accu- 
sation against  myself,  and  say  that,  by 
not  publicly  denying  the  statement,  he 
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has  practically  accepted  the  responsi- 
biHty. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  did  deny  it,  in  a  letter  which  was  pub- 
lished ever  so  long  ago. 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  The  passage 
which  referred  to  my  right  hon.  Friend 
is,  at  length,  as  follows— it  was  delivered 
at  Kidlington  on  January  31  of  the  pre- 
sent year — 

"Those  who  read  Mr.  Charles  Villieps's 
speeches  will  find  that  Mr.  Bright  and  his 
dear  friend,  Mr.  Gobden,  were  notmng  more  nor 
less  than  two  plundering  cuckoos,  who  shame* 
fully  ejected  Mr.  Charles  Yilliers  from  the  nest 
which  he  had  constructed,  and  who  reared 
therein  their  own  chattering  and  silly  brood." 

He  then  went  on  to  say — 

"  Mr.  Bright  enjoyed  for  two  years  the  emo« 
lument  of  a  sinecure  office.  During  those  two 
years  two  bloody  wars  were  waged — the  war  in 
Afghanistan  and  the  war  in  the  Transvaal. 
Very  bloody  and  disgraceful  wars  they  were;  but 
Mr.  Bright  continued  to  draw  his  salary,  and 
he  lolled  at  ease  in  his  sinecure  office.  He  swal- 
lowed these  bloody  wars  with  the  calculating 
meekness  of  the  sect  to  which  he  belong^.*' 

Well,  Sir,  the  noble  Lord  also  described 
the  Duke  of  Argyll  and  Lord  Cowper 
as  the  party  of  **  snivel  and  drivel."  He 
permitted  himself  to  speak  of  the  Prime 
Minister  as  an  ''unkennelled  fox."  The 
noble  Lord  went  on  to  say  that  he  had 
read  my  speeches,  and  had  found  them 
"poor  stuff."  I  cannot  compete  with  the 
noble  Lord ;  but  I  say  that  the  people 
of  this  country  are  loyal  to  the  Leaders 
they  have  chosen,  and  the  great  majo- 
rity of  the  people  when  they  read  such 
statements  are  filled  first  with  disgust 
and  then  with  indignation.  If  the  noble 
Lord  does  not  moderate  the  rancour  of 
his  tongue  he  will  have  himself  only  to 
thank  for  the  consequences  which  follow, 
and  which  we,  at  all  events,  should  all 
deplore. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Assassination. 

Mr.  chamberlain  :  The  noble 
Lord  is  now  going  to  accuse  me  of  in- 
citement to  assassination.  Why,  Sir,  I 
might  as  well  accuse  the  noble  Lord  of 
incitement  to  arson  and  burglary,  be- 
cause he  has  to-day  put  the  case  that  his 
friends  in  Birmingham  could  attack  my 
house  and  pull  down  my  walls.  I  know 
his  friends  will  not  do  anything  of  the 
kind,  and  I  do  not  accuse  the  noble 
Lord  of  any  incitement.  Do  not  let 
him  accuse  me  of  anything  so  absurd 
and  ridiculous  in  very  poor  imitation  of  i^ 
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charge  once  hrouorht  against  Sir  Robert 
Peel  by  Richard  Cobden»  This  personal 
abuse  to  which  I  have  referred  is,  after 
all,  not  BO  dangerous  as  th*^  insults 
which  are  flung  apjainat  the  people  of 
the  country.  Personal  abuse  is  taken, 
after  all,  by  many  people  in  its 
Pickwickian  sense,  [Lord  Randot-fit 
CniTBCHTLL:  Its  figurative  eenee.]  Well, 
in  its  Bgurative  sense.  But  I  beheve  that, 
although  Lord  Salisbury  has  done  many 
unwise  things  in  his  time,  he  has  never 
done  anything  that  he  will  have  more 
cause  to  regret  than  when  he  taunted 
the  people  of  this  country  with  their 
good-humour.  [An  hon.  Member  : 
When?  and  cries  of  *'  Quote  !  "]  When 
he  described  the  first  great  important 
demonstration  which  took  place  in  con- 
nection  with  this  matter  in  Hyde  Park, 
as  ^^a  meeting  of  Radicalft  taking  whole- 
some exercise,"  and  said  that  they  were 
quite  entitled  to  have  their  holiday  in  the 
open  air.  [Ch&srs.']  Hon,  Gentlemen 
opposite  may  cheer  that  sentiment;  but 
I  tell  them  that  these  scoffs  and  jeers 
sink  into  the  hearta  of  the  people.  But 
if  Lord  i^alisbury  has  been  indiscreet, 
what  can  be  said  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock?  The  other 
day,  when  I  referred  to  his  speech  at 
Edinburgh,  he  contradicted  me  in  the 
face  of  the  House,  because  he  knew 
that  I  had  not  his  actual  words  before 
me.  I  told  him  I  would  substantiate 
that  statement,  and  now  I  am  about  to 
do  it*  The  words  I  refer  to  were 
spoken  on  the  1 9th  of  December,  1883, 
at  Edinburgh,  and  were  as  follows  : — 

*•  If  I  saw  thck  agricultural  labourers  of  Great 
Britain  in  a  great  state  of  exoitemont  '*— 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Hear,  hear!     Aj^riculturallabourers. 
Mil.  CHAMBERLAIN:-^ 

••  Th«  agricultural  labourera  of  Great  Britaiu 
in  ft  great  state  of  excitement  over  tkis  question  ; 
if  I  saw  them  holdia^  mass  meotinga,  collecting 
together  from  all  parts,  neglecting  their  work, 
contributing  from  their  scanty  funds,  marching 
on  London,  tearing  down  the  railings  of  Hyde 
Park,  engaging  the  police,  and  even  the  mili* 
tary,  I  abould  b&y  to  myself  these  men  have 
great  and  bitter  grievancea  which  have  not  been 
represented  in  Parliftment,  or  have  been  neg- 
lected by  Parliament;  they  know  that  if  they 
had  the  franchise  those  jsTdevancca  would  no 
leng-er  be  neglected^  that  they  would  be  repre- 
*Gnted  and  remedied ;  and  they  have  made  up 
their  minds  to  have  the  vote.  The  fact  that 
they  have  made  up  their  minda  to  have  the  vote 
BhowB  pretty  well  that  they  will  know  how  to 
Ufle  ti^e  vote,  and  if  we  wish  for  peace,  orderj 


and  stability  in  the  realm  of  Britain  we  bad 
better  give  them  the  vote.  And  on  those 
grounds,  and  on  those  grounds  only,  would  I 
consent  to  equalize  the  political  position  of  the 
agricultural  labourer  and  the  town  artizan*  and 
to  destroy  a  wise  inequality  which  has  been 
created  by  Nature  and  reiterated  from  time  to 
time  in  our  history  by  preoctlent,  custom,  and 
law.'* 

I  say  that  was  the  most  dangerous  of 
all  the  speeches  made  in  the  course  of 
this  diecussioo.  I  say  that  is  a  speech 
which  directly  iacites  to  violence  and 
outrage.  It  is  a  apeeoh  which  directly 
points  the  moral  that  without  violence, 
without  outrage,  no  redress  can  ever  be 
secured*  Now,  I  say,  in  conclusion, 
while  I  earnestly  trust  and  hope  that 
this  agitation  will  maintain  the  cha- 
racter which  it  has  hitherto*  speaking 
generally,  so  honourably  borne,  if  it 
should  lose  that  character,  the  respon* 
sibility  will  lie  on  the  shoulders  of  men 
who  think  themselves  justified  in  in- 
sulting the  people,  in  taunting  them 
with  the  orderly  character  of  the  demon- 
strations which  they  have  made,  and 
who  think  it  safe  to  call  for  '*  great  and 
violent  pressure,"  and  to  avow  their 
absolute  disbelief  in  the  earnestness  or 
the  reality  of  any  political  agitation 
which  is  not  supported  by  the  exhibition 
of  physical  force. 

Mr.  p.  a,  MUNTZ  said,  he  thought 
hon.  Members  would  realize  that  it  was 
an  extremely  disagreeable  circumstance 
to  him  that  he  should,  on  the  first  occa- 
sion on  which  he  rose  to  address  tha 
House,  have  to  devote  the  observations 
he  should  make  to  the  purpose  of  im- 
pugning the  conduct  and  character  of  a 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  a  Member  of  that 
House ;  but  he  had  a  duty  to  perform 
to  his  constituents  and  the  country,  and 
therefore  he  had  risen  to  answer  the  elo- 
quent speech  of  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  He  (Mr.  Muntz)  had  always 
heard  that  the  right  ban.  Gentleman 
had  a  great  reputation  for  audacity^ 
and  a  doubtful  one  for  accuracy ;  but  ho 
could  not  have  conceived  that  any  man 
could  have  had  the  amount  of  audacity 
which  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  must  be  possessed  of  to  have 
made  the  speech  he  had  delivered  that 
evening.  It  had  fairly  surprised  him, 
A  few  days  ago,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  answer  to  a  Question,  said  that, 
if  his  information  was  correct,  the  only 
persons  who  had  been  guilty  of  disgrace- 
ful con  duo  tat  Aston  Park  were  the  roughs 
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hired  as  **chuokers-out"  by  the  Tory 
Party.    Knowing,  as  he  did,  thd  facts  of 
the  case,  and  being  cognizant  of  the  action 
of  the  Liberal  Association  at  Birming- 
ham, that  statement  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  filled  him  with 
amazement.   The  original  idea  of  the  or- 
ganization of  the  demonstrations  which 
took  place  early  in  the  autumn  was  ac- 
credited to  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  and  the  members  of  the  Caucus. 
It  might,   indeed,  have  received  some 
assistance  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secret aiy.    It  was  ima- 
gined that  the  Conservative  Party  had 
no  idea  or  power  of  organizing  political 
demonstrations,    and    that  a  great  in- 
fluence would  be  exercised  by  the  agi- 
tation thus  originated  by  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.     The  Conserva- 
tive Party,  however,  wisely  determined 
upon  a  counter  -  agitation,  which  had 
been  a  great  success.    It  had  gathered 
volume  until  it  culminated  in  the  tri- 
umphant reception  of  Lord  Salisbury 
at  Glasgow.     The  result  of   that  was, 
that  a  great  fear  fell  upon  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  and  the  Caucus, 
and  a  council  of  war  was  held.    They 
realized  that  the  coming  demonstration 
in  Aston  Lower  Grounds  would  be  a  very 
great  success,  and  that  unless  steps  were 
taken  to  prevent  so  large  a  meeting  it 
would  probably  number  some  200,000 
people.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
told  them  that  there  were  no  Conservatives 
in  Birmingham  or  neighbourhood  ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Muntz)  was  a  standing  witness 
in  contradiction  of  that  statement.     He 
maintained  that  he  was  accurate  in  the 
number  of  Conservatives  present  at  the 
Aston  Lower  Grounds.     As  a  matter  of 
fact,  there  were  at  the  meeting  120,000 
Conservatives,  notwithstanding  the  dis- 
honest practices  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  the  Caucus. 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  I  rise 
to  Order,  Sir.  I  wish  to  know  whether 
the  hon.  Member  is  in  Order  in  imput- 
ing dishonest  practices  to  a  Member  of 
this  House  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  did  not  catch  the 
exact  expression  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  alludes;  but,  undoubtedly, 
it  would  be  an  improper  and  un-Parlia- 
mentary  expression.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber used  it,  he  will,  no  doubt,  withdraw 
it. 

Mb.  p.  a.  muntz  said,  he  would 
bow  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  rul- 1 
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ing,  and  withdraw  the  words  '^  dishonest 
practices,''    substituting  for   them  the 
words  '*  irregular  practices."  A  greater 
insult  was  never  offered  to  the  working 
men  of  Birmingham  than  that  contained 
in  the  statement  that  they  originated  the 
disturbance  in  Aston  Lower  Grounds. 
He  (Mr.  Muntz)  maintained  that  they 
would  have  listened  with  the  greatest 
possible  pleasure,  respect,  and  attention 
to  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  if  they 
had  been  allowed  to  do  so.    The  violent 
conduct  which  was  seen  was  the  result  of 
the  council  of  war  to  which  he  had  al- 
ready referred,  at  which  a  determination 
was  come  to  to  raise  a  fund  for  the  pur- 
pose of  carrying  out  demonstration  by 
violence.     In  fact,  a  leading  member  of 
the  Liberal  Party  in  Birmingham  told 
him  that  he  had  been  asked  to  subscribe 
to  the  fund,  and  that  he  had  declined  to 
subscribe  to  anything  so  disreputable. 
Beyond  that,  he   (Mr.  Muntz)  knew  a 
good  many  of  the  artizans  of  Birming- 
ham personally,  and  one,  a  man  of  the 
highest    respectability,    whom  he    had 
known  for  30  years — a  Liberal  of  the 
old  school,  and  not  of  the  type  of  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade — told 
him  that  he  went  to  hear  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,  and  that  he  had  been  a 
witness  of  the  proceedings,  and  that  he 
was  able  to  state,  from  his  own  observa- 
tion, that  the  demonstration  was  inter- 
fered with,  not  by  the  working  men  of 
Birmingham,  but  by  roughs  hired  for 
the  purpose,  who,  from  the  method  of 
their  operations,  must  have  been  carrying 
out  a  preconcerted  plan.  He  said  that,  as 
he  was  standing  at  a  little  distance  from 
the  boundary  wall  inside  Aston  Lower 
Grounds,  he  saw  a  number  of  men  come 
up  in  a  body  and   heard  some  of  the 
leaders  say — **  We  are  not  in  the  right 
place ;  we  ought  to  be  60  or  TOyards  lower 
down,"   and  they  moved  lower  down. 
Immediately,  a  man,  respectably  dressed 
— perhaps  he  was  a  colleague  of  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade — appeared 
on  the  wall  and  was  joined  by  another, 
and  they  began  helping  the  men  outside 
over  the  wall.     That  proved  that  the 
entrance  into  Aston  Lower  Grounds  by 
storming  the  walls  was  planned  before- 
hand.    A  friend  of  his,  who  was  fond  of 
athletic  exercises  and  well  acquainted 
with  the  better  class  of  pugilists  in  Bir- 
mingham, told  him  that  he  saw  a  man 
whom  he  knew  to  be  one  of  the  low 
hangers-on  of  the  pugilistic  element  atr 
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tacking  the  platform  and  doing  other 
damage.  The  right  bon.  Gentleman  said 
that  no  damage  had  been  done;  but 
if  be  had  received  one*half  the  amount 
of  injury  that  was  sustained  by  eome 
of  tho  poor  women  and  children  who 
were  present,  he  would  be  of  a  diffe- 
rent opinion.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man hadatatt'd  that  he  had  no  influence 
or  power  at  Birmingham ;  but  he  for- 
got what  he  had  stated  previously,  and 
shortly  after  offered  to  guarantee  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  a  favourable 
reception  at  Birmingham  if  he  placed 
himself  under  his  direction.  The  fact 
was,  that  this  vicious  and  violent  out- 
rage upon  life  and  property  was  perpe- 
trated by  men  instructed  by  the  Caucus, 
and  that  Caucus  was  nothing  more  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  dared  nut 
lift  a  finger  without  his  knowledge  and 
ass  en  t .  Th  e  vast  m  a j  o  r  i  ty  o  f  h  i  s  cou  ntrj^- 
men  had  a  strong  opinion  of  the  political 
dishonesty  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
r  Crigg  of  * '  Withdraw !  * ; ]  Well,  then , 
lie  would  say  of  his  political  action.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  declared 
Ru publican,  and  yet  he  had  accepted 
Office  in  the  present  Administration  as 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown ;  and  while  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown  and  servant  of 
the  Constitution,  he  attacked  that  Con- 
stitution on  every  occasion,  and  in  every 
conceivable  way.  Such  conduct  did  not 
commend  itself  to  the  minds  of  his  coun- 
trymen ;  but  let  him  settle  that  with  his 
own  conscience.  They  were  all  ready 
t-o  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  credit 
for  a  certain  amount  of  shrewdness ;  but 
what  were  they  to  say  of  a  man  who 
had  shown  his  imbecility  by  organizing 
this  outrage,  which  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  would  probably  discover  at  the 
next  General  Election  had  done  more 
harm  to  the  Liberals  and  more  good  to 
the  Conservatives  than  all  the''meeting8 
that  had  been  held  during  the  Kecess? 
Two  days  after  this  action  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Aston  Lower 
Grounds,  he  (Mr.  Muntz)  was  in  a  col- 
liery district  of  his  constituency ;  and 
he  would  challenge  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  hold  a  meeting  in  that  district. 
He  would  not  dare  to  do  so  to  save  bis 
life.  Had  his  (Mr,  Muntz's)  mind  been 
framed  on  anything  like  the  lines  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's,  he  might  have 
accepted  an  offer  voluntarily  made  to  him 
by  a  man  who  had  great  influence  over 
the  colliere,  and  who  said  to  him — **  If 


you  want  a  few  thousand  men  1  will 
send  them  down/*  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman talked  of  marching  on  London 
with  100,000  men.  He  (Mr.  Muntz), 
if  his  mind  were  of  the  same  type  as 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
would  not  trouble  him  to  do  that — he 
could  meet  him  with  much  pleasure  on 
his  favourite  battle-field  in  Aston  Lower 
Grounds  with  any  number  of  men  he 
liked  to  name,  and  they  could  settle 
the  business  there.  But  that  threat  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  nothing 
but  a  swashbuckler  declaration.  To  say 
that  the  working  men  of  this  country 
were  all  Radicals  was  rubbish.  There 
were  two  challenges  which  he  would 
give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  In  the 
first  place»  he  would  like  to  hear  him 
emphatically  declare  that  he  had  no 
knowledge  of  this  disturbance— and  it 
was  very  strange  if  he  had  not^  seeing 
that  many  of  the  old  respectable  mem* 
bers  of  the  Liberal  Party  left  Birming- 
ham a  few  days  beforehand,  rather  than 
be  mixed  up  in  it ;  and  then  he  would 
challenge  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
move  for  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  whole  transaction,  and  have  all 
the  evidence  that  could  be  produced  on 
the  subject.  Let  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man clear  himself  in  that  way. 

Ma.  EfiNEST  NOEL  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin),  when  speaking  the  other  night 
with  regard  to  what  took  place  recently 
at  Dumfries^  said  it  was  one  of  the  most 
dastardly  outrages  that  had  ever  hap- 
pened.    [  Cr*>*  of  '*  Question  1 "] 

Sir  H,  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
whether  the  hon.  Member  was  in  Order 
in  referring  to  the  riot  at  Dumfries  ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  not  be  in  Order  in  going 
fully  into  the  Dumfries  riot;  but  ho 
might  refer  to  it  by  way  of  illustration, 

Mr.  ERNE8T  NOEL  said,  he  re- 
gretted very  much  the  occurrence  at 
Dumfries,  which  was  analogous  to  what 
took  place  at  Aston,   [  Criei  of ' '  Order !  **] 

Mh.  GREGORY  rose  to  Order,  and 
pointed  out  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
again  speaking  of  the  Dumfries  riot. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber could  not  be  permitted  to  go  fully 
into  the  case  at  Dumfries  on  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House. 

Mr.  ERNEST  NOEL  aaid,  that  if  the 
Conservatives  thought  that  what  took 
place  at  Aston   might  be  repeated   iu 
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every  constituency  in  the  country,  he 
feared  they  had  before  them  a  time  of 
very  serious  injury.  There  seemed  to 
be  reason  to  apprehend  that  measures 
had  been  resorted  to  for  the  permament 
production  of  scenes  of  disorder  and 
violence  by  the  Conservative  Party.  The 
disturbances  at  Dumfries  and  Aston  were 
in  complete  analogy;  and  he  learned 
that  similar  scenes  were  to  be  looked  for 
in  other  parts  of  the  country,  to  the 
very  grievous  injury  of  the  State  at 
large.  What  occurred  at  Aston  pro- 
voked riot  elsewhere.  At  the  proper 
time  he  would  show  that  in  what  took 
place  at  Dumfries  the  provocation  was 
much  greater  and  the  riot  considerably 
less,  though  it  was  still  very  much  to  be 
regretted. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  commenced  his  observations  by 
defending  the  Birmingham  Corporation, 
and  he  was  absolutely  silent  with  regard 
to  the  charges  brought  against  himself. 
The  right  hon. Gentleman  said  he  thought 
it  necessary  to  reply  at  once  to  the  charges 
against  the  Corporation,  because,  if  they 
were  left  unanswered,  they  might  be 
injurious  to  local  government.  Hon. 
Members  knew  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  a  Minister  of  the  Crown ; 
and,  if  those  charges  left  unanswered 
were  calculated  to  injure  local  govern- 
ment, it  must  be  far  more  injurious  to 
the  Imperial  Government  to  leave  un- 
answered charges  directed  against  a 
Minister.  He  (Mr.  Chaplin)  must,  how- 
ever, be  allowed  to  say  that  he  was 
greatly  surprised  that,  even  on  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House,  the 
smallest  attempt  should  be  made  to 
vindicate  or  defend  proceedings  which 
had  doubtless  met  with  the  reprobation 
of  all  classes  throughout  the  country. 
As  to  the  time  occupied  in  the  debate, 
in  all  probability  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  replied  to  the  charges  against 
him  when  they  were  first  made,  the  dis- 
cussion would  not  now  have  taken  place. 
[''Oh,  oh!"]  If  the  original  charges 
were  not  in  the  Notice  of  Motion  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill),  they  were  in 
his  speech.  The  noble  Lord  said  that 
the  Conservative  Party  at  Birmingham 
had,  in  their  possession,  distinct  evidence 
of  preparation  for  these  riots  by  their 
opponents ;  they  had  evidence  as  to  the 
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tickets  used  by  tho  Liberals,  that  ladders 
had  been  provided  and  introduced  into 
the  grounds,  to  storm  the  building  in 
which  the  Conservatives  were  toassemblOi 
and  that  gangs  of  roughs  had  been 
organized  by  the  Caucus.  The  rifht 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  must  have  been  aware 
that  there  was  a  probability  of  those 
riots  occurring  when  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
was  to  visit  Birmingham,  and  he  might 
have  done  something  to  prevent  the 
disturbance  which  occurred ;  but  he  had 
admitted  that  he  did  absolutely  nothing 
to  prevent  them.  And  what  was  his 
excuse  ?  Want  of  influence  in  Birming- 
ham? Nothing  of  the  sort.  He  said 
he  could  not  have  stopped  the  counter- 
demonstration,  if  he  would,  and  he 
would  not,  if  he  could.  But  yet,  later 
on  in  his  speech,  he  expressed  the  hope 
that  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  would 
overlook  what  had  occurred,  and  stated 
that,  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
come  to  another  meeting  at  Birmingham, 
he,  who  informed  the  House  that  he  had 
no  influence  whatever  in  that  town,  and 
could  not  have  stopped  the  riots,  would 
guarantee  that  there  should  be  a  free 
and  open  meeting.     His  words  were— 

^'  If  you  come  to  another  meeting  in  that 
town  I  will  stand  by  your  side,  and  you  shall 
have  a  fair  hearing." 

As  to  the  depositions  produced  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  was  said  that 
they  were  not  in  a  form  on  which  a 
prosecution  for  perjury  could  be  insti- 
tuted. But,  at  all  events,  they,  one  and 
all,  had  been  procured  for  the  purpose 
of  this  debate.  They  were  all  dated  the 
27th  and  28th  of  October,  and  had  been 
got  since  the  Notice  of  his  noble  Friend 
had  been  given.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man told  them,  with  apparently  great 
satisfaction,  that,  in  the  great  majority 
of  cases,  these  depositions  had  been 
made  by  gentlemen  whom  he  termed 
"  roughs."  The  House  would  do  well 
to  wait  until  they  had  heard  the  other 
side  on  that  question.  There  could  be 
no  doubt — for  against  all  that  they  had 
the  knowledge,  which  was  the  public 
knowledge  of  the  world,  which  was  stated 
at  the  time  in  papers  of  all  shades  of 
public  opinion — that  there  never  was  a 
question  or  a  doubt  but  that  this  was 
an  organized  riot,  and  that  it  was  de- 
liberately arranged  for  the  purpose  of 
breaking  up  the  meeting  of  the  Oon« 
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servative  Party,  If  what  tlie  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trarie  now  said  was  true, 
why  was  not  the  contradiction  given 
befor©  ?  Th©  right  hon.  Gentleman  waa 
the  only  Member  of  the  Liberal  Party 
who  had  had  the  courage  to  give  it 
He  vindicated  his  own  speeches  with 
respect  to  the  Ilouse  of  Lorde,  while  he 
abstained  from  a  condemnation  of  the 
proceedings  at  Birmingham.  Aa  to  the 
speech  of  Lord  Salisbury  that  had  been 
referred  to,  in  which  he  epoke  of  the 
right  hon,  Oentleman'a  head  being 
broken  on  the  occasion  of  a  certain 
march,  it  ought  to  be  remembered  that 
the  noble  Marquesa  had  placed  upon  it 
a  totally  different  eonatruction  from  that 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  No  portion 
of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
nian  was  received  with  more  satisfaction 
on  the  Treasury  Bench,  than  that  in 
which  ho  lectured  the  noble  Lord  upon 
his  flowers  of  rhetoric ;  and  that  was, 
probably,  because  Ministers  had  felt  the 
lash  of  Ilia  tongue  and  had  something 
for  which  they  wished  to  be  revenged. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
to  the  noble  Lord\s  attack  on  the  Serrre- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
it  was  refreshing  to  see  the  scion  of  the 
house  of  Yernon  receive  that  vindication 
from  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
But  what  of  the  speeches  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  had  naade  ?  He 
should  like  the  House  to  consider  some 
portions  of  those  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  during  the  Kecese.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  House 
of  Lords  in  a  most  hostile  manner.  He 
aaid  of  it^ — 

**It  18  a  fltrooghold  of  Torviam,  prejndico, 
and  Tory  obstruction.  Diiring  the  last  100 
years,  it  has  nev€tr  contributed  one  iota  to 
popular  liberty,  or  ever  done  anything  to  ad- 
vancd  tho  common  weal/' 

That  was  a  strong  statement  to  be  made 
by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown;  especially 
of  the  present  House  of  Ijords  and  of  th«3 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  in  that  House. 
He  supposed  Lord  Salisbury  wa**  a 
Member  of  that  House,  and  he  would 
remind  hon.  Gentlemen  that  the  Eoyal 
Commission  which  had  been  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  condition  of  the 
dwellings  of  the  poor,  and  from  which 
he  hoped  much  good  would  result,  had 
been  moved  for  by  Lord  Salisbury  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  \^Cr%es  of  **  Broad- 
hurst  !  **]  He  always  thought  that  Com- 
micaion  was  moTed  for  by  Lord  Sali«ibury 


in  the  Upper  House,  and  not  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stoke  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  day  would 
come  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  regret  that  he  had  spoken  with 
such  violence  aa  be  had  done  of  the 
House  of  Lords.  They  would  have  to 
go  to  a  Division  soon,  and  having  heard 
the  accusation  and  the  defence,  he  had 
no  doubt  as  to  the  vote  he  should  give 
on  this  occasion.  From  first  to  last  it 
had  been  apparent  to  him  that  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  through- 
out the  whole  of  these  proceedings,  and 
in  all  his  speeches  during  the  Kecess, 
had  been  animated  by  one  object,  and 
one  alone — not  to  stop  this  controversy, 
not  to  settle  this  question,  but  to  raise 
up  a  feeling  of  discontent  and  violence 
in  the  country,  with  the  view  of  in- 
flicting, as  in  his  own  conscience  he 
hoped  would  be  the  case,  irreparable 
injury*  in  which  he  (Mr.  Chaplin)  was 
certain  he  would  fail»  on  the  House  of 
Lords  as  one  of  the  Institutions  of  this 
country. 

Mr.  FIRTH  said,  he  scarcely  thought 
that  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Ean- 
dolph  Churchill)  could  be  congratulated 
upon  the  success  which  had  attended 
his  efforts  in  badger-drawing.  If  it  were 
justifiable  to  compare  his  light  hon. 
Friend  to  one  of  the  lower  order  of  crea- 
tion, perhaps  a  more  representative  ani- 
mal could  not  have  been  selected.  An 
eminent  naturalist  had  said  of  the 
badger  that  it  was  an  inoffensive  animal 
— \^Laughter] — provided  by  nature  for  its 
own  defence  with  very  powerful  claws — 
[Renewed  laughter^— tor  its  own  defence, 
which  latter  peculiarity  bad  been  dis- 
covered by  intrusive  terriers  before  to- day. 
It  had  struck  him  as  extraordinary  that 
the  Tories  should  have  posed  before  the 
country,  since  the  Aston  disturbance,  as 
champions  of  peace  and  order  and  vindi- 
cators of  the  right  of  public  meeting. 
He  (Mr.  Firth)  had  had  some  experience 
of  Tory  methods  on  these  very  points, 
and  he  supposed  that  he  had  faced  as 
many  hired  Tory  roughs  as  anybody  in 
the  House  or  out  of  i^.  [**  Oh,  oh  !  " 
imd  laughter,^  He  was  prepared  for 
objections  to  this  statement  of  fact, 
and  he  had,  therefore,  taken  the 
precaution  of  preparing  himself  with 
sufficient  evidence,  which  he  could  lay 
before  the  House  if  it  was  necessary. 
For  a  recent  public  meeting  hold  by  the 
Municipal  Heform  League  forged  tickets 


607 


Address  in 


{COMMONS! 


Amw{r  to  Ber 


608 


to  the  extent  of  20,000  were  issued  by 
the  opponents  of  Boform,  and  these  were 
widely  circulated  by  Conservative  As- 
sociations in  London.  [''Order!"  and 
"  Question ! "] 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  would  be  in  Order  only 
in  referring  to  this  case  by  way  of  illus- 
tration. 

Mr.  FIETH  said,  that  he  would  only 
make  the  general  observation  that,  upon 
the  facts  of  the  case  being  brought  imder 
their  notice,  the  Central  Conservative 
Association  declined  to  take  any  action 
in  the  matter.  They  had  had  many 
meetings  throughout  London,  at  which 
there  had  been  organized  Tory  opposi- 
tion, and  therefore  he  was  surprised  to 
find  the  Conservative  Party  posing  as  the 
champions  of  public  order.  He  had  in  his 
possession  the  statutory  declaration  of  a 
man  who  had  been  employed  by  the 
secretary  of  a  Conservative  Association, 
of  which  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  was 
president,  to  get  together  a  number  of 
men*to  break  up  a  meeting  of  his  con- 
stituents at  Kensington.  He  considered 
the  speech  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  a 
satisfactory  answer  to  the  charges  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock as  regarded  what  took  place  at 
Aston ;  indeed,  he  had  scarcely  hoped 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  have 
been  able  to  make  so  complete  a  defence. 
He  hsul  not  thought  the  riot  was  much 
to  be  wondered  at,  when  in  the  papers 
of  Monday  there  appeared  the  report  of 
a  violent  speech  of  Lord  Salisbury's, 
in  which  reference  was  made  to  the 
breaking  of  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade's  head.  What  did  that  mean  ? 
Whatever  it  meant,  it  was  not  to  be 
wondered  at  if  the  20,000  men  thought 
it  meant  a  little  more  than  the  noble 
Marquess  intended ;  and  it  had  seemed 
to  him  only  a  natural  corollary  of  that 
speech  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Woodstock— worthy  follower  of  a 
worthy  Chieftain  —  should  be  tearing 
through  the  bushes  at  Aston,  at  night, 
to  save  his  own  head.  The  Caucus 
had  been  referred  to  ;  and  although  the 
Associations  in  his  (Mr.  Firth's)  own 
borough  were  not  connected  with  the 
Birmingham  Association,  he  would  urge 
that  the  so-called  Caucus  only  embodied 
the  representative  principle,  and  in  ob- 
jecting to  the  Caucus,  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  were  objecting  to  that  prin- 
ciple. I 
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Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,  he  wished  to 
briefly  refer  to  a  paragraph  from  a  pro- 
clamation issued  by  the  '*  Franchise 
Demonstration  Committee"  of  Bir- 
mingham, to  which  he  believed  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  was  only  now  a  contri- 
butor, but  about  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Collings) 
would  be  able  to  give  information  first- 
hand. That  paragraph,  after  a  refer- 
ence to  Lord  Salisbury,  went  on  to  say — 
"Another  Tory,  the  Eight  Hon.  Jamea 
Lowther,  describes  you  who  are  going  to 
take  part  in  it  'as  a  horde  of  ruffians.'  " 
The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Car- 
lisle (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  speaking  last 
summer  at  St.  James's  Hall,  had  also 
accused  him  of  using  a  similar  expression 
with  reference  to  the  participators  in  the 
Hyde  Park  Demonstration,  though  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  subsequently  assured 
him  that  he  had  been  misled  by  an 
erroneous  report  of  what  he  (Mr.  Low- 
ther) had  really  said,  and  had  expressed 
very  frankly  his  regret  at  having  been 
so  misled.  In  the  whole  course  of  his 
public  life  he  had  never  had  to  retract 
anything.  He  therefore  tried  to  dis- 
cover whether  he  had  ever  described 
the  "  men  of  Birmingham  and  the  Mid- 
lands, "  to  whom  the  placard  was  ad- 
dressed, as  a  "  horde  of  ruffians."  Well, 
it  happened  that  he  made  a  speech  at 
Huddersfield,  a  few  days  after  the 
August  Bank  Holiday,  in  which  he 
had  referred  to  the  speech  made  at 
Birmingham  by  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  mentioned  the  project  of 
a  march  of  100,000  men  to  London 
at  the  time  of  the  first  Eeform  Bill, 
and  the  riots  which  took  place  at 
Nottingham,  Bristol,  and  other  places. 
He  had  said  that  he  had  never  retracted 
anything  that  he  had  ever  said,  but  he 
had,  however,  written  to  The  Times  to 
qualify  his  statement  by  saying  that  he 
should  apply  to  such  violent  attempts 
to  intimidate  the  Legislature  language 
much  stronger  than  the  mild  and  whoUy 
inadequate  terms  which  had  been  quoted 
from  him  in  the  placard  to  which  he  had 
referred.  He  distinctly  applied  the 
words  which  had  been  quoted  to  any 
persons  who  were  capable  of  accepting 
the  advice  offered  to  them  as  to  marching 
to  London.  [Mr.  Mundella:  Nobody 
ever  did  give  them  that  advice.]  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  evidently  had  not 
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heard  him  when  he  read  hia  statement 
to  the  effect  that  he  addressd  these  re- 
marks to  the  persons  who  were  capable 
ol  actings  on  the  su^jjestton  of  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  refereuoe 
to  marching  npon  London.  [Mr.  Olad- 
8T0NB:  There  was  no  such  suggestion.] 
With  regard  to  the  chair- breakers  of 
Birmingham,  who,  he  was  bound  to  Fay, 
by  their  course  of  procedure  bad  evinced 
a  practial  interest  in  the  redistribution 
of  seats  that  might  be  advantageously 
imitated  by  the  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment, it  would  be  unfair  to  look  upon 
Buoh  persons  as  being  fair  representa- 
tives of  the  masses  of  the  population  of 
this  country  any  more  than  it  would  be 
to  regard  the  handful  of  hon.  Members 
who  habitually  interrupted  tlie  debates 
of  the  House  of  Comraona  by  discour- 
teous and  disorderly  sounds  as  repre- 
ienting  the  House  at  large.  He  should 
not  have  referred  in  detail  to  that 
opisode,  but  for  the  circumstance  tbat 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  mentioned  the  placard  ;  and,  more- 
over, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
aisserted  that  the  men  of  Birmingham 
were  called  upon  to  resent  the  insults 
which  had  been  flung  at  them  by  his 
noble  Friend  below  the  Grangway  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill)  and  by  others — 
apparently  among  the  others  involving 
hiDttself(  Mr,  J,  Lowther),  although  he  had, 
months  ago,  in  the  most  public  manner, 
repudiated  the  construction  placed  upon 
his  language.  He  was  peiiectly  pre- 
pared to  leave  the  issue  of  this  contro- 
versy on  the  statement  of  his  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
and  the  explanation  attempted  by  the 
Tight  hon.  Gentleman  ;  and,  as  far  as  the 
debate  was  concerned,  he  thought  the 
House  would  arrive  at  the  conolusion 
that  the  intolerant  spirit  which  evinced 
itself  even  now  among  hon,  Gentleraen 
opposite  was  only  an  instance  of  the 
determination  on  the  part  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  in  every  conceivable  manner,  to 
suppress  freedom  of  speech  in  that  House 
and  out  of  it,  and  to  detract  as  far  as 
possible  from  the  right  of  public  meeting 
in  this  country. 

Visoiimr  NEWPORT  said,  he  wished 
to  mention  a  small  incident  in  reference 
to  the  hiring  ol  roughs.  He  lived  in  the 
pari«ih  of  Aston,  close  by  Birmingham, 
and  he  was  prevented  from  going  to  the 
meeting  to  hear  the  speeehei^  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
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tton  and  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Woodstock  ;  but,  on  returning  home, 
a  week  afterwards,  he  happened  to  bo 
talking  to  his  gardener,  who  informed 
him  that  he  bad  attended  the  meeting 
at  Aston,  and  had  found  himself  in  the 
midst  of  the  roughs,  and  had  narrowly 
escaped  having  his  head  broken  by  a 
chair.  The  gardener  stated  that,  find- 
ing himself  close  to  a  man  who  appeared 
to  be  one  of  the  ringleaders  of  the  dis- 
turbance, he  said  to  him^^'This  is  a 
disgraceful  thing  that  you  are  doing," 
Tlie  man  replied—*'  It  is,  and  I  have 
had  about  enough  of  it ;  but  I  have  had 
2g.  given  to  me  for  the  job,  and  so  I  am 
obliged  to  do  it."  "  And  he  added — 
**  There  are  70  others  here  who  have  had 
2«.  apif*ce  given  to  them  to  smash  up 
this  meeting."  lCrie%  o/ '*  Name  !  "J 
This  was  a  plain  unvarnished  fact,  which 
told  its  own  tale,  and  he  had  felt  it  his 
duty  to  state  it  to  the  House.  [  LaughUrS\ 
His  informant  was  an  unimaginative 
man,  who  had  been  with  liimfor  several 
years,  and  upon  whose  veracity  he  could 
place  tfie  most  implicit  reliance.  He 
had  also  heard  that  a  fortnight  before 
these  occurrences,  the  Liberals  were 
getting  up  an  organized  opposition  to 
the  meeting,  and  that  Messrs.  Tangyo 
were  at  the  bottom  of  it.  In  conclusion, 
he  thanked  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
for  ventilating  this  subject,  and,  in  sup- 
porting his  Amendment,  he  did  so  be- 
cause he  believed  he  was  thereby  ex- 
pressing the  feeling  of  all  his  neighbours 
who  had  the  good  name  of  the  town  at 
heart,  and  helping  to  prevent  the  recur- 
rence of  what  respectable  men  of  either 
Party  could  not  fail  to  consider  a  scandal 
and  a  disgrace. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  hon. 
Members  opposite  laughed  when  his 
noble  Friend  (Viscount  Newport)  ad- 
duced testimony  to  show  that  individuals 
were  hired  to  break  up  the  meeting, 
[**By  whom  were  they  hired?"]  By 
the  Liberals.  [♦♦No,  no!"]  But  he 
failed  to  see  why  this  testimony  was  of 
le^s  value  than  that  which  had  been  so 
freely  produced  on  the  other  side.  For 
his  part,  he  should  like  to  have  some 
thorough  examination  into  the  value 
of  the  evidence  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  brought  forward  to  hhow  that 
roughs  had  been  hired  by  the  Tories  to 
assault  LiberaU.      The  men  who  had 
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Bworn  that  they  were  hired  by  the  Con- 
servatives swore  to  the  fact  that  they 
were  guilty  of  a  criminal  offence.  He 
should  like  to  know  what  bribe  was 
offered  to  them  to  take  such  an  oath. 
Not,  he  supposed,  a  disinterested  love  of 
virtue.  Yet,  if  the  evidence  was  bought, 
what  was  it  value  ?  He  wished  to  know 
whether  it  was  credible,  as  stated  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the 
roughs  alleged  to  have  been  hired  to 
assault  the  Liberals  at  this  meeting, 
should  have  been  allowed  to  wear  the 
insignia  of  stewards  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  at  the  commencement  of  his 
speech,  had  made  an  elaborate  profes- 
sion of  respect  towards  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Leader  of  the  Conservative 
Party  in  that  House,  and  he  had  told 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  if  he  would 
come  down  to  Birmingham  alone,  he 
(Mr.  Chamberlain)  would  guarantee 
him  a  quiet  meeting ;  yet,  in  the  same 
speech,  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  he  had  no  longer  any  in- 
fluence in  the  councils  of  the  Liberal 
Party  at  Birmingham  which  could  be 
used  to  prevent  them  from  committing 
outrages.  But  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman possessed  sufficient  influence  to 
enable  him  to  guarantee  a  quiet  meet- 
ing to  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  why  had 
he  not  exercised  that  influence  to  pre- 
vent the  outrages  which  had  occurred 
at  Aston  Park  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  he  de- 
nied that  he  had  spoken  of  a  Conserva- 
tive meeting.  What  he  had  said  was, 
that  it  was  impossible  to  guarantee  that 
an  open  meeting  in  Birmingham  would 
not,  in  the  main,  be  Liberal,  but  that 
he  had  such  confidence  in  the  good  feel- 
ing of  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
Birmingham,  that  he  was  sure  that  they 
would  do  their  best  to  secure  a  quiet  and 
orderly  meeting  for  a  politician  so  highly 
respected  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  felt  bound  to 
remark  that  the  respect  professed  for  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  by  the  members  of 
the  Liberal  Party  was  shown  at  Aston  in 
a  very  singular  shape.  But  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  exercise  such  great 
influence  in  Birmingham  as  he  boasted 
— and  his  speech  plainly  showed  that 
that  influence  over  the  populace  was 
so  great  that  he  could  have  a  quiet  meet- 
ing whenever  he  pleased — why  had  he 
not  used  it  to  prevent  the  recent  riots? 
He  would  now  turn  from  the  special 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


controversy  connected  with  the  Birming- 
ham riots,  which,  in  his  opinion,  had 
occupied  far  too  large  a  proportion  of 
the  debate,  to  the  more  general  question 
of  the  Ministerial  language  used  in  the 
Recess.  He  -(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  did 
not  wish  to  dwell  upon  the  attacks  which 
had  been  made  upon  the  private  and 
personal  character  of  Members  of  the 
House  of  Lords  further  than  to  say  that 
so  far  as  he  had  observed  they  consisted 
in  about  equal  measure  of  bad  history, 
bad  logic,  and  bad  taste.  For  his  own 
part,  he  did  not  know  that  the  personal 
character  of  the  Members  of  that  House, 
as  a  whole,  was  much  better  than  that 
of  the  Members  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
Hon.  Members  had,  as  a  rule,  little 
claim  to  distinction  except  such  as 
flowed  from  their  having  secured 
the  favour  of  not  too  fastidious  con- 
stituencies, and  had  obediently  followed 
their  Party  Whips  into  the  Lobby.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  think 
that  he  was  in  no  way  bound  to  con- 
demn what  had  taken  place  in  Birming- 
ham. He  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  wished, 
however,  to  remind  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  in  some  cases  not  to  blame 
was  to  praise,  and  not  to  declare  an  act 
wrong  was  to  allow  it  by  implication 
to  be  right.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  perfectly  well  aware  that  his  speech 
at  Hanley  was  liable  to  be  regarded  as 
an  incitement  to  rioting.  Notwithstand- 
ing that  fact,  however,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  never  uttered  one  word 
in  condemnation  of  the  outrages  which 
had  naturally  resulted  from  his  speech, 
and  which  had  disgraced  his  native 
town.  The  taunt  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  with  regard  to  public  meet- 
ings amounted  to  this— -that  although 
it  was  admitted  that  even  in  Bir- 
mingham there  were  sufficient  Tories 
to  fill  a  public  hall,  the  Tories  were  not 
sufficiently  dexterous  to  fill  a  hall  before 
their  opponents  could  fill  it.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  whose  borough  the 
outrage  had  occurred,  was  bound,  as 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  to  condemn 
it  on  pain  of  being  regarded  as  a  party 
to  it.  Unless  a  Cabinet  Minister,  in  no 
ambiguous  language,  denounced  outrages 
which  were  alleged,  with  every  appear- 
ance of  probability,  to  have  been  the 
outcome  of  his  utterances,  judgment 
must  go  by  default.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  an  impressive  perora- 
tion, had  told  the  House  that  ne  had 
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received  comimmicationa  from  workinj^ 
men  iu  all  parts  of  the  country  wbich 
had  filled  iiiui  with  alarm  ;  and  the  right 
hoH,  Gentleman  added  that  he  knew 
more  about  public  opinion  in  this  coun- 
try than  any  other  Member  in  that 
House,  If  popular  fettling-  was  so  ex- 
cited as  the  right  hoa.  (ientleman  repre- 
sented, what  did  the  Prime  Minister 
think  of  a  Colleague  who  did  hie  best  to 
fan  that  feeling  into  a  dangerous  flame? 
He  wished  to  know  what,  in  such  tir- 
cumstances,  was  the  duty  of  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  ?  Was  it  to  moderate  the 
feelings  of  the  people,  or  to  excite  them? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  used  lan- 
guage which  incited  the  people  to  dis- 
orderly agitation.  He  would  guarantee 
thaf,  if  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  would 
place  hia  case  before  a  lawyer  io  Ire- 
land, he  would  be  told  ihat  if  he  made 
speeches  in  the  Sister  Inland  similar  to 
those  he  had  made  in  this  country, 
he  would  liave  to  sleep  on  a  plank 
bod,  and  live  on  prison  cocoa.  Then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  a 
perfectly  gi'atuitous  attack  on  Lf>rd 
Salisbury.  [Zauphler,^  When  he  said 
gratuitous,  he  meant  an  attack  not  ger- 
mane to  the  question.  He  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  done 
better  to  ask  Lord  Granville  to  deal  with 
Lord  Salisbury  in  a  place  where  the 
latter  could  answer  for  himself.  The 
first  thing  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  complained  of  In  Lord  Salis- 
bury was  a  prophecy  that,  under  certain 
contingencies,  he  (Mr,  Chamberlain) 
would  have  his  head  broken.  But  it 
must  be  recollected  that  Lord  Salis- 
bury's statement  was  made  after  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  threatened  to 
march  to  London  at  the  head  of  100,000 
of  his  fellow -citizens.  Those  who  led 
military  enterprizes  must  expect,  of 
course,  to  undergo  the  chances  of  war ; 
and  ho  had  no  duubt  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  shrink  from 
the  ordeal.  Then  they  were  told 
that  Lord  Salisbury  had  sneered  at 
the  people,  because  he  had  said  that 
many  of  thoso  who  attended  the  demon- 
stration in  Hyde  Park  had  done  so 
merely  to  enjoy  an  outing.  If  the  riglit 
hon.  Gentleman  thought  that  an  incen- 
tive to  outrage,  how  came  ho  to  regard 
the  inflammatory  placard,  to  which  his 
noble  Friend  had  aQuded,  as  a  piece  of 
harmle©3  chaflF?  Again,  it  had  been 
alleged  that  Lord  Salisbury  once  &aid 


that  he  did  not  obsf^rve  any  violent 
signs  of  public  feeling;  but  was 
it  fair  to  interpret  that  as  meaning 
physical  Tiolence?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  trying  to  bring  violent  pres- 
sure on  the  House  of  Ix>rds.  Bid  that 
mean  that  he  was  g'»ing  to  break  Tory 
windows  and  fire  Tory  rickyards  ?  [Mr. 
Gladstone  here  rose  to  express  his  dis- 
sent] He  was  not  referring  to  the 
Prime  Minister  at  all,  but  to  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade.  The  com- 
plaint that  bad  been  made  ap^ain^t  the 
riKht  hon.  Gentleman  waa  not  bawed  on 
Party  grounds,  neither  did  he  (Mr.  A.  J, 
Balfour)  complain  of  the  violence  that 
had  been  used  at  Party  meetings  such 
na  this  at  Aston.  Hia  belief  was  that 
the  Conservative  Party  gained  enor- 
mously by  every  act  of  outrnjje  and 
violence  committed  by  the  opposite  fiide. 
I  Cheers  afid  liiu(fhter.'\  What  they  did 
not  gain  was  the  cause  of  Conatiiutional 
freedom.  More  and  more  questions 
were  being  debated,  not  merely  in  that 
House  or  in  tbe  Pre^s,  but  in  the  very 
presence  of  the  constituencies.  But  if 
the  only  arguments  that  were  to  pass 
i;urrent  there  were  to  consist  of  noise 
and  outrage,  if  the  most  sucoeasful  poli- 
lician  was  to  be  he  who  could  break  up 
most  meetings,  government  by  free  dis- 
cussion would  become  impossible,  and 
our  public  life  would  become  hopelessly 
degraded. 

Sir  Chaales  W,  Bilke  and  Mr,  Jesbb 
Colling 8  rose  together,  when 

Mr.  speaker  called  on 

StR  CHAKLES  W.  DILKE,  who 
said,  that,  in  his  opinion,  his  rigbt  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  had  com- 
pletely crushed  all  vitality  out  of  the 
case  presented  by  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site (Lord  Kandolph  Churchill),  and  that 
the  only  speech  made  sinoe  the  speech 
of  his  right  hoa.  Friend  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain) which  had  contributed  anything 
whatever  towards  the  evidence  in  the 
possession  of  the  House,  was  the  maiden 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr. 
Muntz),  l^Lau^hUr^^  Of  course,  he  did 
not  refer  to  the  senior  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate),  whose 
speeches  thoy  had  often  listened  to  with 
pleasure.  Although  the  speech  to  which 
he  had  referred  was  a  maiden  speech, 
he  feared  he  oould  not  use  the  ordinary 
language  of  commendation  with  regard 
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to  it,  seeing  that  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
during  its  delivery,  had  been  twice  called 
to  Order,  and  ordered  to  withdraw  ex- 

Sressions  contained  in  it.  The  hon. 
[ember  had,  howeyer,  made  a  distinct 
allegation  bearing  on  the  case  before  the 
House.  He  said  he  had  recently  met  a 
leading  Liberal  in  Birmingham,  who 
had  told  him  that  he  had  been  asked  to 
contribute  to  a  fund  collected  for  the 
purpose  of  a  demonstration  by  violence. 
He  had  at  once  been  asked  to  give  the 
name  of  that  gentleman.  The  hon. 
Member,  however,  had  declined  to  give 
the  name,  and  he  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
was  unable  to  treat  that  statement  as 
deserving  of  the  careful  attention  of  the 
House,  unless  the  hon.  Member  were 
willing  to  g^ve  the  name. 

Mb.  p.  a.  MUNTZ  said,  he  had  given 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
the  opportunity  of  moving  for  a  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  these  matters.  In 
fact,  he  challenged  him  now  to  move  for 
one,  when  he  should  be  glad  to  sub- 
stantiate what  he  had  said. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  continu- 
ing, said,  that  the  hon.  Member,  in  the 
course  of  his  observations,  had  endea- 
voured to  connect  his  right  hon.  Friend 
with  these  disturbances  by  accusing  him 
of  entertaining  at  that  time  the  Liberal 
Association  at  dinner  at  his  house. 

Mb.  p.  a.  MUNTZ  said,  he  had  re- 
ferred to  the  dinner  party,  so  as  to  show 
that  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
was  in  Birmingham  at  the  time  and 
knew  of  what  was  taking  place. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
hardly  thought  that  the  House  would 
wish  him  to  pursue  the  question  of  what 
gentlemen  partook  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade's  hospitality.  The 
hon.  Member,  by  way  of  connecting  his 
right  hon.  Friend  with  the  riot,  said  that 
he  was  at  the  time  in  Birmingham. 
But  that  was  no  more  ground  for  con- 
necting the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  with  the  Aston  Grounds  riot  than 
the  fact  that  the  Lord  Mayor  was  at 
the  Mansion  House  made  him  respon- 
sible for  the  violence  at  Liberal  meetings 
at  Chelsea.  The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  produced  another  witness. 
He  said  that  he  had  met  a  Birmingham 
artizan  who  was  a  Liberal,  and  who  ex- 
pressed indignation  at  the  conduct  of  the 
roughs  employed.  The  hon.  Member 
did  not  say  whether  it  was  the  Tory 
roughs ;  but  it  must  have  been,  for  it 
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had  been  shown  that  no  roughs  were 
employed  by  the  Liberal  Party,  and  it 
had  been  conclusively  shown  that  the 
Tory  Party  did  employ  roughs.  The 
hon.  Gentlemen  the  Members  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  and  Hert- 
ford (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  had  argued 
that  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  admitted  his  influence  in  Birming- 
ham when  he  stated  that  he  would  do 
his  best  to  secure  the  right  hon.  Baronel 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  a  quiet  hearing. 
But  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
also  said  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
character  and  the  general  moderation  of 
his  language  entitled  him  to  a  respect- 
ful hearing  from  any  audience.  The 
hon.  Member  said  the  Birmingham 
people  had  shown  their  respect  in  a 
singular  manner.  But  it  must  be 
remembered  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man on  this  occasion  was  not  alone,  and 
when  respectable  men  were  in  bad  com- 
pany, they  sometimes  must  not  express 
surprise  at  what  might  happen  to  them 
on  those  occasions.  He  would  illustrate 
the  difficulty  of  getting  a  quiet  hearing 
for  certain  persons.  On  one  occasion. 
Lord  Salisbury  made  a  speech  in  Chelsea 
— at  Lillie  Bridge.  It  was  a  memorable 
speech.  He  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  his 
Colleague,  and  the  Liberal  Association 
tried  to  obtain  a  perfectly  quiet  hearing 
for  Lord  Salisbury.  He  was  quite  sure 
if  the  noble  Lord  asked  the  Conservative 
candidate  for  Chelsea,  Sir  Algernon 
Borthwick,  he  would  confirm  this. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON :  I  abso- 
lutely contradict  it.  I  was  present  as 
Chairman.  ["Order!"]  I  only  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  contradicting  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman- 
Lord  Salisbury,  throughout  the  whole  of 
his  speech,  was  persistently  interrupted 
by  a  gang  of  Liberals,  led  by  a  gentle- 
man ordinarily  called  a  fugleman.  The 
moment  Lord  Salisbury  had  finished, 
these  interrupters  left  the  meeting. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  the 
observations  of  the  noble  Lord  were  no 
contradiction  of  what  he  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke)  had  said  or  was  going  to  say. 
Though  this  was  the  fate  of  the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury,  he  felt  sure  that  th^ 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
North  Devon  (Sir  Staflford  Northcote) 
would  have  received  a  quiet  hearing. 
But,  in  spite  of  the  efforts  of  the  Liberal 
Leaders,  they  could  not  secure  a  quiet 
hearing  for  the  Marquess  of  Salisbuxy. 
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It  had  been  ^aid  the  BirraiDgham  Li- 
beral AsBociatLoti  was  to  all  intents  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  him- 
§elf.  Now,  hie  right  hon.  Friend  waa 
fat  less  connected  with  the  Liberal  As- 
sociation of  Birmingham  than  he  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  himself  was  con- 
nected with  the  Liberal  Assoriation  of 
his  own  borough.  ['*  Qaeatioo  !  '^]  That 
was  the  question,  Hon,  Gentlemen  op- 
posite did  not  understand  the  working 
of  Representative  Liberal  Associations. 
In  his  own  borough  be  always  attended 
the  meetings  at  which  the  members  of 
the  Council  of  the  Liberal  Association 
were  elected,  and  the)'  were  meetings  to 
which  every  Liberal  in  the  borough 
was  invited  to  come.  At  such  meetings 
the  Council  waa  elected,  and  he  always 
made  it  a  rule  to  be  present.  But  his 
right  hon.  Friend  never  attended  the 
meetings  of  a  similar  description  which 
were  held  in  Birmingham.  He  could 
assure  the  House  that  he  had  on  several 
occasions  tried  to  exercise  some  control 
in  his  own  Association  with  regard  to 
such  matters  as  meetings ;  but  he  had 
long  since  given  up  the  attempt,  because 
Associations  of  this  kind,  openly  and 
freely  elected,  resented  such  interference, 
on  the  ground  that  they  were  accus- 
tomed and  oompetent  to  conduct  their 
own  affairs.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  went  on  to 
censure  his  right  hon.  Friend  for  having 
made  a  gratuitous  attai  k  upon  the  Mar> 
quess  of  Salisbury.  He  wished  to  tell 
the  hon.  Member  that,  in  his  opinion, 
there  was  no  snvh  thing  as  a  gratui- 
tous attack  on  the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury, because  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury^ 
by  his  extraordinary  violence  of  lan- 
guage,  invited  all  the  attacks  which  he 
had  received.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  began  his  speech  that  even- 
ing by  making  his  main  point  hang  on 
the  speech  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
made  on  the  Bank  Holiday  in  August  in 
Birmingham.  That  speech  waa  itself  a 
reply  called  forth  by  the  previous  speech 
of  the  Marquess  of  iSalifebury.  In  his 
speech  at  Lillie  Bridge,  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  used  these  words — '*  There  is 
no  great  and  violent  public  pressure." 
His  right  hon.  Friend  gave  a  temperate 
warning  to  the  Hous^of  Lords*,  founded 
on  that  sentence  of  !ho  MarqucBs  of 
Salisbury,  and  in  reply  to  the  t»tatcmt'nt 
that  there  was  no  evidence  of  ''great 


and  violent  public  presaiire,'*  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  North  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  J,  Lowther)  also  referred  to  that 
speech,  and  his  explanation  of  the 
phrase  **  horde  of  ruffians"  scarcely 
made  the  matter  one  bit  better,  but 
rather,  as  it  seemed  to  him,  a  great  deal 
worse.  The  noble  Viscount  the  Mem* 
ber  for  North  Shropshire  (Viscount 
Newport)  had  stated  that,  in  the  know- 
ledge of  his  gardener,  70  roughs  had 
been  employed  on  the  Liberal  side  at 
the  meeting  at  Birmingham,  It  was 
desirable,  however,  to  have  other  evi- 
dence than  merely  second-hand  state- 
ments of  that  kind.  It  would  be  much 
more  satisfactory  to  have  some  of  those 
persona  produced,  or,  at  least,  their 
names  given  up.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  had  had  a  long  time  to  get 
up  his  case,  and  was  it  not  likely  that 
some  evidence  in  support  of  it  would 
have  been  forthcoming  if  it  oould  have 
been  produced?  He  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke)  was  Chairman  of  the  meeting  at 
Kensington  in  May  last,  which  waa  dis- 
turbed by  hired  Conservative  roughe, 
[*'Name!**]  That  was  exactly  what 
he  was  asking  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
to  do.  His  Colleague  had  already  stated 
that  evening  the  names  of  the  persona 
and  the  name  of  the  Association  by 
whom  the  roughs  were  paid.  They 
were  told  that  some  day  or  other  the 
names  of  these  persons  would  be  pro- 
duced ;  but  a  long  time  had  elapsed, 
and  the  matter  had  been  referred  to 
over  and  over  again  at  Question  time. 
The  noble  Lord  had  now  had  a  long 
time  to  get  up  hia  ease,  and  the  attack 
had  at  length  been  made  that  night.  It 
had,  howf^ver,  entirely  failed ;  it  had 
more  than  failed;  it  had  proved  to  be  an 
absurd  fiasco,  and  the  House  was  now 
promised  that  some  day  or  other  evi- 
dence would  be  produced  which  ought 
to  have  been  there  that  night.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr,  A.  J. 
Balfour)  said  that  what  had  occurred  at 
Birmingham  was  only  a  small  part  of 
the  question.  But  it  waa  a  very  large 
part  of  the  question  a  faw  days  ago. 
By  antittipntion  they  had  been  been  told 
that  it  was  the  whole  question  to  be  dis- 
cussed that  evening;  but  now  it  waa 
said  to  be  only  a  ^^miiU  part  of  the  mat- 
ter. In  the  opinion  of  the  Liberal  Mem- 
bers it  was  a  small  part  of  the  matter 
in  one  aense  of  those  words^  because 
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the  action  of  hired  persons  to  break 
up  those  meetings,  which  had  been 
conclusively  proved  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  to  have  come  from  the  other 
side,  was  part  of  a  system  which 
had  prevailed  throughout  the  coun- 
try, and  which  could  not  be  too  soon 
or  too  conclusively  proved  to  exist,  in 
order  that  it  might  cease  to  exist  for 
the  future.  It  was  essential  that  this 
should  be  so,  if  the  free  rights  of  public 
meetings  were  to  continue  to  exist  in 
this  country.  It  was  the  Liberals  who 
would  be  most  affected,  because  they 
were  always  able  to  bring  together  the 
largest  number  of  persons  at  their  meet- 
ings. [**No!"]  That  was  a  fact  so 
well  known  that  it  could  not  be  disputed, 
and  they  were  therefore  most  interested 
in  observing  the  free  right  of  public 
meeting.  Liberals  had  had  evidence, 
over  and  over  again,  of  the  hiring  of 
persons  to  attend  meetings,  and  this 
was  a  practice  absolutely  tending  to  the 
destruction  of  the  freedom  of  public 
meeting.  On  this  occasion,  when  it  had 
been  brought  against  Liberals  as  a 
charge,  that  charge  had  broken  down, 
and  not  a  single  case  had  been  proved 
against  them.  On  the  contrary,  the 
charge  had  recoiled  against  those  who 
made  it.  He  had  nothing  more  to  say 
on  this  occasion  except  that  he,  for  one, 
was  glad  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
brought  this  matter  before  the  notice 
of  the  House.  He  should  be  disposed 
to  doubt  whether  the  noble  Lord  was 
quite  as  glad  as  he  professed  to  be.  No 
doubt,  the  noble  Lord  had  been  pleased 
with  his  speech ;  but  he  certainly  seemed 
much  less  pleased  while  listening  to  the 
reply  of  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  At  all  events,  they  on  that 
(the  Ministerial)  side  of  the  House  had 
no  reason  to  complain  of,  or  to  be  dis- 
satisfied with,  the  manner  in  which  the 
matter  had  been  gtme  into  that  night ; 
and  if  the  Motion  were  pressed  to  a 
Division,  he  could  not  but  think  the 
House  would,  by  a  large  majority,  vin- 
dicate the  course  which  had  been  taken 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  and  the  Go- 
Yernment. 

Sir  HARDINGE  GIFFARD  said,  he 
wished  to  apologize  to  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  for  the  interruption 
he  had  made  in  the  course  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech;  but  he  had 
thought  it  important  that  the  House 
should  ascertain  the  nature  of  the  doou- 
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ments  he  was  referring  to.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  described  them  as 
depositions,  and  to  his  (Sir  Hardinge 
Giffard's)  great  surprise  had  read  the 
names  of  the  Commissioners  appended 
to  them.  They  had  evidently  been 
drawn  up  by  a  lawyer,  from  the  phrases 
used  in  them,  and  they  must  have  been 
drawn  up  in  such  a  form  deliberately, 
so  that  the  persons  making  the  state- 
ments would  be  responsible  to  no  tri- 
bunal for  the  truth  of  what  the  docu- 
ments contained. 

An  hon.  Member  :  They  were  sworn. 

Sir  hardinge  GIFFARD  said,  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  would 
forgive  him  for  saying  that  he,  at  any 
rate,  had  not  undergone  that  over-pres- 
sure on  the  brain  which  was  alleged  to 
take  place  in  some  of  the  elementary 
schools. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  is  labouring  under  a 
misapprehension.  I  did  not  make  a  re- 
mark  at  ail 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN:  The  docu- 
ments were  sworn. 

Sir  hardinge  GIFFARD  said,  he 
was  afraid  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  know  what  the  meaning  of  swearing 
in  a  judicial  proceeding  was. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  remarked,  that 

Eossibly  he  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
bntleman  were  not  talking  about  the 
same  thing.  He  did  not  pretend  to  have 
the  same  technical  knowledge  in  these 
matters  as  was  possessed  bv  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.  All  that  he 
had  meant  to  assert  was  that  the  docu- 
ments were  sworn  in  the  ordinary  way 
on  a  Testament.  He  did  not  know 
whether  there  was  any  other  way  of 
swearing. 

Sir  hardinge  GIFFARD  said,  that 
the  person  who  drew  up  the  documents 
must  have  been  a  lawyer,  and  he  had  evi- 
dently drawn  them  up  with  the  delibe- 
rate knowledge  that  if  the  witness  made 
a  statutory  declaration  before  a  magis- 
trate not  on  oath,  he  would  be  liable  to 
prosecution  if  his  declaration  was  false ; 
but  if  he  went  through  the  form  of  taking 
what  was  called  a  voluntary  oath,  he 
would  be  liable  to  no  tribunal,  even  if 
he  stated  what  was  false.  After  having 
gone  through  the  form  of  kissing  the 
Testament  and  taking  what  was  called 
an  oath,  these  persons  had    shielded 
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themfelves  from  any  responsibility  at 
all.  It  was  for  that  reason  that  he 
had  anked  the  right  hon  Gentleman, 
across  the  Tahle,  in  what  procpedinge 
those  documents  were  sworn.  He  did 
not  accuso  the  rig^ht  hon.  Gentleman  of 
being  a  party  to  the  transaction,  be- 
cause it  was  obviously  devised  by  some- 
one familiar  with  legal  matters,  and 
with  the  deliberate  intention  of  not 
making  the  persons  who  made  the  so- 
called  depositions  as  responsible  if  they 
were  made  in  one  form  as  they  would 
have  been  if  they  had  been  made  in 
another.  He  was  extremely  surprised 
that  any  Commissioner,  authorized  to 
administer  oaths  in  legal  matters,  should 
have  condescended  to  sucli  a  proceeding 
as  to  allow  such  an  oath  to  be  taken, 
and  he  said  that  as  the  foundation  fur 
another  observation  he  desired  to  make. 
These  oaths,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man termed  them^  had  been  taken  on 
the  27th,  28th,  and  29th  of  the  pre* 
sent  month.  The  statements,  as  he 
underitoful,  Fhich  they  were  meant  to 
support  were  made  before  any  of  the 
depositions  were  made,  and  he  wanted 
to  know  when,  where,  how,  and  under 
what  circumstances  they  were  obtained  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself,  he 
dared  say,  could  not  answer  the  quts- 
tion ;  but  he  should  like  to  know  if  he 
had  any  information  on  the  subject.  He 
should  like  very  much  to  know  from 
whose  hands  they  came,  and  he  was 
sorry  that  the  hon.  M! ember  for  Ipswich 
(Mr.  Jesse  Colling9)had  not  been  allowed 
to  give  his  explanation  of  the  circum- 
stance, so  as  to  show  from  whose  hands 
they  came.  One  observation  arose  at 
once.  There  was  a  suspicious  identity 
of  language  about  them.  They  were 
now  produced  for  the  first  time ;  they 
were  applicable  to  persons  who,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  truly  said,  were 
named  in  them;  but  not  one  of  these 
persons  had  had  the  opportunity  of 
knowing  the  accusation  against  him,  and 
they  were  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  House  at  such  an  hour  of  the  even- 
ing that  even  communication  by  tele- 
graph with  the  persons  whose  conduct  was 
impugned  wasall  but  impossible.  Taking 
them  as  they  were,  they  purported  to 
come  from  persons  who  professed  to 
have  been  in  the  employment  of  the  Tory 
Party  for  years  for  the  purpose  of  break- 
ing up  meetings ;  and  for  some  induce- 
ment or  another  which  did  not  appear — 


he  supposed  by  pressure  of  conscience — 
they  now  came  forward  to  confess  that 
they  had  been  guilty  of  these  evil  prac- 
tices for  some  years  past,  and  that  on  the 
occasion  in  question  they  did  all  they 
could — to  do  what?  The  statement  was 
a  very  remarkable  one.  He  observed 
that  there  was  a  delightful  vagueness 
about  tho  phraseology.  They  were  to 
go  with  the  Conservative  Party,  In 
what  respect  ?  To  tear  off  the  badges  of 
the  Liberal  Party,  which »  by  some  hypo- 
thesis, they  knew  the  Liberal  Party 
were  going  to  wear  on  entering  the 
meeting ;  and  then  what  were  they 
to  do  ?  They  were  to  get  upon  the  plat- 
form, and»  with  chairs  and  other  instru- 
ments, were  to  endeavour  to  prevent 
gentlemen  from  storming  the  platform. 
Was  it  knoT^Ti  beforehand  that  the 
platfonn  was  to  be  stormed?  And 
that  was  what  they  appeared  to  have 
been  doing.  Ho  would  like  to  ask 
one  or  two  questions  of  the  persons  who 
made  these  voluntary  oaths  for  which 
they  were  not  responsible.  He  confessed 
that  he  should  not  have  thought  the 
matter  of  so  much  importance  in  itself 
ii  it  had  not  been  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  who  had  just  ad- 
dressed the  House,  had  described  these 
statements  as  conclusive  proofs  that  the 
Conservatives  were  the  people  wlio  or- 
ganized all  these  riotous  interruptions. 
It  was  rather  remarkable  that  none  of 
these  persons  professed  to  have  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  ktiocking  down  of 
the  wall  through  which  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  said  15,000  Liberals 
had  poured.  He  said  they  had  puUed 
off  the  coping  of  a  wall,  forsooth  !— a  wall 
nine  feet  high — together  with  a  substan- 
tial breach  in  it,  which  was  likely  to  cost 
the  ratepayers  £  1 25  for  the  damage  done. 
What  had  that  to  do  with  these  conclu- 
sive depositions  ?  None  of  these  persons 
professed  to  have  had  anything  to  do  with 
that  part  of  the  transaction.  It  seemed 
that  these  injured  Liberals  were  so  dis- 
tressed by  the  conduct  of  the  hired 
ruffians  that  they  found  it  necessary  to 
**  take  a  little  of  the  coping  off,"  and  to 
moke  a  breach  in  the  walX  That  was 
the  tone  in  which  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  thought  it  right  to  speak  of  an 
invasion  of  that  sort.  But  if  15,000 
men  entered  the  grounds  as  a  counter- 
demonstration,  it  was  not  surprising  that 
such    a    riot     should    have     occurred, 
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Though  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
told  them  something  about  his  being 
in  Birmingham  for  three  or  four  days 
while  the  right  hon.  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  was  there, 
there  was  one  point  to  which  he  had 
made  no  reference,  although  it  was  re- 
ferred to  by  the  noble  Lord.  If  there 
was  to  be  such  a  meeting  calculated  to 
create  animosity  o^ing  to  the  false  pre- 
tences which  it  wa3  said  the  Conserva- 
tives were  about  to  put  before  the  doun- 
fcry,  and  if  there  was  to  be  a  counter- 
demonstration  of  15,000  people,  such  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  described, 
separated  only  from  the  other  meeting 
by  a  wall  which  could  be  knocked  down 
by  a  ladder  put  against  it,  and  which 
was,  of  course,  accidentally  fixed  there, 
had  it  never  occurred  to  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  that  a  col- 
lision might  take  place  between  two 
opposite  parties  so  brought  together  and 
so  hostile  to  each  other  r  But  if  it  had 
occurred  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  tliis  might  happen — and  it  was  part 
of  the  case  of  his  noble  Friend — there 
was  another  thing  to  which  he  had  made 
no  reference,  nor  had  he  said  anything 
about.  Had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
done  nothing  between  the  Saturday 
morning  when  he  saw  the  counter-de- 
monstration announced  and  the  Monday 
night?  Would  any  man  of  common 
sense,  knowing  the  hostile  spirit  which 
existed  at  that  time  in  different  parts  of 
Birmingham  and  elsewhere,  deliberately 
say  now  that  it  was  a  safe  experiment  to 
bring  16,000  angry  men,  excited  by  an 
alleged  fraud  upon  the  public,  within 
sight  of  the  other  meeting  ?  Was  there 
nothing  that  could  have  been  done? 
Did  no  one  take  sufficient  interest  in  the 
transaction  ?  He  thought  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  greatly  undervalued  his 
influence  in  Birmingham.  He  might 
have  said — "We  will  expose  the  fraud, 
but  do  not  go  too  near  the  meeting,  be- 
cause there  is  sure  to  be  a  breach  of  the 
the  peace."  The  Government  of  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  Member 
had  exhibited  from  time  to  time  its  be- 
lief in  that  common-sense  view  in  regard 
to  Ireland  by  prohibiting  the  holding  of 
counter-meetings,  and  refusing  to  allow 
one  demonstration  to  be  brought  in  close 
proximity  to  another.  He  thought 
that  the  case  made  out  by  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  been  broken  down,  and 
had  not  been  answered   by   voluntary 
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depositions,  which  had  never  been  sub* 
jected  to  any  test  at  all,  and  which  the 
persons  incriminated  had  had  no  oppor- 
tunity of  replying  to.  He  could  not 
help  thinking  that  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Lord  went  upon  more  important 
grounds,  and  might,  perhaps,  include 
others  beside  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade.  It  appeared  to  him,  from  the 
language  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  of  others,  that  it  was  possible,  by 
subterfuge  and  innuendo,  to  suggest 
violence  and  outrage,  and  yet  not  di- 
rectly to  recommend  it.  If  anyone  were 
to  tell  a  large  multitude  of  excited  people 
that  they  were  being  kept  out  of  their 
rights  by  irresponsible  and  unworthy 
persons,  that  those  persons  were  actuated 
by  unworthy  motives,  and  that  the  only 
way  in  which  they  could  obtain  their 
rights  was  to  exhibit  the  courage  which 
their  ancestors  had  possessed  in  order  to 
sweep  away  all  puny  obstacles,  it  might 
be  ingenious,  but  what  would  the  mul- 
titude suppose  he  meant?  With  re- 
ference to  the  Marquess  of  Sa}}sbury, 
one  expedient  by  which  violence  and 
outrage  might  be  suggested  was  to  mis- 
represent what  he  had  said.  What  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  had  said  had 
been  over  and  over  again  misrepresented 
before  public  meetings ;  and  if  he  were 
permitted,  he  would  read  what  it  was 
that  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  really 
did  say.  What  the  noble  Marquess  said 
was  this — 

'<  We  know  that  there  are  plenty  of  Radicals 
in  this  country ;  and  if  it  pleases  them  to  walk 
up  and  down  the  roads,  and  spend  their  Sundays 
in  the  Parks,  and  to  do  other  things,  idoL 
which  they  may  derive  wholesome  exercise,  and 
exhibit  themselves  in  the  open  air,  we  know 
that  that  gives  no  indication  whatever  of  tiie 
real  opinion  of  the  majority  of  theconitituencies, 
which  is  the  only  opinion  for  which  we  care,  and 
by  which  we  are  bound." — (3  Hansardf  [290) 
p.  468.) 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN:  Hear,  hear! 

Sib  HARDINGE  GIFFARD  :  Yes, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  ''Hear, 
hear !  "  But  was  that  the  mode  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  repre- 
sented the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  to  the 
country?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
by  way  of  explanation,  not  by  exact 
quotation  of  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury's 
words,  but  by  a  sort  of  innuendo— by 
expansion  of  what  he  choose  to  consider 
to  haTO  been  in  the  noble  Marquess's 
mind — had  attributed  to  him  what,  in 
fact,  he  did  not  say — ^that  he  did  notbe^ 
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lievd  in  any  public  feeling  unkss  it  was 
accompanied  by  violence  and  outrage. 
The  Marquess  ol  Salisbury  never  eaid 
anything;  of  the  sort.  He  defied  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  quote  a  word 
from  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  by 
which  that  accusation  could  be  sup- 
ported. But  those  observations  had 
been  repeated  here  in  a  perfectly  un- 
qualified sense  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  a  Colleague  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  A  noble  Karl  had,  in- 
deed, given  a  warning,  predicting 
to  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  how 
his  words  would  be  regarded^  For  his 
own  part,  he  agreed  that  the  distinc- 
tion between  a  warning  and  a  tlireat, 
made  under  certain  circumstances,  was 
small.     The   noble  Earl  to  whom 


very 


-said, 


he  referred— the  Earl  of  Derby 
on  the  8th  of  July — 

**  No  one  who  has  heard  or  read  the  debate 
her*  will  be  likely  to  suppose  that  you  object  to 
the  extended  fraarhise  ;  but  do  you  suppose 
that  the  classes  who  have  power — the  present 
electors,  or  those  who  are  to  he  electors— read 
longr  debates  F  Not  they.  If  anybody  tells 
them  that  the  Opposition  Leaders  havo  said  they 
wore  not  fit  to  bo  trusted  with  a  vote,  they  will 
■wallow  it  to  a  man-" — (3  Hanaard^  [*9o]  p-  391.) 

He  did  not  suppose  the  noble  Earl  who 
used  that  phrase  would  imagine  that 
his  own  Colleague  would  be  the  first 
to  act  upon  the  hint.  Who  was  it 
who,  at  meeting  after  meeting,  and 
ia  speech  after  speech,  had  attributed 
to  the  House  of  Lords  a  desire  to 
withhold  the  franchise  from  those  who 
were  not  in  the  possession  of  it  now? 
Of  course,  the  Government  must  not  ask 
the  concurrence  of  the  Earl  of  Derby  in 
those  statements,  in  regard  to  which  the 
noble  Karl  told  them  that  no  one  who  bad 
listened  to  or  read  the  debates  could  be 
misled, ^but  the  class  who  were  to  exer- 
cise the  power  would  swallow  them 
to  a  man.  The  right  hon.  G^entleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
was  very  angry  and  indignant  at 
the  different  interpretation  which  his 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Wood- 
atook  (Lord  Randolph'  Churchill)  had 
placed  upon  his  Welsh  speech  from 
that  which  he  had  meant;  but  what 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  by 
that  speech  ?  What  did  he  mean  by 
asking  his  audience  what  they  would  do 
if  orderly  meetings  did  not  prevail  with 
the  House  of  Lords  ?  What  was  the 
intended  antithesis  to  orderly  meetings  ? 
How  wore  his  auditorn  to  act?    How 


didthF>  right  hon.  Gentleman  suggest  that 
his  Welsh  audience  were  to  turn  out 
the  House  of  Lords  ?  What  was  in  hie 
mind  ?  What  did  he  intend  his  audienoo 
to  understand  ?  When  he  said^  as 
others  had  said,  **turn  them  out/'  did 
he  mean  by  due  course  of  law — by 
orderly  legislation^  to  which  the  House  of 
Lords  itfeeif  would  consent  ?  He  had  not 
said  so  to-night  Had  that  observation 
been  made  by  a  private  person,  it  would 
have  been  an  improper  one^  and.  if  used 
in  Ireland^  it  would  have  subjected  the 
speaker  to  prosecution  for  sedition ;  but 
the  cardinal  importance  of  the  person 
who  made  the  observation  must  not  bo 
overlooked.  It  was  made  by  a  Cabinet 
Minister  invested  with  the  Executive 
government  of  the  country,  who  went 
about  the  country  using  language  which 
99  out  of  every  100  persons  would  under- 
stand to  mean  thia — **  We^  the  House  of 
Commons,  have  determined  upon  a  cer- 
tain measure,  and  if  you,  the  House  of 
Lords,  do  not  acquiesce,  you  wUl  be  ex- 
tinguished as  a  branch  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, and  by  force  , if  necessary."  [i/i>tt*- 
ii^rial  chesr*.^  He  quite  understood  the 
cheer  from  that  quarter,  Hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  opposite  made  no 
concealment  of  their  views;  they  spoke 
iu  plain  language;  but  the  language  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  plain, 
and  what  he  complained  of  in  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech  was  that  he 
did  not  speak  in  plain  language.  He 
spoke  up  to  the  point  of  how  it  was  to 
be  done,  and  then  he  left  an  excited 
audience  to  fill  up  the  blank  for  them- 
selves as  to  how  they  were  to  get  rid  of 
tho  House  of  Lords.  Instead  of  appeal- 
ing to  the  constituencies,  which  was 
what  the  Conservative  side  had  always 
demanded,  he  appealed  to  violent  mobs, 
and  made  threats  of  violence,  more  or 
less  veiled  by  specious  phrases  and 
innuendoeSi  to  the  effect  that  the 
House  of  Lords  was  to  be  stamped 
out  of  existence'lif  they  would  not  sub- 
mit to  the  dictation  of  an  imperious 
Minister. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  HUNTLY  MCCARTHY 
expressed  his  approval  of  a  very  large 
portion  of  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill).  The  noble  Lord  had 
made  some  remarks  on  the  parallel  to  be 
drawn  between  the  utterances  of  the 
President  of  tho  Board  of  Trade  and 
some  of  those  of  the  Irish  Leaders.    No 
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Bpeecbes  of  Irish  Members  had  been 
more  open  to  accusations  of  violence  or 
of  inciting?  to  violence  than  those  of 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade ; 
and  yet  hon.  Members  who  sat  on 
that  side  of  the  House  had  been  con- 
demned to  a  plank  bed,  and  to  all  the 
ignominy  and  suffering  which  the  Liberal 
Government  could  subject  them  to. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell),  the  Leader  of  the  Irish 
Party,  for  replying  to  an  exceedingly 
violent  and  unjust  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  had  been  condemned  to  a  long 
term  of  imprisonment.  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  the  opening 
part  of  his  speech,  had  complained  of 
the  unfairness  of  holding  a  speaker  re- 
sponsible for  any  crimes  which  might 
have  been  committed  because  he  did  not 
at  once  deny  the  allegations  which  had 
been  made  against  him.  The  Irish 
Members  knew  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  bad  been  attacked 
over  and  over  again,  because  he  would 
not  reply  to  the  accusations  that  were 
made  against  him  by  unscrupulous  and 
mendacious  men — because  he  did  not 
incessantly  get  up  in  that  House  and 
say  that  he  was  not  in  sympathy  with 
murderers  or  with  assassins.  It  was 
historically  evident  that  the  Liberal 
Party  were  willing  to  avail  themselves 
of  violence  if  they  thought  that  by  so 
doing  they  could  further  their  views.  It 
was  well  known  that  at  the  time  of  the 
Beform  Bill  of  1832  many  of  the  Whig 
Leaders  were  ready  to  proceed  to  violence 
in  order  to  accomplish  their  views,  and 
endeavoured  to  induce  Sir  Charles  Na- 

£ier  to  lend  them  the  support  of  arms. 
1  1866  the  Kefonh  measure  was  ma- 
terially aided  by  violence.  It  was  the 
violence  which  broke  down  the  Park 
railings  that  eventually  carried  the  Bill ; 
and  who  was  the  leader  and  instigator 
of  that  violence?  It  was  a  gentleman 
named  Edmond  Beales;  and  when  the 
Liberal  Party  came  into  Office  how  did 
they  treat  that  instigator  of  violence? 
j3o  anxious  were  they  to  reward  him 
that  they  made  this  veiled  revolutionary 
a  County  Court  Judge.  As  a  rule,  the 
Irish  Members  took  little  more  interest 
in  the  controversies  between  the  two 
great  Parties  of  the  House  than  in  the 
struggle  of  the  Guelphs  and  the  Ghibel- 
lines ;  but,  in  this  case,  Irish  interests  were 
distinctly  touched.  If  it  were  a  breach 
of  the  law  for  an  Irish    Member    to 
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deliver  a  speech  which  could  be  twisted 
into  a  violent  interpretation — and  many 
inoffensive  speeches  had  thus  been  con- 
strued into  breaches  of  the  law — it 
ought  to  be  a  breach  of  the  law  for  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  make 
a  speech  which  could  equally  be  con- 
strued into  an  incitement  to  acts  of 
violence.  On  these  grounds  he  should 
have  great  pleasure,  if  the  noble  Lord 
went  to  a  Division,  in  following  him 
into  the  Lobby. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  he 
would  detain  the  House  for  a  very  short 
time ;  but  his  own  Colleague  (Mr.  P.  A. 
Muntz)  had  been  honoured  by  the  ap- 
proval of  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  who  said  that  he 
had  stated  more  facts  in  support  of  the 
present  Motion  than  anybody  until  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Launceston 
(Sir  Hardinge  Giffard)  addressed  the 
House.  The  reason  why  there  was  a 
difficulty  in  producing  evidence  in  re- 
gard to  the  disturbance  at  Aston  was 
owing  to  the  fact  that  this  disturbance 
had  been  managed  and  organized  by 
the  Caucus.  The  Caucus  was  essentially 
a  secret  Society,  and  yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  acknowledged  that  he  con- 
tinued to  be  a  subscriber  to,  and  intended 
to  remain  a  member  of,  that  Caucus. 
He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  was  quite  certain 
that  much  of  the  obedience  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  House  to  the  dictation  of 
their  Whips  was  caused  by  their  con- 
sciousness that  this  Caucus  organization 
was  widely  spread  throughout  the  coun- 
try. Last  Session  he  had  brought  before 
the  House  the  measures  which  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  had  passed 
to  prevent  this  coercion  of  political 
liberty.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  sat 
opposite  to  him  on  that  occasion.  He 
challenged  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
contradict  the  facts  he  had  then  adduced, 
and  what  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
do?  He  got  up  from  his  place  and 
walked  out  of  the  House.  He  did  not 
attempt  to  show  that  the  Caucus,  which 
he  had  imported  from  America,  and  of 
which  he  was  still  a  member,  differed  in 
any  degree  from  the  Caucus  which  the 
CoDgress  of  the  United  States  had  been 
obliged  to  coerce.  Not  one  word  did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say.  The 
same  difficulties  which  the  Americana 
had  experienced  existed  in  this  case; 
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and  if  his  (Mr,  Newdegftte^a)  own  Col- 
league had  refrained  from  giving  the 
names  of  those  who  had  aupplied  him 
with  information,  it  was  only  hecauee 
he  knew  that  a  system  of  intimidation 
was  praotised  by  the  Birmingham  Caucus 
— ^that  abominable  importation  from  the 
United  States,  lie  had  already  shown 
that  night  that  he  would  attribute  to  no 
man  an  action  that  was  criminal  in 
itself^  such  as  being  present  at  an  illegal 
riot ;  but  he  would  say  this  of  Mr. 
Tangye — that  he  was  a  subordinate  of 
the  Caucus,  and  that  he  dismissed  a 
large  number  of  his  workmen  from  their 
work,  in  order  that  they  might  attend 
the  counter  -  demonstration  at  Aston. 
They  marched  out  from  Soho,  in  South 
8taflbrd^hire»  to  Hmethwick,  aUo  in 
South  ^tatlbrdshire,  through  the  adjoin- 
ing borough  of  Birmingham,  and  went 
straight  to  the  counter- demonstration 
which  was  in  Aston,  that  is  in  North 
Warwickshire.  They  were  the  men 
who  principally  took  an  actiye  part 
in  breaking  down  the  walL  He  was 
prepared  to  prove  that  they  broke  it 
down  to  the  very  ground,  and  admitted 
15,000  men  to  the  Conservative  meet- 
ing. Instantly  upon  their  arrival  the 
disturbance  broke  out;  instantly  upon 
the  arrival  of  those  men  violence  was 
resorted  to.  He  had  known  something 
of  Warwickshire  and  Birmingham  for 
more  than  40  years,  and  he  had  told 
his  friends  that  before  the  meeting  was 
held  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  was  to  address — the 
meeting  at  Aston — they  ought  to  be  pre- 
pared for  a  disturbance,  which  might 
break  out  or  break  in.  Ho  had  told  them 
that  they  were  too  slow  in  their  pre- 
parations, and  he  was  afraid  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodsttick  (Lord 
Handolph  Churchill)  was  now  somewhat 
too  precipitate  in  the  course  he  had 
taken.  If  ho  had  waited  a  little  longer, 
and  had  taken  a  little  more  time,  he 
would  have  been  able  to  collect  more 
evidence  in  support  of  his  contention. 
Opinions  had  been  expressed  in  favour 
of  appealing  to  the  Law  Courts  in  re- 
spect of  these  outrages.  He  (Mr.  New- 
degate)  was  sorry  to  say  that  the  Caucus 
organization  was  not  confined  to  Bir- 
mingham; its  effects  extended  to  that 
House,  and  he  hoped  that  the  majority 
of  the  House  would  rebel  against  the 
tyraany  of  th^  Caucus,  as  the  majority 


of  the  Congress  of  the  United   States 
had  rebelled  against  it. 

Sia  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  It 
is  not  my  intention,  at  this  late  hour,  to 
detain  the  House  at  any  length ;  but  I 
think,  under  the  particular  circumstances 
in  which  1  stand,  that  it  is  my  duty  to 
say  a  very  few  words  upon  the  subject 
of  this  Amendment,  I  say  them  chiefly 
because,  haviog  myself  been  present, 
and  having  taken  part  in  the  meeting  to 
which  reference  has  been  made,  I  am 
able  to  state,  of  mj  own  knowledge, 
some  things  which  may,  perhaps,  have 
a  bearing  upon  the  question  which  has 
been  raised .  My  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  has  brought  before 
the  notice  of  the  House  the  question 
whether  the  language  used  by,  and  the 
actions  of,  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  have  not  been  such  as  to  have 
conduced  to  the  disturbances  which  took 
place  at  the  Aston  meeting  ?  In  reply  to 
my  noble  Friend's  speech,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  made  this  answer — that 
he  was  not  connected,  in  the  first  place, 
with  anything  that  took  place  at  Aston. 
But,  beyond  that,  he  challenges  an  an- 
swer to  the  question  whether  there  was 
any  disturbance  at  all  on  the  part  of  the 
Liberals  who  attended  that  meeting? 
He  tells  us  that  there  was  nothing  pre- 
meditated ;  that  there  was  nothing  or- 
ganized ;  and  that  it  was  entirely  owing 
to  the  stupid  management  of«  and  the 
intolerable  provocation  given  by,  the 
Conservative  Leaders  and  the  managers 
of  the  assembly,  that  the  Liberals  were 
obliged,  in  self-defence,  to  take  certain 
steps,  and  he  brings  forward  a  number 
of  statements  which  are  vouched  by  de- 
positions which  he  has  read,  and  ujion 
which  my  hon,  and  learned  Friend  (Sir 
Hardinge  Giffard)  has  commented,  to 
show  that  a  certain  number  of  persons 
on  the  Conservative  side  acted  in  a  cer- 
tain way.  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
general  question  as  to  who  gave  the 
provocation,  it  is  a  very  unintelligible 
theory  to  maintain  that  the  provocation 
was  given,  not  by  those  who  attacked, 
but  by  those  who  were  attacked.  The 
Conservatives  had  organized  a  meeting; 
they  had  taken  steps  to  obtain  a  place 
for  that  meeting,  and  they  had  not 
without  some  dif^culty  found  a  place. 
At  all  events,  difficulties  were  thrown  in 
the  way  of  their  obtaining  the  Town 
Hall,  in  which  they  wished  to  hold  the 
meeting,  and  where  it  would  have  been 
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more  oonyenient  to  hold  it.  >  They  suc- 
ceeded in  obtaining  the  Asfon  Grounds, 
and  they  had  stated  that  they  would  be 
ready  to  dispose  of  a  certain  number  of 
tickets  to  Liberals  who  might  wish  to 
attend  the  meeting.  But  the  meeting 
was  purely  a  Oonservative  meeting.  It 
was  intended  to  be  a  Conservative  meet- 
ing. It  was  intended  to  bring  together 
at  a  convenient  centre  large  bodies  of 
Oonservatives  to  hear  what  was  to  be 
said  on  the  questions  at  issue,  and  that 
they  might  express  their  opinions  them- 
selves. For  these  meetings  provision 
was  made  for  distributing  a  certain 
number  of  tickets  among  others  than 
Conservatives,  but,  of  course,  taking 
care  that  such  a  number  should  not  be 
issued  as  would  deprive  Conservatives 
of  all  right  of  admission  to  their  own 
meeting.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
took  upon  himself  to  say  that  there  was 
no  organization  on  the  part  of  the  Libe- 
rals and  no  forging  of  tickets,  and  that 
the  provocation  came  from  the  Conser- 
vatives. The  theory  upon  which  my 
noble  Friend  proceeds,  and  upon  which 
we  all  proceed,  is  that  the  provocation 
was  given  by  the  Liberals,  who,  having 
obtained  a  certain  number  of  tickets, 
went  themselves  and  forged  a  large  num- 
ber more,  and  by  means  of  those  forged 
tickets  obtained  admission  to  the  place 
of  meeting,  and  when  it  was  found  that 
men  were  there  who  had  no  right  to  be 
there,  on  account  of  forged  tickets,  an 
attempt  was  made  to  prevent  more  from 
coming  in,  and  then  these  men  took  the 
very  summary  course  of  breaking  down 
the  wall,  and  so  getting  into  the  meeting. 
It  is  said  that  tickets  were  not  forged. 
My  noble  Friend  read  a  statement 
which  he  says  he  had  from  a  gentleman 
who  communicated  to  him  the  informa- 
tion that  there  was  evidence  to  prove 
that  tickets  had  been  forged.  Well,  I 
have  in  my  hands  two  tickets  that  were 
actually  delivered  at  the  meeting.  The 
tickets  are  exactly  alike,  and  so  exactly 
alike  that  they  have  even  the  same  num- 
ber upon  them.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chelsea  (Mr.  Firth)  told  us 
that  some  time  ago  there  was  a  meeting 
which  he  attended  for  which  the  Con- 
servatives forged  tickets  which  differed 
from  the  others  only  in  not  having  the 
name  of  the  secretary  on  them. 

Mr.  firth  :  I  did  not  say  that  the 
Conservatives  forged  tickets ;  but  what 
I  said  was  that  the  Oonservative  Asso- 
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ciatious  throughout  London  distributed 
many  thousands  of  tickets. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB  : 
The  only  difference,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  said,  was  that  the  secretary's 
name  was  not  attached  to  them.  Here 
the  name  of  the  secretary  is  printed  on 
the  tickets;  the  two  are  exactly  the 
same,  and  they  carry  their  similitude  so 
far  that  they  are  both  numbered  ''  893." 
It  may  be  suggested  that  this  was  an 
accident.  But  if  I  am  rightly  informed, 
a  great  number  of  cases  occurred  in 
which  the  tickets  bore  the  same  iden- 
tical numbers.  Therefore,  it  is  perfeotlj 
evident  that  there  were  forged  tickets. 
[**  No !  "]  Hon.  Gentlemen  say  **  No ! " 
but  it  is  very  strong  presumptive  evi* 
dence  of  the  fact  when  we  find  that  there 
were  numerous  tickets  of  the  same  num- 
ber. We  are  told  that  there  was  no 
organization  on  the  part  of  the  Liberals. 
I  very  much  doubt  that  statement.  In 
the  first  place,  I  myself  had  some  reason 
to  believe  that  there  was  to  be  some 
such  organization  before  I  reached  Bir- 
mingham. I  came*  to  Birmingham  from 
Exeter  that  day,  and  on  my  way  I  stopped 
at  the  Cheltenham  Station,  where  a 
certain  number  of  my  Conservative 
friends  came  and  had  a  conversation 
with  me  on  the  platform.  I  declined  to 
make  a  speech ;  but  I  had  a  conversa- 
tion. One  of  these  gentlemen  said — 
**  You  are  going  to  have  a  row  at  Bir- 
mingham to-night."  I  said — **0h,  are 
we  ?  I  have  heard  nothing  of  it."  '*  Oh, 
yes,"  said  this  gentleman,  ''  you  are 
going  to  have  a  row,  because  a  trainful 
of  men  have  gone  on  from  here,  and 
they  are  going  to  break  up  your  meet- 
ing." Now,  I  do  not  know  more  than 
what  I  was  told  at  second-hand ;  but  all 
these  things  point  the  same  way — and 
the  probabilities  point  the  same  way— > 
that  there  was  an  organized  attempt  to 
disturb  the  meeting.  When  my  noble 
Friend  and  myself  got  into  the  hall  we 
found  that  the  hall  was  in  a  state  ol 
considerable  confusion, though  the  fight- 
ing was  practically  over,  and  when  I  had 
to  get  on  to  the  table  which  stood  in  the 
place  of  the  wrecked  platform  and  endea- 
voured to  make  myself  heard,!  found  how 
the  case  was.  Anyone  with  experience  of 
public  meetings  very  soon  knows  whe- 
ther there  is  an  organized  resistance,  or 
what  is  called  a  mere  spontaneous  re* 
sistance.  It  often  happens,  in  large 
meetings,  composed  of  persons  of  diffe* 
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i*eiit  eides  in  politics »  that  there  is  a 
certain  amount  of  opposition  and  inter- 
ruptfot],  and  so  forth.  I  had  in  front 
of  me  a  considerable  numbpr  of  frienda 
and  a  considerable  number  of  opponents. 
It  was  difficult  enough  to  get  attention, 
and  yet  I  thouj^ht,  after  a  time,  that  I 
bad  succeeded  in  getting  their  attention; 
but  it  was  obvious  that  there  were  two 
bands  of  opponents — one  close  on  my 
right,  and  another  close  on  ray  left — led 
by  a  fugleman.  These  bands  were  acting 
in  concert,  and  whenever  there  was  ao 
opportunity  of  speaking,  and  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  were  disposed  to 
listen  to  what  was  being  said,  these 
gentlemen  to  the  right  and  left  set  up  a 
oontiououa strain  which  entirely  drowned 
the  voice,  so  that  it  was  impossible  to 
make  yourself  heard  even  by  speak- 
ing at  the  top  of  your  voice.  It  is 
really  ridiculous  for  anybody  who  was 
there,  and  saw  what  took  place,  to  be 
told  that  there  was  no  organization.  I 
am  as  certain  that  there  was  an  organized 
opposition  as  I  am  certain  that  this  is 
a  meeting  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Then,  after  all,  what  is  the  main  charge 
which  my  noble  Friend  has  made  against 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  It  is  this — 
that  he,  being  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment, holding  that  very  responsible  and 
important  position,  has  by  his  language 
on  various  occasions  in  the  speeches  he 
has  made  since  the  decision  of  the  House 
of  Lords  in  regard  to  the  Representation 
of  the  People  Bill,  availed  himself  of 
opportunities,  from  time  to  time,  for 
using  language  of  an  inciting  character 
— of  a  character  calculated  to  incite 
those  people  whom  he  addressed,  not 
only  against  the  House  of  Lords,  but 
against  all  who  were  prepared  to  support 
the  House  of  Lords.  I  have  no  doubt 
whatever  that  he  is  prepared  to  contend 
that  for  everything  he  has  said  he  can 
find  pretty  strong  sentiments  expressed 
by  somebody  else  on  the  other  side  of 
politics,  or  that  some  of  the  statements 
he  has  made  may  be  more  or  less  ex- 
plained away.  But,  as  was  so  power* 
fully  put  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
just  now.  the  great  mass  of  the  people 
attending  the  meetings  addressed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  take  his 
opinions  in  the  rough,  and  as  they  were 
expressed.  The  language  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  one  meaning,  and 
one  meaning  only — call  it  the  meaning 
of  warning  or  mouace,  or  whatever  you 


please — it  was  the  meaning  of  a  threat. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
to  the  lUO.DOO  men  who  proposed  to 
march  up  from  Birmingham  to  London 
in  1832,  he  said  that  after  all  that  was  a 
very  moderate  thing,  because  the  inten- 
tion of  those  100,000  men,  if  they  had 
marched  up,  was  of  an  entirely  peaceful 
and  moral  character.  That  may  have 
been  so;  but  it  is  not  the  impression 
that  people  generally  will  entertain. 
Generally,  when  that  march  of  100,000 
men  is  referred  to»  people  suppose  that 
that  march  is  mentioned  for  the  purpose 
of  intimidating  and  overawing  the  Legis- 
lature.  That  is  the  impression  conveyed, 
and  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
mentioned  it  that  must  have  been  the 
impression  produced.  I  am  convinced 
that  99  out  of  every  100  of  his  audienoe 
must  have  had  that  view.  My  noble 
Friend  says  that  is  conduct  on  the  part 
of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  which  de- 
serves and  ought  to  have  the  rebuke  of 
this  House.  It  is  a  matter  of  a  serious 
character,  for  the  <|iiestion  is,  as  the 
Government  say,  a  burning  question, 
and  one  upon  which  there  is  likely  to 
be  misunderstanding,  and  heated  and 
angry  feeling.  Surely,  of  all  persons  in 
the  world,  Ministers  of  the  Crown  are 
those  who  ought  to  allay  such  a  feeling, 
rather  than  stir  it  up.  The  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  cannot  deny  that  he  used  the  lan- 
guage charged  against  him  with  the  view 
to  forward  and  press  on  a  measure  which 
he  is  desirous  of  promoting,  and  that  he 
wished  to  attain  his  object  by  appealing, 
not  to  the  reason,  but  to  the  fears  of  his 
opponents.  That  is  the  real  meaning  at 
the  bottom  of  all  those  observations  and 
speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
which  reference  has  been  made.  It  is 
the  general  and  uniform  tenour  of  the 
speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
since  the  month  of  August  upon  thia 
question.  It  seems  to  me  that  my  noble 
Friend  has  done  entirely  well  and  was 
quite  right  in  calling  attention  to  this 
matter  ;  and  although  the  speech  of  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  was 
one  of  great  ability  and  great  power, 
yet  it  seemed  to  me  that  ho  entirely 
missed  the  point  of  the  attack  and  com- 
ments upon  his  conduct,  and  that  all 
the  charges  he  brought  against  the 
Conservative  Party  in  Birmingham  and 
other  places,  and  all  the  arguments  he 
used  to  show  that  he  was  not  persouMlly 
connected  with  any  of  the  pri:>ceediiiga 
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wbicli  took  place  at  Aaton,  are  entirely 
beside  the  question  as  compared  with 
the  consensus  of  the  tone  of  the  speeches. 
The  speech  of  the  4th  of  August  clearly 
pointed  out  that  meetings  in  the  streets 
were  to  be  the  kind  of  agency  which  was 
to  be  employed  for  promoting  the  mea- 
sure he  was  anxious  to  promote.  He 
appealed  to  the  people  in  a  manner  and 
with  references  which  were  calculated  to 
excite  the  feelings  of  those  who  were 
appealed  to,  and  he  spoke  to  them  in 
language  which  would  have  had  the 
effect,  in  former  times,  of  shaking  Mi- 
nistries and  overthrowing  Monarchies. 
From  first  to  last  the  language  used  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  of 
the  same  character.  He  must  be  well 
aware  that  on  this  question  of  the  Be- 
presentation  of  the  People  Bill  we  are 
treading  on  red-hot  cioders.  It  is  a 
question  of  coosiderable  delicacy,  and 
one  upon  which  the  position  of  Ministers 
of  the  Grown  ought  not  to  allow  them 
to  be  led  into  speeches  which,  in  their 
tendency  to  alarm  and  threaten,  may 
carry  away  people  from  processes  of 
reasoning  to  processes  of  violence  and 
intimidation.  We  desire  to  record  our 
opinion  that  such  language  as  that,  on 
the  part  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  is 
language  to  be  deeply  regretted. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  entirely  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — and  it 
is  a  sentiment  which  no  motive  of  tem- 
porary convenience  would  induce  me  to 
suppress — that  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
are  under  special  obligations  in  regard 
to  the  language  they  may  use  in  address- 
ing large  bodies  of  people.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  I  myself  have  been  greatly 
ridiculed,  and  persistently  exposed  to 
ridicule  from  the  organs  of  the  Party 
opposite,  for  contending  that  great  re- 
sponsibility attaches  to  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  for  the  language  they  use.  I 
might  use  that  statement  for  the  purpose 
of  retort ;  but  I  do  not  make  such  use 
of  it.  I  quite  agree  that  while  it  is  a 
gross  offence  on  the  part  of  a  public 
man  to  use  language — and  I  shall  have 
to  come  to  that  question  presently — cal- 
culated to  produce  disorder,  that  offence 
is  still  more  gross  if  committed  by  a  Mi- 
nister of  the  Crown.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  appeared  to  me  rather  to  con- 
fuse what  was  made  most  clear  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  in  his  extremely 
powerful  speech — ^namely,  the  distinc- 
tion he  drew  between  the  portion  of 
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that  speech  which  he  made  in  vindica- 
tion of,  or  apology  for,  his  constituentSy 
and  the  portion  which  referred  to  what 
concerned  himself  personally  in  reapeot 
of  the  speeches  he  had  made.  And  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  did  this,  although  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  in  the  production  of  evi- 
dence at  greatlength  and  withgreat  force, 
spoke  in  defence  of  his  constituents  in 
respect  of  a  course  of  action  with  which 
personally  he  had  had  nothing  whatever 
to  do,  and  with  which  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  hardly  made 
a  serious  attempt  to  connect  him.  Now  it 
is  necessary,  as  the  conduct  of  that  great 
community  has  been  before  us,  to  say 
something  on  that  matter.  It  has  been  as- 
sumed that  some  days  before  the  meeting 
was  held  there  was  reason  to  anticipate 
a  serious  collision  between  the  demon- 
stration and  the  counter-demonstration. 
Now,  Sir,  I  contend  there  was  no  such 
reason  at  all.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
forgets  the  facts.  The  facts  were  these— 
that  10,000  tickets  were  distributed  by 
the  agents  of  the  Conservative  Party  to 
Liberal  Associations  and  Associations  of 
working  men.  What  was  the  effect  of 
that?  Obviously  to  set  forth  to  the 
country — and  I  make  no  complaint  of 
such  attempt — that  a  meeting  virtually 
open  was  going  to  be  held,  that  masses 
of  Liberals  obtained  tickets  from  autho- 
ritative sources ;  and  we  have  the  proof 
quoted  by  my  right  hon.  Friend — 
namely,  that  a  newspaper,  the  chief 
Conservative  organ  in  Birmingham, 
boasted  beforehand  that  this  was  no 
mere  Party  meeting,  but  that  it  was  a 
representative  and  universal  meeting, 
whose  opinion  was  to  go  forth  to  the 
country  as  that  of  the  community  of  Bir- 
mingham at  large.  Therefore,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  totally  failed  in  his  conten- 
tion. And  I  admit  I  am  very  much 
obliged  to  him — he  is  the  only  person 
who  in  the  course  of  this  debate  has  pro- 
duced one  ray  of  evidence  in  support  of 
the  contention  that  forged  tickets  were 
used.  He  has  produced  two  tickets,  one 
of  which  is  presumed  to  have  been 
forged,  and  on  which  undoubtedly  prmd 
/a<7»^  presumption  arises  that  some  forged 
tickets  were  used.  But  with  regard  to 
the  tickets  that  were  issued.  First  of 
all,  a  vast  mass  of  tickets,  stated  defi- 
nitely by  my  right  hon.  Friend,  were 
distributed  by  the  Conservatives  them- 
selves to  Liberals  and  others  by  Conser- 
vative   agents.     And    my    right    hon. 
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Priend  states  that  gentlemea  and  ladies 
who  ohtaiued  tickets  from  ConBervative 
authorities  were  refused  admission,  and 
were  in  some  instances  subjected  to  im- 
mediate violence  on  preseoting  those 
tickets.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  has  not 
attempted  to  deal  with  these  facta,  nor, 
jadeedj  with  any  fact  brought  forward 
in  mj  right  hon.  Friend's  elaborate  and 
most  earnest  speech.  There  was  no 
reason  to  anticipate  a  collision.  Why 
were  the  Liberals  of  Birmingham  to  be 
in  a  bad  humour  when  an  open  meeting 
was  to  be  held  ?     They  were  confident 

I  that  in  an  open  meeting  their  opinions 
would  have  full  play,  and  they  were 
willing  to  bear  the  result.  And  what  is 
the  evidence  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet? 
As  I  understand  him,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  says  that  at  the  railway  station 
on  the  day  on  which  the  meeting  was  to 
be  held  he  was  told  by  sooQoone  that  a 
train  had  gone  by  full  of  persons  who 
were  going  to  wreck  the  meeting.  And 
what  did  the  right  hon.  Baronet  say? 
He  said  he  had  heard  nothing  of  it, 
which,  I  aay,  shows  that  up  to  a  very 

[  short  time  before  the  meeting  was  held 
there  was  no  reason  in  the  world  to 
anticipate  a  collision  ;  and  the  opinion 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  entertains 
of  the  respect  for  law  and  order  which 

frevaila  at  Birminghain--[**  Oh,  oh  !  **] 
t  looks  very  well  for  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite   to   sneer   at  those  whom  the 

\  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  is  endea- 
vouring to  make  hts  constituents.  I  am 
speaking  of  the  respect  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  believes  is  entertained  by 
the  people  of  Birmingham  for  law  and 
order,  and  with   that  respect  it  would 

.liaTe   been    ludicrous,    it    would    have 

I  been  absurd,  if,  when  he  knew  that 
a  meeting  was  going  to  he  held  for 
which  10,000  tickets  had  been  issued  to 
Liberal  Associations  and  working  men 
by  the  agents  of  the  Conservative  Party, 
he  had  anticipated  an  angry  collision, 
8ir,  I  say  it  was  intended,  it  was  pi-o- 
fessed,  to  be  a  meeting  of  an  universal 
and  representative  character.  ['*No, 
no!"]  That  is  our  contention,  and  we 
etate  this  fact — that  10,000  tickets  were 
issued  to  Liberals.  You  produce  to  us 
two  tickets  with  regard  to  which,  you 
presume,  they  were  forged.  We  tell 
jrou  the  names  of  persons  who  presented 
'lemselves  with  genuine  tickets— Scrip* 

'lure  readers  and  others^ — who  had  their 


tickets  taken  from  them  and  torn  up, 
and  who  in  certain  instances  were  sub* 
jected  to  violence.  Well,  Sir,  I  have  not 
a  word  to  abate  from  what  I  said  on  a 
fonner  night  on  the  subject  of  violence. 
I  knew  when  I  used  that  language  I 
should  be  supported  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  and  by  all  my  Colleagues.  I  said 
I  would  never  consider  provocation  or 
incitement  for  the  purpose  of  extenuating 
violence.  Provocation  and  incitement, 
however,  are  very  considerable  tempta- 
tions. The  right  hon.  Baronet  says 
that  the  provocation  in  this  case 
was  intolerable.  I  admit  that  we 
have  not  got  yet  to  the  bottom  of 
the  circumstances  with  respect  to  the 
nature  of  these  declarations,  and  I  will 
not  attempt  to  gain  any  unfair  ad- 
vantage ;  but  we  have  before  us  the 
particular  persons.  I  remember  one, 
wham  my  right  hon.  Friend  named 
Coleman,  was,  for  the  simple  offence  of 
appearing  with  a  badge  with  ray  ill* 
omened  features  upon  it,  struck  vio- 
lently on  the  head  and  felled  to  the 
ground  by  some  of  the  regulators  of  the 
Conservative  meeting.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  says  that  the  persons  who 
suffered  this  violence  wont  over  to 
the  coun  t  er*de  mo  n  strati  on,  and  everyone 
knows  how  intelligence  of  an  event  of 
the  kind  spreads  like  the  electric  fluid 
through  a  large  assembly.  I  under- 
stand my  right  hon.  Friend  distinctly 
to  say  that  that  demonstration  was 
assembled  at  the  time,  and  if  they  were 
then  assembled,  1  say  that  the  news  of 
that  sort  uf  violence  offered  to  a  respect- 
able man  who  presented  a  genuine 
ticket^  and  who  had  conformed  to  the 
rules  and  usages  laid  down,  would  cause 
that  state  of  excitement  which  lends  to 
dangerous  acts,  and  I  think  those  acts 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  de- 
tailed —  the  ilb treatment  of  persons 
presenting  genuine  tickets — is  largely 
chargeable  with  the  events  which  took 
place.  Now,  Sir,  let  us  look  at  the  evi- 
dence in  this  case.  The  noble  Viscount 
the  Member  for  North  Shropshire  (Vis- 
count Newport)  thought  it  a  great  piece 
of  evidence  to  allege  something  which 
he  learned  from  his  gardener,  and  it 
would  have  been  a  good  piece  of  evi- 
dence, no  doubt,  if  it  had  been  a  matter 
within  the  knowledge  of  the  gardener ; 
but  it  did  not  purport  to  be  within  tbe 
knowledge  of  the  gardener,  and  the 
whole    object  of  the    noble  Viscount's 
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speeoli  was  to  convey  to  the  House  what 
he  thought  most  important — ^namely, 
that  a  person,  whom  his  gardener  did 
not  name,  and  whom,  as  far  as  I  can 
judge,  his  gardener  did  not  know,  had 
said  that  he  was  a  Liberal  rough  on  the 
occasion  in  question  employed  with  others 
in  breaking  up  the  meeting.  That  is  the 
evidence  offered  by  the  noble  Viscount 
the  Member  for  North  Shropshire  (Vis- 
count Newport^.  It  is  evidence  of  a  cer- 
tain kind,  and  1  hope  it  will  be  examined. 
tMr.  Nbwdegatb:  I  will  examine  it.] 
am  glad  to  hear  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Warwickshire 
say  he  will  go  into  it.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man says — **I  am  sorry,  but  if  we  had 
had  more  time  we  should  have  produced 
better  evidence."  Yes,  Sir ;  but  they 
are  the  accusers.  I  have  heard  of  de- 
fenders pleading  for  more  time,  which 
is  sometimes  allowed ;  but  it  is  indeed 
an  extraordinary  case  in  which  that 
plea  has  to  be  put  forward  by  the 
accusers. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  : 
I  never  said  I  wanted  time. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  It  was  the. plea 
which  the  noble  Lord's  hon.  Friend  made 
in  his  behal  f.  B  u 1 1  understand  the  noble 
Ijord  to  say  that  if  he  had  more  time  he 
could  not  have  made  a  better  case. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  did  not  say  so. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  If  it  be  true— 
and  it  is  true — that  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  are  under  special  responsibilities 
and  obligations,  there  ought  to  be  some 
discrimination  and  some  consideration 
and  care  exercised  in  the  nature  of  the 
case  which  is  brought  forward  to  im- 
peach them.  What  evidence  has  the 
noble  Lord  about  these  meetings  ?  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
(Sir  Hardinge  Giffard),  speaking  with 
great  authority,  has  deducted  consider- 
ably from  the  value  of  the  evidence 
Sroduced  by  my  right  hon.  Friend.  I 
o  not  mean  to  say  that  he  is  right,  and 
I  should  be  sorry  to  say  he  was  wrong ; 
but  I  say  that  the  papers  read  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  are  of  some  conse- 
quence, inasmuch  as  those  who  signed 
&em  give  the  names  of  the  persons 
concerned,  and  do  not  scruple  also  to 
give  the  names  of  those  by  whom  those 
persons  were  apparently  bribed.  That 
is  a  presumption,  at  all  events,  and  it 
affords  better  evidence— evidence  of  a 
stronger  character  than  has  been  given 

Mr.  Ohdntone 


to  us  by  the  noble  Lord,  because  there 
is  not  a  single  case  of  a  name  being 
given. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  gave  the  particulars  of  four  gangs.  I 
know  that  my  speech  was  a  long  one, 
and  I  cannot  blame  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  not  remembering ;  but  I 
gave  the  particulars  of  four  gangs,  and 
also  several  names,  especially  of  three 
men — Martin,  or  M^Martin,  and  the 
brothers  Reed,  two  notorious  pngiliste, 
each  of  whom  received  £20. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  not  the 
least  doubt  of  it ;  the  noble  Lord  gave 
the  names  just  as  he  gave  the  name  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend ;  but  he  had  no 
vouchers.  He  had  not  a  shred  of 
evidence  to  produce.  Why  did  he  not 
give  some  confirmation  of  his  statement  ? 
How  can  we  base  a  case  against  my 
right  hon.  Friend  upon  evidence  so 
vague,  upon  mere  information  conveyed 
to  the  noble  Lord  by  no  one  knows 
whom  ? 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
It  was  given  by  the  solicitors. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Yes,  by  a  gentle- 
man  professionally  employed ;  and  that 
gentleman  so  employed  has  been  careful 
not  to  supply  the  noble  Lord  with  any- 
thing in  the  nature  of  proof,  when  he 
was  in  an  excellent  position  to  know 
that,  if  they  were  to  be  of  any  value,  he 
must  give  something  to  vouch  for  the 
truth  of  the  statements.  I  trust  that 
full  knowledge  will  be  obtained  on  this 
subject;  and  I  must  say  that  while  I 
think  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  shown 
evidence  of  great  imprudence  on  the 
part  of  the  Conservative  Party  in 
Birmingham,  in  professing  to  hold  a 
representative  meeting  which  it  appears 
now,  on  the  highest  authority,  they  did 
not  intend  to  be  representative,  and  in 
respect  of  the  intolerable  wroDg  com- 
mitted on  those  persons,  simply  for  the 
offence  of  wearing  a  badge  not  pro- 
scribed by  the  rules  of  the  meeting,  and 
which,  consequently,  was  no  infringement 
at  all — I  think,  under  these  circum- 
stances, great  provocation  was  given, 
the  bearing  of  which  on  the  acts  of 
violence  committed  I  will  not  undertake 
to  measure,  but  which  in  itself  consti- 
tutes a  great  offence,  and  one  which  I 
hope  the  Conservative  Party  in  Birming- 
ham will  be  careful  not  to  repeat.  The 
point  I  put  is  this — that  no  person  has 
in  the  slightest    degree    succeeded    in 
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fib  owing  til  at  there  is  any  action  of  mj 
right  hon.  Friend  for  which  he  can  be 
impeached,  as  he  is  inn  poached  ia  this 

.Motion.  My  right  hon.  Friend  haa  ex- 
j>lained  how  diffioiilt— how  impossible — it 

'  was  fur  him,  as  ti  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
incesgnntly  occupied  with  the  labours  of 
his  Department  and  of  the  Government, 
to  maintain  that  local  activity  for  which, 
before  he  was  distinguished  in  this 
House,  he  wa8  eo  honourably  known  in 
the  great  community  to  w*hich  he  be- 
longed. I  submit  that  there  is  not  a 
fihred  of  evidence  before  the  House,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 

'  Bat  down  did  not  allege  that  there  was 

jany   action  of   my    right    hon.   Friend 

phich  could  be  regarded  aa  an  incite- 

aent  to  interference  with  the  meeting  or 

to  disorder ;  and  now,  on  the  contrary, 

lie  is  going  to  vote  that   not  only   the 

Bpeeches,   but  the   actions  of  my   right 

^Jion.  Friend  incited  to  violence  and  djs- 
Drder*  Well,  Sir,  I  submit  he  has 
a.wn  nothing  to  justify  that  part  of 
1  allegation  of  the  Motion  which  im- 
Behes  my  right  hon.  Friend  not  only 
for  speeches,  but  for  actions.  Then  with 
regard  to  the  speeches  of  my  right  hon. 
7riend,  what  has  been  said  and  what  is 

'to  be  said?  \OppoMon  cheer 8,~\  You 
"will  hear  what  is  to  be  said.  What  said 
the  hon,  and  learned  Member  for 
Launcostou  (Sir  Hardinge  Giffard)  ?  He 
said  that,  without  using  actually  in- 
flammatory   language,    my  right    hon. 

tFriend  had  left  the  inflammatory  part  to 
T)e  fillod  up  by  the  audience.  Well, 
Sir,  that  might  be  a  good  form  of  speech 
iox  a  peroration  \  but  allow  me  to  say 
respectfully  that  it  expresses  a  mere 
theory. 

Sir  hardinge  GIFFARD:  I 

-quoted  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 

Itleman  opposite  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  in 

r  wV  ale  s 

Mb.' GLADSTONE:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  made  no  quotation 
which  was  of  such  a  character  as  to  be 
ill  the  slightest  degree  In  point.  Sir,  I 
am  going  to  refer  to  and  quote  the 
epeech — it  is  iraposfeiblo  for  me  to  go 
through  all  the  speeches ;  but  my  right 
Friend  himself  made  a  very  full 
itement  to  the  Houee  with  regard  to 
|hem~I  am  going  to  refer  to  the  speech 
phich,  as  far  as  I  understand,  is  that 
jpon  which  reliance  is  principally  placed, 
>nd  that  is  the  speech  with  regard  to 
>he  march  on  London.     I  must  say  that 

VOL   CCXCIIL     [thied  seeies.] 


what  my  right  hon.  Friend  said  has 
been  cruelly  misrepresented,  [*'  Oh, 
oh  !  "]  Yea,  cruelly  misrepresented.  I 
do  not  ask  you  to  believe  what  I  say ; 
but  I  ask  you  to  hear  with  respect  what 
I  have  to  say  on  the  subject.  Hera  I 
must  refer  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  JT,  Bal- 
four). Ho  said  he  wished  that,  instead 
of  animadverting  upon  the  Mai-quess  of 
Salisbury  in  the  Provinces,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  had  asked  Earl  Granville  to  make 
the  attack  upon  the  noble  Marquess  in 
a  place  where  the  noble  Marquess  could 
have  replied.  Well,  Sir,  I  have  been 
long  in  this  House,  and  it  has  been  my 
fate  to  have  been  over  and  over  again 
the  sulgcct  of  prolonged  attacks  and  in- 
vectives in  the  House  of  Lords;  but 
down  to  this  night  I  have  never  imi- 
tated the  example  that  has  been  thus 
set  me,  I  concur  with  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Hertford,  and  I  wish 
that  attacks  upon  public  men  were  al- 
ways made  in  the  place  where  those 
attacked  could  defend  themselves  ;  but, 
unfortunately,  it  is  the  constant  practice 
of  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  to  attack 
those  who  are  not  present,  exercising 
his  great  powers  of  speech  in  censure 
and  invective  upon  persons  in  this  House 
belonging  to  the  Government.  Well, 
Sir,  it  is  not  in  self-defence  \  but  in  this 
particular  case  in  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  been  made  the  subject  of 
attack  it  is  absolutely  neoeseary  I  should 
refer  to  it.  Now,  Sir,  as  to  the  march 
upon  London,  "W-liat  was  the  passage 
spoken  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  with 
respect  to  the  march  upon  London  ?  The 
speech  was  made  on  the  4th  of  August, 
and  the  passage  as  to  the  march  on 
London  was — it  is  with  dilEculty  1  can 
read  the  print — 

'*  100,000  men  in  Birmingham  and  the  Bur' 
rounding  districts  who  were  sworn  to  m&r^h  on 
London,  if  need  were,  in  defence  of  their  liber- 
ties. The  peace  wus  broken  in  many  parts  of 
ttie  country,  and  there  were  at  Dorhy,  Notting- 
ham, and  Bristol  iicrco  outbreaks  of  popular 
passion,  aocomponiod  by  a  great  destruction  of 
property,'' 

Now,  8ir,  that  is  the  recital,  and  that 
is  the  basis  of  the  assault  on  my  right 
hon.  Friend.  What  words  did  my  right 
hun.  Friend  use  immediately  after  that 
recital  in  liis  speech  ?  After  saying 
tbere  was  to  by  a  march  on  London, 
after  saying  that  there  had  been  thuso 
breaches  of  the  peace  in  the  country,  ho 
went  on  to  say — 
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"  He  had  hoped  that  we  had  left  those  days 
of  disorder  far  hehind  ns." 

[Lord  Randolph  Churchill  :  Had 
hoped?]  Certainly,  "had  hoped."  I 
am  quoting  from  something  in  the  third 
person — 

<<  He  had  hoped  that  we  had  left  those  days 
of  disorder  far  behind  us." 

A  most  natural  and  simple  explanation* 
and  one  which  ought  to  have  been  ex* 
empted  from  the  slightest  criticism* 
What  did  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury 
do?  ["Read  on!"]  Does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  cries  **  Head  on!"  know 
what  follows?  No,  Sir;  he  does  not. 
My  sight  does  not  enable  me  to  read,  so, 
without  knowing  what  follows,  he  calls 
"  Head  on ! "  simply  for  the  sake  of 
causing  me  embarrassment  if  he  can. 
Well,  Sir,  what  says  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  upon  this  ?  At  Kelso,  on  the 
18th  of  October,  the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury began  by  speaking  of  another 
speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  in 
which  he  had  said — 

"  I  think  that  these  Gentlemen  in  the  House 
of  Lords  presume  on  your  patience,  on  your 
love  of  order,  and  on  your  hatred  of  violence." 

And  then  he  says — 

**  That  the  English  people  had  shown  courage 
and  resolution." 

And  that  statement  is^  treated  by  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  as  an  incite- 
ment to  violence.  Do  you  think.  Sir, 
that,  under  these  circumstances,  it 
is  the  duty  of  Ministers,  or  of  any- 
body else,  to  go  to  the  people  of  this 
country,  when  they  have  the  formid- 
able obstacles  in  their  front  that  they 
have  now,  and  say  to  them — "Love 
order  and  hate  violence?"  It  is  cer- 
tainly one's  duty  to  advise  the  people  to 
love  order  and  hate  violence ;  but  am  I 
to  say  nothing  else  ?  Am  I  to  make  no 
appeals  to  them?  Am  I  never  to  re- 
mind them  of  the  dignity  and  the  force 
that  attach  to  the  well-considered  reso- 
lution of  a'great  nation  ?  Are  we  to  cast 
aside  all  the  natural,  legitimate,  and 
powerful  weapons  of  our  warfare?  I 
would  go  all  lengths  to  exclude  violence, 
and  on  that  ground  I  object  to  the 
speech  of  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury. 
But  while  I  eschew  violence,  I  cannot — I 
will  not — adopt  that  effeminate  method 
of  speech  which  is  to  bide  from  the 
people  of  this  country  the  cheering  fact 
that  they  may  derive  some  encourage- 

J/r.  Gladstone 


ment  from  the  recollection  of  ifftmfft 
struggles,  from  the  recollection  of  the 
great  qualities  of  their  forefatherSy 
and  from  the  consciousness  that  they 
possess  them  still.  Sir,  I  am  sorry  fo 
say  that  if  no  instructions  had  ever  been 
addressed  in  political  crises  to  the  people 
of  this  country  except  to  rememoer  to 
hate  violence  and  love  order  and  exer- 
cise patience,  the  liberties  of  tbis  country 
would  never  have  been  obtained.  The 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  goes  on  to  say — 

<<  I  only  hope  that  if  Mr.  Chamherlain  in- 
cites the  people  to  riot,  he  will  head  the  riot 
himself." 

Is  that  a  wise  method  of  speech? 
[«*  If  I  "]  Right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site think  it  is  a  wise  method  of  speech  ; 
I  think  it  is  a  most  unwise  method  of 
speech.  Even  if  the  words  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  fairly  bore  the  character 
attributed  to  them,  the  speech  of  the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury  is  an  aggravation  of 
the  incitement ;  it  is  extending  and  deep- 
ening the  mischief;  and,  therefore,  it  is 
not  a  speech  which  ought  to  have  been 
made  by  the  Leader  of  a  great  Party  in 
this  country — 

"  I  only  hope  that  if  Mr.  Chamherlain  incites 
the  people  to  riot,  he  will  head  the  riot  himself. 
I  hope  that  if  he  is  going,  according  to  his 
threat,  to  march  to  London  from  Birmingham, 
we  may  see  him  at  the  head  of  the  advancing 
column." 

I  believe  the  reference  in  that  passage 
was  to  the  speech  of  the  4th  of  August. 
Then  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  did  not 
scruple  to  say  that  Mr.  Chamberlain 
had  threatened  to  march  on  London, 
when  Mr.  Chamberlain  had  recited  the 
intended  march  upon  London  in  a  series 
of  facts  belonging  to  the  year  1832, 
with  reference  to  which  he  immediately 
said — 

<<  He  had  hoped  that  we  had  left  those  days  ol 
disorder  far  hehind  us." 

[Lord  Eandolph  Churchill:  Had 
hoped?]  Had  hoped;  certainly,  had 
hoped,  and  nothing  was  more  proper 
than  for  him  to  say  **  he  had  hoped," 
when  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  had 
come  into  the  field  to  revive  this  pain- 
ful and  dangerous  subject  by  charges 
which  were  utterly  groundless.  He 
had  hoped  that  these  things  had  been 
universally  abandoned ;  but  he  now 
found  that  a  great  Nobleman,  the  Head 
of  the  great  Tory  Party,  was  prepared 
to  revive  them.      That  is  my  comment 
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ou  your  **liad  hoped/'  Well^  8h\  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury,  having  exprenaed 
the  hope — 

'*  That  Mr.  Chamborlatn  may  be  sont  at  tho 
head  of  tho  advancing  column,** 

lie  goes  on  to  say— whieh  I  suppose  ia  a 
warning  and  not  a  menacp — 

**  and  my  exporienct?  is  that  those  who  will 
haro  to  recoirc  him  will  be  able  to  give  a  very 
food  account  of  him/' 

HaTing  forced  upon  him  this  declara- 
tion, which  he  never  made,  of  an  int«^n- 
tion  to  marcli  upon  London,  the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury  makes  another  de- 
claration— namely,  that  when  my  right 
hon.  Friend  marches  upon  London  he 
will  be  met  by  another  column  which 
will  be  able  to  give  a  very  good  account 
of  him — 

**  And  that  l^Ir.  Chamberlain  will  rettirn  from 
the  adventure  with  a  broken  head  if  nothing 


Sir,  I  have  made  solemn  declarations 
on  the  subject  of  %'iolenoe ;  and  I  want 
to  know  whether  hon-  (rBntlemen  oppo- 
site think  that  that  language  is  wise 
language,  prudont  language,  tolerable 
language,  when  used  by  a  man  in  the 
position  of  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  ? 
Now,  my  right  hon.  Friend,  on  a  late 
occasion,  adverted  to  this  passage  from 
the  Marquees  of  Salisbury's  speech.  It 
may  be  that  he  did  so  in  a  spirit  of 
banter;  but,  in  answering  the  speech  of 
the  MftT*quess  of  Salisbury,  he  pursued 
for  a  little  the  thought,  and  used  ex- 
pressions assuming  that  the  events  of 
which  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  had 
spoken  were  to  take  place.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  has  said  to-night  that  he 
anticipated  the  House  would  not  approve 
of  this  language  of  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury;  and  that  if  the  House  dis- 
approved of  the  provocative  remarks 
which  drew  forth  bis  retort^  ho  was  per- 
fectly willing  his  own  words  in  answer 
should  pass  away,  and  should,  in  like 
manner,  be  subject  to  the  censure  of  the 
House.  My  right  hon.  Friend  is  not  at 
all  a  defender  of  sucli  language,  and  I 
am  very  sony  that,  for  the  first  time,  I 
have  been  compelled  to  take  notice  of 
words  spoken  by  a  person  in  the  other 
House  J  but  they  grew  so  essentially  out 
of  the  main  charge  against  my  right 
hon.  Friend  that  I  could  not  avoid 
doing  so.  My  answer  to  the  charge  is, 
that  it  has  not,  upon  the  report  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend* s  speech,  a  shadow  of 


foundation.  When  he  made  that  speech 
he  himself  supplied  the  barriers  against 
the  possibility  of  mischief  by  speaking 
of  these  proceedings  as  proceedings 
which  he  had  hoped — he  had  hoped 
until  he  heard  what  a  person  to  whom  I 
will  not  further  refer  had  to  say — he 
had  hoped  that  such  things  were  left 
far  behind,  and  were  never  to  be  heard 
of  again  ;  and  I  therefore  submit  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  upon  this  point, 
upon  this  passage  in  his  speech  of  the 
4th  of  August,  has  afforded  no  ground 
for  criticism ;  and  that  if  there  be  any 
ground  for  criticism  in  what  followed, 
he  has  expressed  how  content  he  would 
be  that  the  answer  which  he  made 
should  be  abandoned.  There  is  no 
ground  for  such  a  Motion  as  the  present. 
Every  hon.  Gentleman  is  asked  to  pledge 
himself  that  the  actions  and  the  speeches 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  deserve  cen- 
sure. My  right  hon.  Friend  has,  as  to 
his  actions,  shown  that  there  is  in  what 
he  has  done  nothing  that  can  possibly 
be  construed  into  incitement  to  riot  and 
disorder.  As  respects  his  speeches,  I 
think  he  satis&ed  the  House  as  to  their 
character  when  he  went  over  them  ;  and 
I  have  myself  stated  to  the  House  what 
I  believed  to  be  the  act^  principally 
relied  upon.  The  House,  1  trust,  will 
do  justice  in  a  case  of  this  kind  ;  and, 
while  guarding  to  the  best  of  its  ability, 
and  guarding  impartially — guarding,  not 
against  Liberals  alone,  but  also  against 
misled  and  misguided  Conservatives — 
the  principle  that  no  oncouragement  ia 
to  be  given  to  violence  in  any  shape  or 
form,  decline  to  pronounce  an  unjust 
sentence  upon  one  who  does  not  de- 
serve it. 

Mr.  GORST:  I  am  not  going  to 
attempt  to  make  a  speech.  I  only  wish 
to  ask  leave  to  read  a  telegram,  in 
justice  to  a  gentleman  who  has  been 
accused,  without  Notice,  of  vnry  dis- 
graceful conduct.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  on  the  strength  of  these  sworn 
documents,  accused  a  Mr.  Jar  vis,  of 
Birmingham,  a  candidate  for  the  repre- 
sentation of  one  of  the  wards  of  Bir- 
mingham, of  having  hired  roughs  to 
exercise  violence  to  Liberals  attending 
Conservative  meetings.  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  telegram  whif'h  was  sent  at  mid- 
night from  Birmingham  by  Mr,  Jarvia, 
and  I  desire  to  read  it  to  the  House.  It 
is  addressed  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
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ber   for   Woodstock    (Lord   Randolph 
Churchill),  and  is  as  follows  : — 

**  Just  seen  telegram  of  Mr.  Chamberlain's 
oliarges  against  myself  in  the  House  of  Com 
mens  to-night.  They  are  a  deliberate  fabrication, 
which  I  will  swear  on  oath." 

Mb.  G'DGNNELL:  I  am  sure  that, 
in  view  of  that  communication,  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  House  will  be  given  to 
the  Prime  Minister,  if  he  has  any  fur- 
ther remarks  to  make. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  178  ;  Noes 
214  :  Majority  36.— (Div.  List,  No.  2.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr,  Mao  Ivor.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

MOTIONS, 


FAOTOBY  ACTS  (EXTENSION  TO   SHOPS) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Bill  to 
extend  certain  provisions  of  the  Factory  Acts 
to  Shops,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
John  Lubbock,  Mr.  Buet,  Lord  Randolph 
Chubchtll,  and  Mr.  Pbll. 

BiYLpresentedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  23.] 

OBOVND    GAME    AOT     (1880)    AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Munho-Febouson,  Bill 
to  amend  "The  Ground  Game  Act,  1880," 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Muneo- 
Fbbouson,  Dr.  Faequhabson,  and  Mr.  Andbe- 

BOK. 

B\]lpre»ented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  24.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  One  o^clook. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Friday,  SUt  Oetoher,  1884. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bilzb— Ordered  —  Fir tt 
Reading  —  Private  Bill  Legislation  *  [26] 
Copyhold  Enfrandiisement  *  [26]. 

QUEaTIONS. 

EGYPT— THE  RAILWAY  BOARD. 
Db.  CAMEEON  asted  the  Surveyor 
General  of  the  Ordnance,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  following  state- 

J/r.  Gorst 


ment  from  its  Egyptian  Correspondent, 
published  in  The  Times  of  October  21st : — 

"  The  [Egyptian]  Railway  Board  consists  of 
Mr.  Le  Mesurier,  an  English  resident ;  M. 
Zimmerman,  recently  rendered  fiimous  as  the 
self-styled  representative  of  France ;  and  a 
Native  Pasha.  I  have  reason  to  believe  that 
Sir  Andrew  Clarke  recently  telegraphed  to  Mr. 
Le  Mesurier  asking  whether  the  staff  was  snffi- 
cient  to  work  the  increased  traffic.  Mr.  Le 
Mesurier  promptly  replied  in  the  negative,  and 
stated  the  nature  of  the  aid  required.  Sir 
Andrew  Olarke  despatched  a  certain  number  of 
mechanicians  at  the  cost  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment. M.  Zimmerman  refused  to  allow  them 
to  be  employed.  At  the  present  moment  I  can 
certify  that  four  men  are  now  in  Alexandria  re« 
ceiving  pay  varying  from  £50  to  £65  monthly,  the 
latter  sum  being  £10  less  than  the  pay  for  a 
month  of  the  General  Commanding  in  Alex- 
andria, by  whom  these  men  are  employed  as 
messengers.  I  should  add  that  they  might  be 
employed  in  the  Soudan :  but  the  men  decline 
to  go  there,  as  their  contract  was  to  serve  in 
Egypt  proper ; " 

if  he  wotdd  say  whether  this  statement  is 
correct ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  men  in 
question  are  being  paid  by  the  British 
or  Egyptian  Government,  and  what  office 
drew  up  the  contracts  under  which  they 
engaged  ? 

Mr.  BEAND:  I  will  give  the  hon. 
Gentleman  all  the  information  I  have. 
The  facts  are  as  follow  : — On  the  4th  of 
September  a  telegram  was  sent  from  the 
War  Office  to  Mr.  Le  Mesurier  inquiring 
as  to  the  condition  of  the  railway  be- 
tween Cairo  and  Siout,  and  asking  if 
anything  was  required  from  England  to 
perfect  the  line,  either  material  or  per- 
sonnel.  On  the  following  day  Mr.  Le 
Mesurier  telegraphed  through  the  Gene- 
ral Officer  Commanding  in  Egypt  to  the 
War  Office  requesting  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  send  a  certain  number  of  em- 
ployia  to  assist  the  administration  of  the 
Egyptian  railways  in  meeting  the  pres- 
sure likely  to  result  from  the  transport 
of  troops  and  supplies  for  the  Expe- 
dition to  Khartoum.  Steps  were  im- 
mediately taken  to  meet  this  demand. 
Civilian  employh  were  engaged  and  sent 
to  Alexandria.  Their  terms  of  engage- 
ment were  for  service  in  Egypt  for  three 
months  certain  from  the  date  of  em- 
barkation at  varying  rates  of  pay ;  and,  in 
reply  to  a  further  inquiry,  the  Oeneral 
was  informed  that  the  salaries  of  these 
men  would  be  chargeable  on  the  funds 
of  the  railway  administration,  seeing 
that  they  would  be  employed  on  the 
railway,  and  that  a  considerable  profit 
would  be  realized  by  the  railway  from 
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the  increased  traffic  caused  by  the  trans* 
port  of  the  Expedition.  This  is  how  the 
matter  Btood  so  far  as  tho  War  Depart- 
ment  was  concerned.  With  reference  to 
the  paragraph  from  Th$  Times  quoted  by 
the  hou.  Member,  I  hare  to  eaj  that, 
my  attention  having  been  called  to  it  on 
October  21,  I  requested  Sir  Andrew 
Clarke  to  telegraph  to  the  General  Offi- 
cer Commanding  in  Egypt,  asking  if  tho 
facts^  as  stated,  were  correct.  The  reply 
was  as  follows : — 

*"Pour  civiliuus  aent  to  Lo  Mesurier  have 
lie^ii  employed  at  AlexaodrJa  aa  traffic  intipoo- 
tors,  not  messengers,  at  pay  £25  monthly,  except 
one  man  at  £oO,  Two  of  them  were  placed  ivt  tho 
disposal  of  GenoraU|who  now  reports  thtit  botitfl 
having  been  passed  he  hud  no  further  use  for 
them. 

This  reply  not  having  been  deemed  com* 
plete,  the  following  further  telegram  was 
sent  on  the  28th  instant  from  the  War 
Office  to  the  General  Commanding  in 
Egypt:— 

"  Please  ask  Lo  Meaurier  whether  axtra  rail- 
way civil  staff  not  employed  as  reported  in  The 
TimtH  and  why.     Wire  reply/' 

To  this  the  following  reply  was  received 
from  the  General  yesterday : — 

**  Telegram  was  seat  after  interview  with  Le 
Mesorier.  Statement  in  Tkt  Timet  iaoorrect. 
Letter  follows.'^ 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (I  RELAND)  ACT, 
1881— POLICE     PROTECTION  —  STR 
AUGUSTUS  STEWART,  RAMILTON, 
CO.  DONEGAL. 
Mr.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland,  la  the  police  protec- 
tion granted  to  Sir  A.  Stewart,  Ramil- 
too,   county   Donegal,   charged    to  the 
district ;  and*  what  outrages  have  been 
committed    in    the    neighbourhood    to 
justify  this  ? 

The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  fob 
lEELAJ^D  (Mr.  Walker),  in  reply, 
said,  that  police  protection  had  been 
granted  to  Sir  Augustus  Stewart^  of  Ha- 
milton, as  several  outrages  had  occurred 
in  the  district.  It  was  not  considered 
that  at  present  the  police  could  be  safely 
withdrawn,  as  last  month  Sir  Augustus 
Stewart  received  a  threatening  letter* 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND) -ARREST 
OF  CHARLES  MATUERS. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral fur  Ireland,  Is  it  the  fact  that 
Charles  Mathers  was  arrested  on  board 
a  vessel  at  Queenstown  on  July  10th, 


when  absconding  with  the  funds  of  the 
Dublin  Bakers*  Trades  Union  (£81)  j 
that  he  was  allowed  to  escape  from  the 
local  bridewell ;  has  he  been  recaptured ; 
if  not,  what  steps  have  been  taken  to 
discover  his  whereabouts  j  who  is  to 
blame  for  his  escape ;  have  the  money 
(£31  10*.),  passage  ticket,  watch,  &c. 
found  on  his  person  been  detained  by 
the  authorities;  why  are  they  not  handed 
over  to  the  Trades  Union,  seeing  that  its 
officials  gave  security  for  it  in  event  of 
Mather^s  re- arrest;  and,  what  are  the 
intentions  of  the  Government  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr,  Waiter),  in  reply, 
said,  that  Charles  Mathers  had  been 
arrested  at  Queenstown  on  the  12th 
of  July  on  a  charge  of  embezzling  the 
sum  of  £80,  the  property  of  the  Dublia 
Bakers'  Union*  The  sum  of  £28  10«. 
found  upon  his  person  bad  been  handed 
over  to  the  Bakers*  Society. 

Mk,  HEALY  :  When  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  'Walker)  said,  that 
he  had  not  the  date.  The  prisoner  had 
also  a  gold  watch  and  chain  and  a  pas- 
sage to  America  in  hia  trunks  with  some 
clothing,  and  for  which  no  applicatioa 
had  yet  been  made. 

Mr,  HEALY  stated  that  ho  had  put 
this  Question  at  the  request  of  the 
Bakers'  Society.  li  the  authorities 
handed  over  the  money,  why  did  the 
Society  wish  the  Question  put,  and  when, 
was  tho  money  handed  over  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  :  I  will  in- 
quire. 

PUBLIC  HEETINGS  (IEELAND)— THE 
EI0T8  AT  PORTADOWN. 
Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  asked  Mr, 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland.  How  many 
persona  are  to  be  proceeded  against  in 
connection  with  the  recent  riots  at  Porta- 
down  ;  will  the  cases  be  tried  under  the 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act ;  is  it  true,  aa 
stated  in  the  Belfast  papers,  that  the  re- 
sident magisti-ate,  Captain  Whelan,  and 
the  Sub-Inspeotor  of  Police,  were  both 
oif  duty  on  the  night  of  the  riot ;  and, 
if  it  be  fuimd  that  Captain  Whelan  waa 
off  duty,  whether  the  Government  will 
direct  an  investigation  into  the  cause 
of  his  absence,  before  he  is  allowed  to 
take  any  part  in  adjudication  upon  the 
case? 
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The  SOLIOITOR  GENERAL  foh 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  said,  it  was 
mteGded  to  proceed  against  80  per- 
sons charged  with  being  concerned  in 
the  Portadown  riot.  An  explauation 
bad  been  called  for  from  the  Residont 
Magistrate  and  the  Sub-Inspector,  who, 
as  alleged,  were  both  off  duty  on  the 
occasion. 

CUSTOMS   (IRELAND)— EXAMINATIONS 
FOR  OUTDOOR  OFFICERS. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  When  the  eKamination  of 
candidates,  by  Civil  Service  Commissions, 
for  eituations  in  the  Customs  in  Ireland, 
will  take  place  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY:  I  presume  the 
hon.  Member  alludes  to  the  examinations 
for  outdoor  officers.  These  are  held 
simultaneously  in  the  Three  Kingdoms 
when  required.  At  the  present  time 
there  is  an  excess  of  such  officers,  and 
there  is  no  immediate  prospect  of  a  com- 
petition being  required.  Due  notice  will 
be  given  when  one  bfts  been  arranged. 

COMMISSIONERS  OF  NATIONAL  EDUCA- 
TION (IRELAND)— SALARIES  OF  IN- 
SPECTORS. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  aaked  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  any  cir- 
cular or  document  has  been  iss«i.*d  by 
the  Commiasioners  of  National  Educa- 
tion in  Ireland,  to  their  Inspectors,  re- 
primanding those  gentlemen  for  agi- 
tating for  increased  remuneration  on  the 
basis  of  salaries  paid  to  the  English  In- 
epeotors  ;  and,  whether  the  Irish  Inspec- 
tors were  further  reprimanded  for  seek- 
ing the  support  of  Members  of  this 
House  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb),  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  Circular  issued  by  the 
Commissioners  of  National  Education 
to  their  Inspectors  did  contain  a  re- 
primand for  those  who  did  not  seek 
increased  remuneration  through  the  Na- 
tional Board.  His  Excellency  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  considered  that  the  pi-oper 
channel  for  those  connected  with  educa- 
tion was  mentioned  in  the  Ti-easury 
Minute  of  1867,  which  required  that 
there  should  be  no  attempt  to  influence 
private  Members  of  Parliament. 

Mr,  HEALY  :  May  they  bring  public 
influence  upon  Members  of  Parliament  ? 

[No  reply.] 


ROYAL    nilBH    CONSTABULARY-SUB- 

inspector  martin, 

Mb.  BIGGAR  asked  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  a  number 
of  complainta  have  been  made  from  many 
persons  in  Killeehandra  against  Sub- 
Inspector  Martin  ;  and,  whether,  under 
the  circumstances,  the  Government  are 
prepared  to  remove  him  to  some  other 
county  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  in  reply,  said, 
that  there  had  been  complaints  made 
agaiuBt  Sub-Inspector  Martin,  which  had 
been  reported  to  the  Inspector  General  of 
the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  who,  how- 
ever, considered  that  that  officer  had 
always  endeavoured  to  do  his  duty.  Sub- 
Inspector  Martin  had,  however,  applied 
to  be  transferred  to  another  district ;  and 
his  application  would  be  acceded  to  on 
the  first  vacanoy. 

CITY  OF  DUBLIN  LICENSING  SESSIONS 
—MR.  THOMAS  W,  RUSSELL. 

Ma.  BIGGAR  asked  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fack 
that,  at  the  licensing  sessions  in  Green 
Street,  Dublin,  a  person  named  Thomas 
W.  Russell,  secretaiy  of  a  temperance 
association,  is  allowed  by  the  presiding  * 
Recorder,  the  honourable  Frederick^ 
Falkiner,  to  make  objection  to  any  ap- 
plication he  desires,  and  to  occupy  th© 
time  of  the  Court  in  delivering  state- 
ments against  apphcants  ;  whether  the 
said  Mr.  Russell  has  any  locus  standi  to 
make  objection  in  cases  where  he  is 
not  a  parishioner ;  whether  the  Recorder 
invariably  asks  Mr.  RuBselFs  advice  to 
guide  him  in  his  decisions  j  whether,  at 
each  session,  a  large  number  of  applica- 
tions are  struck  out  of  the  lists  without 
being  heard ;  whether  the  said  Recorder 
has  publicly  stated  his  determination  to 
cancel  every  licence  he  can ;  and,  whe* 
ther,  if  he  holds  such  views,  the  Goveru* 
raent  wiU  relieve  bim  of  the  business  of 
the  Hconsing  sessions,  as  they  have  done 
in  the  case  of  the  County  Revision 
Court? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb),  in  reply,  said, 
the  Recorder  was  not  answerable  to  the 
Government  for  the  way  in  which  the 
Licensing  Act  was  administered.  The 
Government  had  no  knowledge  that  the 
Recorder  ever  had  entertwned  or  ex- 
pressed  the  opinion  suggested  in  th^ . 


653 


2%s 


(October  31,  1884| 


Minutry. 


€54 


I 


I 


Question.     There  was  no  intention 
altering  his  duties  as  proposed. 


of 


EXPLOSIVES  ACT— STORAGE  OF  DYNA- 
MITE AT  CANVEY  ISLAND. 

Sir  EDWAED  WATKIN  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Iloine  Depart- 
ment,  Whether  Dine  vessels  loaded  with 
dynamite  are  moored  in  a  Thames  creek 
off  Canvey  Island,  and  are  guarded  by 
a  small  number  of  Coastguard  men  who 
liave  other  duties  to  perform  j  and,  who 
is  responsible  for  the  control  of  the 
storage  of  this  explosive  matter  ? 

8iii  WILLIAM  K.ARCOUET  :  This 
matter  to  which  my  hon.  Friend*©  Question 
refers  has  engaged  my  attention  for  some 
time,  I  was  quite  aware  of  the  danger  of 
these  stores,  and  I  have  req  nested  theLocal 
Authority  to  take  charge  of  them  ;  but  I 
have  not  succeeded.  I  have  induced  the 
Admiralty  to  take  some  charge  of  thorn 
— though  they  are  not  responsible  for 
them— through  the  Coastguard,  These 
being  floating  vessels,  the  men  on  land 
can  do  but  little.  When  my  hon.  Friend 
asks  who  Is  responsible  for  the  storage 
of  explosive  matter,  I  am  sorry  to  say  I 
cannot  answer  tliat  Question,  I  will 
refer  to  that  matter,  if  I  may  be  allowed 
to  say  a  word  about  it,  because  a  good 
deal  of  attention  has  been  given  to  it 
lately,  and  some  complaints  have  been 
made  of  the  action  which  it  is  supposed 
I  am  inclined  to  take  upon  it.  The  real 
truth  is,  that  the  Explosives  Acts  were 
drawn  mainly  with  a  view  to  prevent 
mischief  from  explosions  of  dynamite  to 
neighbouring  houses  and  persons,  and 
they  were  pointed  in  that  direction ;  but 
recently  a  danger  which  does  not  seem 
to  have  been  sufficiently  contemplated 
has  arisen,  and  that  is  the  theft  of  dyna- 
mitOj  from  these  stores.  All  over  the 
country  a  great  number  of  stores  were 
built  which  have  been  carefully  surveyed, 
certified,  and  inspected.  A  great  quan- 
tity of  dynamite  was  left  in  these  stores, 
and  no  one  was  there  to  take  care  of 
thorn.  There  was  nu  reason  why  anyone 
with  a  bad  purpose  should  not  go  in  the 
night  time  with  a  cart  and  take  away  as 
much  dynamite  as  he  liked  simply  at  the 
cost  of  knocking  off  a  padlock.  It  seems 
to  me  that  is  a  very  unsafe  condition  of 
things ;  and  it  also  seems  to  me  that 
persons  who  engage  in  a  dangerous 
trade  of  this  kind,  and  who  keep  maga* 
^nea,  ought  to  have  some  responsibility 
for  the  safe  custody  of  them.     I  know 


very  well  that  there  is  a  great  alarm 
on  the  part  of  the  trade  that  this 
would  be  very  costly  and  injiirious 
to  them.  While  this  circumstance 
must,  of  course,  be  considered,  yet 
the  paramoimt  interest  in  thta  matter  is 
the  interest  of  the  public.  All  the  in- 
spection and  Inspectors,  and  everything 
else,  are  a  farce,  if  you  take  no  precau- 
tions to  guard  the  places  where  this  dy- 
namite is  kept,  and  if  any  unauthorized 
person  can  go  and  carry  it  off  in  any 
quantity  he  likes.  At  Limerick,  in  the 
dead  of  the  night,  the  whole  contents  of 
a  store,  amounting  to  595  lbs.  of  dyna- 
mite, w^ere  carried  off;  and,  again,  there 
was  a  theft  of  dynamite  recently  at 
Greenock,  I  am  considering  as  care- 
fully es  I  can  about  the  interests  of  the 
trade,  and  how  to  provide  some  better 
means  of  protection  to  prevent  those 
stores  being  left  entirely  unguarded. 

Sir  EDWAED  WATKIN  :  May  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man if  he  does  not  consider  that  ii 
would  be  better  to  place  all  the  storer' 
of  explosive  matter  afloat  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Admiralty  ? 

Mr.  IlEALY  was  understood  to  ask 
whether  the    right    hon*    and    learned 
Gentleman  would  take  care  that  legia 
lation   on   subjects  of  this  kind  would" 
not  be  hurried  through  the  House  with- 
out ample  consideration  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HABCOUET:  I  shall 
be  glad  to  avail  myself  of  any  facilities 
which  the  hon.  Member  may  offer  to 
pass  any  Bill  which  I  may  contem- 
plate. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  I  did  not  oppose  the 
Explosives  Act. 

THE  MINISTRY— THE  CHIEF  SECIIE- 
TAEY  TO  THE  LOBD  LIEUTENANT 
OF  IRELAND. 
Mr.  FIBTH  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  filling  up  the 
vacancy  in  the  office  of  Chief  Secretary 
lor  Ireland,  consideration  haa  been  given 
to  the  posMbilityof  securing  the  services 
of  any  Irish  Member  of  Parliament 
familiar  with  the  requirements  of  Ire- 
land ?  In  regard  to  this  Question  I 
desire  to  make  a  personal  explanation,  I 
do  not  put  this  Question  with  reference 
to  any  Member  of  this  House.  I  do  not 
yield  to  anyone  in  my  appreciation  of 
the  high  personal  and  public  qualities 
of  the  Gentleman  recently  appointed  to 
the  Office. 
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Mr,  T.  p.  O'COKNOB:  I  should 
likt^  tu  aek  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
Bury  whether   any  Irish   Member  has 

^raised  any  question  -vritli  regard  to  the 
nationality  of  the  Chief  Secretary ;  and 
whether,  in  his  opinion »  the  nationality 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  makes  any  differ* 
ence  as  long  as  the  present  relations 
between  this  country  and  Ireland  oxi^t  ? 
Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  opinion  of 
the  Government  is  that  when  a  vacancy 
oocurs  in  the  Chief  Secretarj^ship  for 
Ireland,  or  in  any  other  political  Office 
in  which  it  ia  their  duty  to  advise  Her 
Majesty,  or  to  arrive  at  a  decision  them- 
aelves,  their  obligation  is  plain  and 
fiimple.  It  is  to  endeavour  to  place  in 
that  Office  the  Gentleman  who»  all 
things  taken  togetker,  and  all  circum- 
stances bearing  on  the  case  taken  into 
Tiew,  seenia  to  them  to  be  the  fittest 
person  for  it.     They  go  on  much  wider 

[:gTOundB  than  those  suggested  by  tho 
non.  Gentleman,  who  seems  to  think 
tbat  there  is  some  peculiarity  in  the 
present    connection    between    England 

'and  Ireland,  which  makes  it  necessary 

'  to  have  regard  to  the  nationality  of  the 
Chief  Secretary.  They  consider  that  to 
draw  a  distinction  between  Scotchmen, 
Irishmen,  or  Englishmen,  to  the  pre- 
judice of  one  or  the  other,  would  be  a 
most  unwarrantable  assumption  on  their 
part,  and  detrimental  to  the  public  in- 
terest. My  right  hon.  Friend  who  has 
just  been  appointed  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  by  tho  favour  of  Her  Majesty, 
has  been  chosen  on  tho  grounds  of  his  per- 
eonal  merits  and  qualifications,  without 
the  slightest  disparagement  to  the  great 
ability  of  any  other  Gentleman  who 
might  have  been  placed  in  that  posi- 
tion. It  appeared  to  me  that,  in  giving 
that  advice,  we  best  discharged  our 
duty.  With  respect  to  the  choice  of 
rishmen,  I  do  not  think  there  is  any- 
thiDg  which  gives  us  greater  pleasure 
than  to  be  able  to  advise  their  appoint- 
ment to  great  posts.  We  have  recently 
had  the  great  satisfaction  of  advising 

^the  appointment  of  Lord  DufTerin  to 
one  of  the  highest  places  which  it  is  in 
tbe  power  of  Her  Majesty  to  ooufer, 

EDUCxVTION    DEPARTMENT— LOWER 

MIDDLE  CLASS  EDUOATION. 

Mr.   ROUNDELL    asked    the   Vice 

President  of  the  Committee  of  Council, 

WVIiether  Her  Majesty^ s  Government  will 

E>e  prepared  to  issue  a  Royal  or  a  Depart- 


mental Commission,  to  inquire  into  the 
state  of  the  Lower  Middle  Class  Educa* 
tion,  and  to  report  as  to  the  steps  to  be 
taken  for  making  suitable  provision  for 
the  education  of  the  classes  of  children 
at  present  unprovided  for  by  either  tha 
Public  Elementary  or  the  es.istiDg  Se- 
condary Schools? 

Miu  M  UN  BELL  A  :  I  can  assure  my 
hon.  Friend  that  the  Education  Depart- 
ment is  fully  olive  to  the  importance  of 
the  subject  of  lower  middle-class  educa- 
tion, and  is  watching  with  interest  and 
sympathy  the  eilorts  that  are  being" 
made  to  supply  the  serious  deficiencies 
in  this  branch  of  education.  We  do  not 
think,  however^  having  regard  to  the 
facts  of  the  case,  that  it  is  immediately 
desirable  to  institute  a  public  inquiry 
into  the  subject.  We  have  already  be- 
fore us,  as  my  hon.  Friend  is  aware,  the 
Report  of  tho  Departmental  Commis- 
sion for  Wales  ;  and  we  are  anxious,  as 
soon  as  we  have  an  opportunity,  to  paas 
a  measure  which  will  make  provisioa 
for  intermediate  education  in  the  Frinci- 
l^^ality.  In  Scotland  the  Educational 
Endowment  Commissioners  are  apply-  ^J 
ing  themselves  vigorously  to  the  revi-  ^H 
sion  and  better  appropriation  of  Scotch  ^^ 
endowments;  and  I  believe  that  with 
their  aid,  and  with  the  powers  already 
in  possession  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment, efficient  secondary  education  in 
Scotland  may  be  provided  without  fur- 
ther legislation.  England  alone  remains 
to  be  dealt  with ;  and  here  it  must  be 
admitted  that  the  supply  of  intermediate 
schools  is  iiiade<|uate,  and  that  the  or» 
ganization  of  secondary  education  is  one 
of  the  most  urgent  questions  of  the  time. 
But  I  hardly  think  that  information  on 
the  subject  is  what  is  required.  We 
have  the  elaborate  Report  of  the  Public 
Schools  Inquiry  Commission  of  1867, 
consisting  of  20  volumes,  the  recom- 
mendations of  which  have  not  been 
nearly  carried  out.  The  Government 
is  pledged  to  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee next  Session  to  inquire  into  the 
working  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Acts. 
This  will  ne^cessarily  cover  much  of  the 
ground  which  will  be  traversed  by  such 
an  inquiry  as  that  suggested. 

LAW  AI^D  POLICE— THE  CLEATOB  MOOR 
RIOTS,  CUMBEULAND. 

Me.  O'BRIEN  asked  ih^  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Departmenti  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
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report,  in  77/*  Carlule  Journal  of  the 
28th  October,  of  the  evidonre  given,  at 
the  Cumberland  Assizes,  by  John  Doug- 
lass Seoipill,  superintendent  of  police  and 
deputy  chief  constable,  iipon  the  trial  of 
a  man  named  France,  who  was  acquitted 
of  complicity  in  the  dynamite  explosion 
at  Oleator  Moor ;  whether  Mr,  Semptll 
stated  that,  while  France  was  under  re- 
raand  at  Whitehaven,  a  constable  from 
Longtown,  named  Tomer,  whom  the  wit* 
nesa  described  as  **  an  experienced  de- 
tective officer,"  was  put  into  the  pri- 
soner's cell,  in  plain  clothes,  for  several 
hours ;  whether  the  witness  stated  that 
Tomer  was  &hut  up  with  the  prisoner 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  care  of  him* 
but  that  *'if  the  prisoner  had  made  any 
statement,  he  should  have  inquired  into 
it;  "  whether  France  states  that  the  de- 
tective officer  represented  himself  as  a 
fellow  prisoner,  pretended  to  be  drunk, 
swore  at  the  police,  and  attempted  to 
inveigle  him  into  a  statement  respecting 
the  charge  against  him ;  and,  whether 
an  inquiry  will  be  held  into  the  con- 
duct of  Tomer,  and  of  the  officers  ro- 
eponsible  for  directing  his  visit,  and 
admitting  him  to  the  cell  of  an  untried 
prisoner  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  he  had  had  heard  nothing  of 
this  matter  until  he  saw  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Question  yesterday.  lie  had  sent 
it  to  the  Chief  Constable  in  Cumberland 
for  inquiry,  and  he  would  answer  the 
hon.  Gentleman  when  he  had  received 
the  information. 

Ma.  0^  BR  I  EN  said,  he  wonld  renew 
the  Question  on  Monday. 

POST  OFFICE  {IRELAND )-ACCELERA. 
TION  OF  MAILS,  CO.  MONAGIIAN. 

Ma.  HEALY  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  If  it  is  the  fact  that  no  benefit 
accrues  to  any  town  or  district  in  Mona- 
ghan  by  the  acceleration  of  the  mails  from 
li^ngland,  and  why  no  provision  has  been 
made  for  extending  the  benefit  to  this 
portion  of  the  Country  ? 

Mtt.  FAWCETT  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  was  under  some  misapprehension 
in  supposing  that  there  was  no  accele- 
ration to  Monaghan.  For  instance,  take 
the  town  of  Monaghan.  The  day  mails 
arrived  there  at  12.15  now  instead  of  at 
1.30,  and  at  Glasslough  they  arrived  at 
12.40  instead  of  at  1.40. 

Mr.  HEALY  remarked  that  the  Posfc- 
znaster  General  had  only  mentioned  one 


town  and  a  village ;  and  he  wished  to 
point  out  that,  except  in  regard  to  them, 
t!ie  entire  county  Jiad  practically  not  the 
smallest  benefit  from  the  acceleration  of 
these  mails* 


CRIMINAL  LAW  (IRELAND)— TRIAL  OF 
CORNWALL  AND   KIRWAN. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  Mr,  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  If  it  is  the  fact  that 
none  of  the  jurors  who  came  up  to  be 
sworn  in  the  conspiracy  case  of  the 
Queen  against  G.  C.  Cornw^all  (late  8e* 
cretary  to  the  General  Post  Office,  Dub- 
lin), and  Martin  Oranmore  ICirwau 
(late  Captain ,  Gal  way  Militia),  were 
challenged  or  directed  to  stand  aside  by 
the  Crown  J  and,  whether  the  Crowa 
will  pursue  a  similar  course  in  the  cases 
of  Mr.  P.  M.  Fitzgerald  and  the  Tub- 
bercurry  prisoners  ?  The  hon.  Member 
further  asked,  whether  the  Solicitor 
General  had  any  information  of  the 
course  pursued  by  the  Crown  this  morn- 
ing in  the  case  of  James  Ellis  French ; 
did  the  Crown  order  any  jurors  to  stand 
by? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr,  Walkeh),  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  had  no  information  show- 
ing what  took  place  this  morning;  and 
in  regard  to  the  trial  of  Cornwall,  he 
believed  it  was  the  fact  that  no  juror 
was  ordi^red  to  fitand  aside* 

Me.  IIEALY  :  One  Roman  Catholic. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fo» 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  :  He  could 
not  bind  the  Crown  in  regard  to  their 
action  in  the  Tubbercurry  cases ;  hut 
he  had  no  dotibt  the  only  desire  of  the 
Crown  was  that  a  thoroughly  impartial 
jury  should  be  obtained, 

Mr,  sexton  ;  I  beg  to  give  Notice, 
as  I  do  not  share  the  opinion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  about  the  desire 
of  the  Crovvm,  that  I  shall  fool  obliged 
to  proceed  with  the  Amendment  to  the 
Address  which  stands  in  my  name, 

ARMY— ROYAL  HIBERNIAN  MILITAJIY 
SCHOOL. 

Mk.W,  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  with  reference  to  the 
subject  of  equalising  the  rates  of  pay  of 
the  Educational  Stall'  of  the  Royal  Hi- 
bernian Jktilitary  School*  Dublin,  with 
those  of  the  Royal  Military  Asylum, 
Chelsea,  H  he  is  aware  that  the  inter* 
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pretation  put  upon  paraffraph  489  of  the 
Bojal  Warrant  of  10th  June  1884  is 
that  the  past  services  of  the  Staff  of  the 
Eoyal  Hibernian  Military  School  shall 
be  ignored,  and  the  new  scale  of  remu- 
neration take  effect  only  from  the  pre- 
sent year;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
each  member  of  the  existing  Staff  has 
completed  more  than  the  prescribed 
term  to  entitle  him  to  the  maximum  rate 
of  pay  sanctioned  by  the  Warrant ;  and, 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  head 
master,  after  a  service  of  thirty-nine 
years,  has  been  given  £60  per  annum 
less  than  is  laid  down  in  the  new  scale, 
and  the  second  and  third  masters  only 
the  initial  rates,  though  they  have 
served  seventeen  and  fourteen  years  re- 
spectively ;  and,  if  he  will  take  steps  to 
have  this  grievance  removed  ? 

The  MA.RQUESS  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Each  of  the  masters  referred  to  has  had 
a  substantial  advance  of  pay,  and  the 
Regulations  of  the  Treasury  preclude  the 
grant  of  more  than  the  minimum  rate 
allotted  to  an  appointment  by  a  new 
Warrant  when  that  rate  is  in  excess  of 
the  salary  or  pay  previously  held. 

THE  LAW  COURTS— SEATING  AND 
LIGHTING. 

Mb.  HORACE  DAVEY  asked  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether 
it  is  the  fact  that  boilers  used  for  light- 
ing the  Eoyal  Courts  of  Justice  were  re- 
moved only  one  week  before  the  opening 
of  the  Courts,  and  that  there  are  now  no 
means  of  heating  the  Courts ;  whether 
the  apparatus  for  lighting  the  Courts 
with  electric  light  has  not  also  been  re- 
moved, and  there  are  now  no  means  of 
lighting  the  Courts  except  oil  lamps; 
why  the  opportunity  of  the  Long  Vaca- 
tion was  not  made  use  of  for  making  the 
necessary  repairs  and  alterations ;  and, 
when  he  expects  to  be  able  to  provide 
light  and  heat  for  the  Courts  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  the 
heating  apparatus  of  the  Law  Courts 
had  been  in  perfect  order  since  the  be- 
ginning of  the  present  term.  The 
boilers  referred  to  were  for  the  purpose 
of  the  electric  light,  the  machinery  for 
which  had  previously  been  in  a  tempo- 
rary building  outside,  but  was  now  to 
be  permanently  placed  in  the  crypt  in- 
side. Whilst  the  works  were  in  pro- 
gress the  building  could  be  efficiently 
fighted  by  the  ordinary  lamps. 

Mr.  W.  J.  Corh$t 


SOUTH  KENSINGTON— THE  INTlBNDBD 
EXHIBITION  OF  INVENTIONS. 

Mb.  COLEBIDGEKENNAED  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether,  having  regard  to  the  recent 
admission  by  the  Director  of  Army  Con- 
tracts as  to  the  inability  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  supply  themselves 
with  a  necessary  munition  of  war  with- 
out resort  to  Foreign  manufacturers, 
stated  to  be  in  sole  possession  of  a  pro- 
tected *f  secret  composition,"  he  can  see 
his  way  to  safeguard  the  commercial  in- 
terests of  exhibitors  of  inventions  at  the 
exposition  now  being  projected  by  the 
authorities  of  the  South  Kensington 
Museum  for  the  ensuing  year  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  the  Ex- 
hibition proposed  to  be  held  at  South 
Kensington  next  year  would  make  no 
difference  in  the  status  of  inventors.  In- 
ventions already  patented  would  be  pro- 
tected, provided  the  steps  mentioned  in 
the  Patent  Act  were  taken.  The  exhi- 
bition of  unpatented  inventions  would 
not  for  a  reasonable  time  prejudice  the 
right  of  inventors  to  apply  for  a  patent. 

Mb.  COLEEIDGE  ^NNAED  gave 
Notice  that,  in  consequence  of  the  reply 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  should 
take  an  early  opportunity  of  calling  at- 
tention to  the  subject. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— THE 
MAAMTRASNA  MURDERS  —  CONVIC- 
TION OF  MYLES  JOYCE  AND  OTHERS^ 
Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  he  has  made  or 
will  make  himself  acquainted  with  the 
dying  depositions  of  two  men  executed 
with  Myles  Joyce;  whether  they  were 
taken  by  and  before  a  resident  magis- 
trate; whether  each  deposition  was 
made  independently  by  each  of  the  con- 
demned men  in  his  own  cell  without  any 
knowledge  or  communication  of  what 
the  other  had  said  or  done ;  whether 
any  copies  of  the  depositions  have  been 
made ;  if  not,  in  whose  custody  do  the 
originals  remain ;  and,  will  any  steps 
be  taken  to  secure  them  from  being  mis« 
laid  or  lost  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  This  is  a  Ques- 
tion which  resolves  itself  into  manj 
points.  In  regard  to  the  first  of  them 
— whether  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury had  made  or  would  make  himself 
acquainted  with  the  dying  depositions  of 
two  men  executed  with  Myles  Joyce— I 
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ttay  remind  the  bou.  Member  thftt  I  had 
not,  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  assumed 
to  make  the  smallest  authoritative  re- 
ference to  the  contents  of  those  dying 
declarations.  I  took  them  simply  as 
they  were  presented  in  the  accounti^ 
given  by  Iri«h  Members,  who  bolioved 
themselves  to  have  obtained  substantial 
information  about  them,  and  any  argu- 
ment  I  made  was  made  simply  on  these 
accounts  so  presented  to  me.  With  re- 
spect to  my  own  acquaintance  with  those 
documents,  or  with  any  other  documents 
bearing  on  the  Maamtrasna  case,  I  really 
think  it  is  going  a  little  beyond  the 
ordinary  functions  of  a  Questioner  to 
cross-examine  a  particular  Minister  as 
to  what  are  the  Papers  which  he  has  or 
haa  not  read,  and  in  what  particular 
manner  he  has  fitted  himself  to  enter 
into  the  case.  I  think  the  hon.  Member 
will  see  that  he  has  unconsciously  gone 
a  little  beyond  the  proper  limita  in 
putting  his  Question  to  me ;  and  I  must 
respectfullyj  in  all  courtesy,  decline  to 
answer  what  Papers  I  have  read  or  not 
read.  It  might  be,  on  some  subjects,  a 
Question  not  easy  to  reply  to.  I  do  not 
Bay  that  that  is  so  in  the  present  case  ; 
but,  on  the  principle  I  have  stated,  I 
m.ust  decline  to  answer.  As  to  his  third 
and  fourth  Questions,  which  relate  to 
the  depositions  themselves,  I  would  say 
that  any  Questions  of  that  kind  should, 
properly  speaking,  be  put  to  the  Re  pro- 
se ntatives  of  the  Irisili  Government  in 
this  House  ;  but  I  do  not  think  the  Go- 
vernment are  prepared  to  give  informa- 
tion with  respect  to  the  contents  or  the 
particulars  of  these  depositions.  The 
Prerogative  of  mercy  has  never  been  a 
branch  of  the  Executive  power  that  has 
been  cast  in  mfiJw  before  the  whole 
Cabinet.  It  has  always  been  the  special 
and  responsible  function  of  the  Home 
Secretary  on  this  side  of  the  water»  and 
of  the  Viceroy  on  the  other  side  ;  and  it 
is  my  opinion,  and  I  believe  the  opinion 
of  my  Colleagues,  that  in  that  concen- 
trated and  very  solemn  responsibility 
there  is,  on  the  whole,  a  much  better 
security  for  the  judicious  exercise  of  the 
Prerogative  of  mercy  than  if  the  cases  it 
involves  were  to  be  dealt  with  by  the 
whole  Cabinet.  That  is  the  reason  why 
I  am  unwilling  to  do  what  tends  to  bring 
the  Prerogative  of  mercy  under  review, 
and  also  of  my  disinclination  in  this  par- 
ticular case  to  recede  from  what  we  feel 
to  be  our  duty  in  all  cases  of  the  ad- 


ministration of  justice  in  that  great 
branch  of  justice — namely,  the  Preroga- 
tive of  mercy.  As  to  the  Question  whe- 
ther steps  will  be  taken  to  secure  the 
safe  custody  of  those  Papers,  I  think  I 
can  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  there 
is  no  reason  to  apprehend  their  being 
lost  from  any  want  of  due  care.  Cer- 
tainly, they  are  Papers  for  the  eafety  of 
which  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment to  have  peculiar  regard. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  wished  to  dis- 
claim any  idea  of  cross-examining  the 
Prime  Minister  on  bis  speech  ;  but  he 
had  put  his  Question  because  he  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  have 
said  that  he  had  a  mind  open  to  convic- 
tion. 

Mr.  AETHUE  AENOLD  asked  Mr, 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland^  Whether 
the  chief  warder  of  Kilmainham  Prison 
has  been  questioned  as  to  the  statement 
alleged  to  have  been  made  by  Thomas 
Casey,  the  informer  in  the  Maamtrasna 
case,  that  after  Philbiu,  the  other  in- 
former, had  had  an  interview  with  Mr. 
Bulton,  and  when  Casey  had  made  no 
communication,  they  were  put  out  alona 
into  the  prison  yard  ? 

The  SOUCITOE  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkbr)  :  The  chief 
warder  had  been  questioned,  and 
0asey*8  statement  was  without  any 
foundation. 

Mr.  sexton  inquired  if  this  warder 
was  the  same  as  the  warder  mentioned  in 
James  Ellis  French's  letter  ? 

[No  reply.] 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND) -CASE 
OF  THE  BROTHERS  DELAHUNTY^ 
DYING  DECLARATION  OF  PATRICK 
SLATTERY. 

Mr.  KENNY  asked  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  Upon  what  grounds 
the  Irish  Executive  has  decided  to  ignore 
the  dying  declaration  of  Patrick  Slat- 
tery,  in  which  he  stated  that  he  had 
been  used  to  suborn  false  testimony 
against  the  brothers  DeJahunty,  upon 
which  evidence  they  were  convicted  and 
sentenced  to  penal  servitude  for  life; 
and,  if,  as  in  the  case  of  Kilraartin,  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  will  consent  to  an  in- 
quiry, for  the  purpose  of  sifting  the  evi- 
dence, and  guarding  against  a  miscar- 
riage of  justice? 

The  SOUCITOE  GENEEAL  foe 
lEELAND   (Mr.    Walkzh),    in  reply. 
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Bttid^  that  tho  Lord  Lieutoaant  had 
carefully  considered  the  declaration  in 
question.  His  Excellency  had  already 
fully  considered  the  case,  and  had  been 
adriscKi  that  there  was  no  ground  for  any 
further  action  in  regard  to  it. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  CIRELAND)-^THE 
DUBLIN  MURDER  TRIALS- COMPEN- 
SATION TO  MR.  FIELD. 
Mr.  WARTON  (for  Colonel  Ki^g^ 
Harman)  asked  Mr«  Solicritor  General 
for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated 
in  United  Ireland^  that  tho  payment  of 
the  Bpeeial  rate  strnck  for  compensa- 
tion to  Mr.  Field,  under  the  Crimes  Act 
(Ireland),  was  refused  by  the  proprietors 
of  that  paper,  and  by  the  proprietors  of 
The  Nation  newspaper;  and,  if  this  be 
truei  what  steps  the  Irish  (lovornment 
have  taken,  or  intend  to  take,  in  the 
matter? 

The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  that 
there  were  some  arrears  uncollected  in 
that  case,  ineludiog  certain  sums  due 
from  the  persons  named  in  the  Question, 
Steps  would  be  taken  to  collect  those 
arrears. 

ARMY-SERGEANT  INSTRUCTORS  IN 
MUSKETRY. 
Mr.  T.  R  O'CONNOR  asked  tlio 
Secretaiy  of  State  for  War,  If  it  is  the 
intention  to  promote  the  Sergeant  In- 
structor in  Musketry  to  the  rank  of 
Quartermaster  Sergeant,  in  a  similar 
manner  to  that  adopted  in  the  case  of 
Paymaster  and  Orderly  Room  Sergeants, 
viz.  after  three  years'  service  in  the 
appointment,  or  to  classify  them  as  prior 
to  tho  Royal  Warrant  of  July  1881  ; 
whether  it  is  the  intention  to  deprive 
the  non-commiasioned  officers  and  men 
now  serving  of  their  deferred  pay  on 
completing  twenty-one  years*  service, 
although  they  enlisted  as  boys,  and  had 
completed  twelve  years  previously  to  the 
issue  of  the  Royal  Warrant  of  July 
1881 ;  and,  whether  it  is  also  the  in* 
tention  to  deprive  them  of  a  halfpenny 
per  diem  of  their  pension  for  every  year 
served  as  boys  V 

TuK  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
There  is  no  intention  of  altering  the 
'  itaius  of  sergeant  instructor  of  musketry 
from  that  of  colour  sergeant  which  he 
now  holds.  He  still  belongs  to  the  com- 
batant ranks,  and  has  promotion  in 
them   to  look  to.     The    orderly  room 
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sergeant  and  paymaster  sergeant  serve 
under  diHerent  circumstances,  and  have 
no  prospect  of  combatant  promotion. 
It  is  not  contemplated  to  deprive  any 
class  of  noncommissioned  officers  or 
soldiers  of  any  of  their  deferred  pay. 
As  regards  boy  service,  the  effect  of 
recent  Regulations  is  j^recisely  opposite 
to  that  implied  in  the  Question.  Formerly^ 
service  under  age  did  not  count  in  any 
way  towards  pension.  Now  it  is  allowed 
to  count ;  but  a  halfpenny  is  deducted 
from  the  pension  for  each  year  under 
age.  Thus,  a  soldier  can  now  claim 
a  pension,  though  somewhat  reduced, 
earlier,  by  the  amount  of  his  boy  service, 
than  he  formerly  could ;  while,  if  he 
serves  to  the  time  at  which  he  could 
formerly  claim  pension,  he  would  retire 
on  an  increased  pension^ 

FISHERIES  (IRELAND)-TGE  INQUIRY 
AT  PORTRUSn. 

Un.  BIGGAR  asked  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  he  will 
instruct  the  Fishery  Commisaionere,  who 
are  to  hold  their  inquiry  at  Portrusli  on 
the  4th  November,  to  inquire  and  report 
on  the  facts  and  decision  of  the  magis- 
trates in  Col  era  in  e  on  the  25  th  July,  and 
affirmed  by  the  Recorder,  Mr,  Neligan, 
without  costs,  on  the  25th  inst. — the 
fishermen  declare  that  the  boundary  lino 
defined  by  tho  Recorder  is  unintelligible 
to  fishermen  ? 

TuE  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  Foa 
IRELAND  CMr,  WAUiEii),  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  did  not  think  he  would  be 
justified  in  giving  any  direction  ;  but  ho 
would  communicate  with  the  Fishery 
Commissioners,  and  ask  whether  they 
thought  the  matter  called  for  any  action 
on  their  part, 

I^VW  AND  POLICE  (IRE LAND) --PRO- 
CEEDINGS AGAINST  PUBLICANS 
AND  OTHERS  AT  SKIBBEREEN,  CO, 
CORK, 

Me.  DEASY  asked  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  By  whose  orders 
proceedings  were  instituted  against  cer- 
tain publicans  in  Skibboreen,  county 
Cork,  by  the  police,  for  having  displayed 
dags  from  their  windows  on  the  occasion 
of  the  recent  visit  of  the  Baroness 
Burdett  Coutts  to  that  town  ;  whether 
he  authorised  such  conduct  on  the  part 
of  the  constabulary ;  if  not,  whether 
any  notice  will   be  taken  of  it ;   and, 
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vhat  steps  will  be  taken  to  prevent  lis 
recurrence  ? 

The  solicitor  GENEBAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr,  Walker),  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  been  informed  that  no 
proceedings  were  taken  against  certain 
publicans  in  Skibberoen  for  displaying 
flags  from  their  windows.  The  IHstriot 
Inspector,  on  bis  own  responsibility — and 
he  thought  inadvisedly — prosecuted  some 
persons  for  lighting  tar -barrels.  The 
cases  were  dismissed.  The  District 
Inspector  had  been  reproved  for  his 
action. 

DEBATE  ON  THE  ADDRESS  (UCT.  30)— 

LOKD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  AND 

MU,  CHAMBERLAIN. 

LoED  RANDOLPn  CHUECHILL : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Presidonfc  of  theDoai^d 
of  Trade  one  or  two  Questions  with 
reference  to  the  documents  which  ho 
read  to  the  House  last  night,  I  wish  to 
know  whether  I  am  right  in  under- 
standing that  lie  is  in  possession  of  other 
documents  than  those  which  he  quoted 
of  the  same  character?  I  do  not  know 
■whether  I  should  call  them  sworn 
documents,  as  they  were  of  a  doubtful 
nature.  Has  the  right  hon.  GentlGman 
any  more  of  them  besides  those  wJiich 
he  quoted  to  tho  House  ?  If  so,  can  ho 
say  how  many  they  are,  and  give  the 
names  of  the  parties  who  fabricatod 
them?  I  would  also  ask  bim  whether 
he  will  cause  me  to  be  furnished  with 
legally-attested  and  certified  copies  of  all 
the  documents  of  that  kind  which  he 
posseseeSf  in  order  that  the  parties  who 
are  aggrieved  by  the  statements  made 
in  them  may  be  enabled,  without  the 
slightest  loss  of  time,  to  take  immediate 
criminal  proceedings  against  the  parties 
concerned  in  fabricating  and  procuring 
those  documents  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBEELMN :  I  thiok,  8ir, 
that,  in  the  course  of  my  speech  last 
night,  the  noble  Lord  made  an  inter- 
ruption, and  I  replied  that  I  would  be 
very  happy  to  place  at  his  disposal  copies 
of  any  documents  I  read. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL; 
Legally -attested  copies  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN  :  If  the  noble 
I>ord  interrupts  me  it  is  impossible  that 
I  can  answer  his  Question.  I  said  that 
T  would  furnish  him  with  copies  of  any 
documents  that  I  used,  or  was  going  to 
use,  in  the  course  of  my  speech.  The 
nohle  Lord,  after  my  speech  was  con* 
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eluded,  communicated  with  me,  and 
askod  me  to  carry  out  my  promise  and 
furnish  him  with  copies  of  those  docu- 
ments, I  told  the  noble  Lord  that  the 
documents  that  I  had  used  had  gone  to  the 
Eeporters'  Gallery ;  that  probably  they 
would  appear  verbatim  in  the  Press,  and 
that  that  might  be  sufficient  for  his  pur- 
pose ;  but  that,  if  it  was  not^  on  hearing 
from  him  again,  I  would  give  him  copies. 
I  obsorve  that  the  reports  in  tbc^  Press 
arc  not  quite  verbatim ;  and  I,  there- 
fore, understand  that  he  would  like  to 
have  actual  copies.  I  have  already  di- 
rected that  copies  shaU  be  made,  and 
they  will  be  at  once  forwarded  to  the 
noble  Lord.  Ho  asks  me  now  whether 
I  will  let  him  have  legally-attested 
copies.  I  can  assure  him  that  I  will 
not  throw  the  slightest  diihculty  in  the 
way  of  any  legal  investigation  into  these 
matters.  Beyond  saying  that  I  am  not 
inclined  to  go  at  the  present  moment. 
The  noble  Lord  will  know  when  he  re- 
ceives the  copies  whether  any  mox^e  is 
necessary.  He  asks  me  whether  I  have 
any  other  evidence  of  this  kind. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHUECHILL: 
No ;  pardon  me,  1  asked  the  right  hon. 
(lentlemaa  whether  I  was  right  in  un- 
derstanding him  to  say  that  he  had  other 
documents  of  a  similar  nature  to  those 
quoted,  but  that  there  was  not  time  to 
read  them  to  the  House. 

Ma.  OHAMBEELAIN:  That  is 
exactly  what  I  say.  The  noble  Lord 
asks  me  whether  I  have  other  docimieuts, 
whether  I  will  say  how  many  they  are, 
and  whether  I  will  give  the  names  of 
the  persons  who,  as  he  says,  fabricated 
them.  The  question  whether  they  are 
fabrications  or  not  is  one  which  I  hope 
will  shortly  be  tried.  But,  in  answer  to 
the  noble  Lord*8  other  Questions,  I 
say  that  I  have  in  my  possession  a  good 
deal  more  of  similar  evidence  ;  but  I  do 
not  think  it  desirable  or  necessary, 
under  the  circumstances,  and  with  the 
probability  of  a  further  inquiry  being 
held,  to  furnish  bim  with  copies  of  that 
at  tho  present  time,  I  am  sure  that  he 
will  have  quite  enough  on  which  to  base 
the  investigation  which  he  has  pro- 
mised. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  not  quite  understand  the  Question 
that  I  have  put  to  him.  The  reason 
why  I  have  asked  him  for  legally-attested 
copies  of  his  documents  is  because  by  U'j 
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possibility  could  legal  prnceecJings  be 
founded  ou  thorn  unless  they  were  so 
attested.  Theu  1  further  ask  him  whe- 
ther the  documents  which  he  quoted  were 
the  actual  original  document^^or  were 
only  copies ;  and,  if  they  are  ouly  copies, 
who  are  the  persons  who  are  at  present 
in  possession  of  the  originals  ?  AgaiOi  I 
ask  him  whether  it  is  correct  that  he  lias 
other  documents  of  a  similar  nature,  im- 
plicating members  of  the  Oonservative 
Party  in  Birmingham  in  offences  of  a 
like  character ;  whether  or  not  ho  will 
produce,  for  the  purpose  of  lUfiuiry  into 
this  whole  matter,  all  the  documents 
which  lie  has  in  his  possession,  and  will 
keep  nothing  back  from  the  House  and 
the  public  ? 

Mb.  OHA^MBEELAIN:  In  reply  to 
the  noble  Lord's  Questions,  my  answer, 
in  the  first  place,  is,  that  I  think  it  a 
most  extraordinary  thing  that  the  noble 
Lord,  who  has  made  charges  himself^ 
and  has  nev^er  produced  one  tittle  of  ovi* 
dence  in  support  of  them,  should  ask  me 
to  disclose,  not  only  all  the  evidence  on 
which  I  rely  for  tho  statements  that  I 
made  in  this  House,  but  also  all  the  ad- 
ditional ovideneo  I  may  have  for  other 
charges,  which,  at  some  future  time,  it 
may  bo  my  duty  to  make.  Sir,  I  decline 
that  altogether.  In  regard  to  the  Ques- 
tion whether  I  will  supply  the  noble 
Lord  with  legally- attested  copies  of  these 
documents,  I  have  to  say  I  do  not  think 
it  necessary  that  I  should  bo  put  to  the 
expense  and  trouble  of  doing  that  at 
the  present  time,  I  am  not  a  lawyer  ; 
but  if  the  noble  Lord  or  his  friends  in- 
stitute legal  proceedings  in  this  matter, 
I  believe  they  will  bo  able  to  get  an 
Order  of  Court,  or  whatever  it  may  bo 
called,  to  obtain  the  documents  in  the 
formal  shape  which  is  necessary  to  base 
proceedings  upon  them.  But  I  can  as- 
Bure  the  noble  Lord  that,  as  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  no  technical  diffimilty  shall  be 
allowed  to  stand  in  the  way  of  any  legal 
investigations  that  may  bo  instituted. 

Mr.  LEWIS:  I  would  like  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  tho  Board  of  Trade  whether  the  ori- 
ginals of  the  documents  he  produced 
yesterday  are  in  his  possession? 

Mk.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Some  of  the 
documents  which  I  quoted  were  copies, 
and  others  were  originals, 

Mr.  GOEST  gave  Notice  that  on  Mon- 
day  next  he  would  ask  the  Attorney 
General,  Whether  his  attention  had  been 
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called  to  tho  conduct  of  Messrs.  HortoB, 
Hooper,  and  others,  who  had  taken  the 
depositions  of  J.  Walsh,  Enoch  Bird, 
T.  Hadley,  Peter  Leverson,  and  others, 
at  Birmingham ;  and  whether  the  ad- 
ministration of  oaths  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  sworn  documents  to  be  pro- 
duced in  that  House  was  not  prohibited 
by  Section  13  of  the  Act  o  &  f^  miL  IV- 
0.  62,  forth©  suppression  of  unnecessary 
oaths ;  whether  such  disobedience  to  a 
Statute  was  not  a  misdemeanour;  and^ 
if  so,  what  steps  Her  Majesty^s  Govern- 
ment would  take  to  bring  these  oiJendera 
to  justice,  and  revoke  the  commissions  to 
administer  oaths  which  they  had  thus 
abused  P  In  consequence,  however,  of 
what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock,  if  there  was  any 
reason  to  suppose  that  this  subject  would 
be  a  matter  of  judicial  inquiry  with  re- 
gard to  the  conduct  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, of  course  he  would  not  put  such 
a  Question  ? 

Mr.  lewis  gavo  Notice  that  on 
Monday  he  would  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  would 
be  good  enough  to  specify  which,  if  anj, 
of  the  originals  of  the  documents  men- 
tioned on  the  previooa  day  had  been  in 
his  possession  ? 

EGYPT  (EVENTS  IN  THE  SOUBAN)— 
KUARTOUM. 
Mr.  EEPTON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for    War, 
Whether  there   is  any  further  intelli- 
gence from  Khartoum  to  day  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
None  whatever. 

ORDER  OF  THE  DAY. 


ADDRESS    IN    ANSWER   TO    HER    M^i- 
JESTY^S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[adjoubke©  debate.]   [seventh  night.] 

Order  read,  for  rufiuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Main  Question  [23rd  Oc- 
tober,] **That,  &c."— [See  page  69.] 

Main  Question  a^ain  proposed. 
Debate  returned, 

A^IENDMENT     (MB.    MAO    IVER)— DE- 
PRESSION OF  TRADE. 
Mb.   MAO   lYEB  said,   he   rose    to 
more  an  Amendment  to  the  Addreea  in 
the  following  words: — 
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■  **  But  humbl)-  to  direct  Tier  Majesty's  ntion- 
tiou  to  the  deprosaod  condition  of  commcfrce 
and  agriciiUuro,  and  r«*£?ret  that  Her  Majesty's 
gracious  Speech  oontains  no  reference  to  ft 
subject  of  Bach  paramount  importanco/* 


NotliiDg  ttoiild  be  further  from  his  wish 
or  intemtion  than  by  his  Amendment  to 
anticipate  the  domnnd  for  an  inquiry 
that  was  being  mudo  into  the  depressed 
state  of  agriculture.  It  did  seem  to  him, 
however,  that,  as  representing  a  largo 
and  important  trading  constituency,  he 
had  some  right  to  be  heard  on  a  ques- 
tion such  as  that  raised  by  his  Amend- 
ment ;  and  it  also  seemed  to  him  that, 
as  no  one  else  stood  forward,  it  was  his 
duty  to  do  so  under  the  present  oircum- 
fitances,  which  were  only  too  well  known, 
not  alone  at  Birkenhead,  but  in  many 
other  centres  of  industry.  The  shipping 
of  the  Port  of  Liverpool  was  greater 
than  that  of  the  Fort  of  London ;  and  as 
one-half  of  the  port  of  Liverpool  was 
in  his  constituency  at  Birkenhead,  he 
add  not  think  that  ho  was  unreason- 
able in  asking  the  House  to  join  him  in 
in  expression  of  regret  that  at  a  time  like 
this  the  condition  of  commerce  should 
not  have  been  considered  important 
enough  to  justify  any  mention  in  the 
Queen's  Speech.  His,  he  ventured  to 
think,  was  not  the  only  constituency 
where,  to  those  who  were  out  of  work, 
the  means  of  living  were  of  more  im- 
portance than  any  consideration  of  the 
Franchise  BilL  At  Birkenhead,  so  far 
as  he  knew,  they  cared  little  or  notliing 
about  what  the  Prime  Minister  described 
as  **  the  great  object  for  which  Parlia- 
ment had  been  summoned/*  The  all- 
important  question  to  people  who  were 
out  of  work  was — **How  were  they  to 
live  ?  *'  And,  although  it  might  be  very 
bad  political  economy,  ho  (Mr.  Mac 
Iver)  was  very  much  inclined  to  agree 
with  the  Hon,  IMember  for  Sunderland 
(Mr.  Gourley)  that  the  Government  had 
other  duties  more  important  than  legis- 
lation, and  that  the  very  first  of  those 
duties  was  to  take  such  reasonable 
means  as  might  be  in  their  power  **  to 
provide  the  people  with  bread  and 
cheese/'  He  regretted  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  so  blind  to  the  condition 
of  matters  around  them  in  every  centre 
of  industry  as  to  suppose  that  they  could 
satisfy  starving  men  with  a  Franchise 
Bill,  He  wished  to  approach  the  con- 
sideration of  this  question  entirely  from 
a  non*political  point  of  vie^*,  liecause  ir 


seemed  to  him  that  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons they  thought  sometimes  too  much  of 
Party  questions  and  not  enough  of  those 
great  social  problems  such  as  that  which 
he  wished  now  to  bring  before  the 
House.  He  wished  to  say  that  he  had 
the  greatest  sympathy  with  the  Ques- 
tion which  had  been  addressed  to  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  with  reference 
to  shipbuilding  in  the  Eoyal  Navy  •  and 
knowing  as  he  did  the  present  condition 
of  our  Navy,  and  that  ships  could  be 
now  cheaply  and  advantageously  built  at 
those  ports  where  there  was  so  much 
distress,  he  thought  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  been  justified  in  asking  that 
the  Government  should  take  some  such 
steps.  But,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Question^  the  Prime  Minister  went 
out  of  his  way  to  administer  a  severe  re- 
buke to  his  devoted  follower  for  ven- 
turing to  raise  a  question  of  this  kind. 
The  position  was  now  far  too  grave  to 
be  treated  as  a  Pai-ty  question.  Manu- 
facturers and  those  engaged  in  agricul- 
ture were  bound  up  in  each  other,  and 
neither  could  prosper  without  the  other, 
a  truth  that  was  too  often  forgotten. 
Agriculture  was  still  the  greatest  pur- 
suit in  this  country,  and  more  people  de- 
pended upon  it  for  a  livelihood  than 
upon  any  other  soui^e ;  but  manufac- 
turers sometimes  forgot  that,  and,  un- 
fortunately»  there  were  mischievous  poli- 
ticians whose  occupation  would  be  gone 
if  they  had  not  a  fertile  field  in  which  to 
sow  trouble  and  to  foment  jenlousies. 
He  was  not  engaged  m  agriculture,  and 
had  nothing  to  do  with  it;  but,  what- 
ever might  be  the  outcome  of  the  pro- 
posed inquiry,  he  would  wish  that  any 
change  that  was  made  should  be  a 
change  that  would  be  fair  all  round  to 
every  industry  in  the  country.  Cheap 
food  might  be  bought  too  dear,  and  the 
ruin  of  agriculture  meant  the  destruc- 
tion of  our  home  markets  for  manufac- 
tures. Surely  the  incidence  of  taxation, 
the  removal  of  our  own  burdens,  and 
the  endeavour  to  place  those  burdens 
upon  foreign  producers  rather  than 
upon  producers  at  home,  were  subjects 
which  to-day  ought  once  more  to  be 
calmly  considered  and  not  left  to  angry 
controversy.  He  had  no  sympathy  with 
those  politicians  whose  political  exist- 
ence depended  upon  setting  class  against 
class,  the  manufacturing  artisans  against 
th'-'  agricultural  labourers,  and  who  saw 
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in  a  state  of  aiFabs  such  as  this  a  field 
for  sowing  dissenRioiiB.  When  speak- 
ing in  **  another  place,"  Lord  Kimber- 
ley  had  argued  that  there  was  distresa 
all  over  the  world,  and  that  the  condi- 
tion of  otlier  countries  was  worse  than 
our  own.  That  was  partly  true.  No 
doubt,  trad©  was  uot  good  in  the  United 
States  or  on  the  Continent;  but  it  was 
impossible  for  any  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment or  the  House  of  Commons  to 
make  any  accurate  comparison  as  to  the 
state  of  trade  here  and  elsewhere.  Those 
who  were  opposed  to  him  pointed  tri* 
nmphantly  to  the  statistics  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  j  but,  for  hia  own  part,  he  was 
inclined  to  doubt  the  Board  of  Trade 
statistics ;  he  had  less  faith  in  statistics 
and  in  newspaper  ia formation  than  was 
the  case  with  many  hon.  Members  op- 
posite. Thero  were  certain  practical 
considerations  which  had  more  reality 
about  thom  than  any  amount  of  Mr, 
Giflen^Q  stutistica  or  of  newspaper  para- 
graphs, from  whatever  source  they 
might  be  contributed.  He  had  practical 
experience  of  the  depression  in  trade 
now  existing  all  over  the  country.  Ho 
was  a  shareholder  in  some  woollen  mills 
in  Cheshire ;  and  ho  had  received,  a  short 
time  ago,  a  communication  announcing 
that  thoy  were  in  liquidation.  The  fact 
was,  anyone  connected  with  the  manage- 
ment of  shipping  had  the  opportunity  of 
knowing  exactly  whither  thu  trade  of 
the  world  was  going.  For  example,  he 
was  interested  in  certain  steamers  run- 
ning to  and  from  the  River  Plate,  a 
great  part  of  whose  business  was  the 
carrying  of  wool.  It  was  impossible  at 
that  moment  to  load  a  cargo  of  wool  for 
importation  into  England ;  the  demand 
for  wool  came  from  France  and  Bel- 
gium, and  not  from  this  country.  Again, 
Bhip building  in  France,  though  not  in  a 
very  prosi>erou8,  was  in  a  fairly  prosper- 
ous condition  ;  their  shipyards  were  not 
empty  as  the  English  yards  wore.  He 
knew  this  from  his  own  oxperience, 
though,  in  answer  to  a  Questiim  he  had 
put  to  him,  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  confessed  that  he  did  not  know 
what  the  state  of  the  shipping  trade  in 
France  was.  That  fact,  in  itself,  was  suf- 
fioient  to  justify  his  Amendment.  The 
Suez  Canal  Returns,  published  on  the 
Buthority  of  the  Lei th  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce, showed  that,  osving  to  the  bounty 
fiystem,  French  shipping  passing  through 
the  Suez    Canal    had    doubled,    while 
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British  shipping  had  only  inoreased  7 
per  cent. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  What  is  the  re- 
lative propoi'tion  ? 

Miu  MAG  IYER  said,  he  had  not  the 
figures  then  with  bim  ;  hut  he  was  per- 
feotly  ready  to  f  umiah  them  to  any  hon. 
Member  who  wished  to  see  them.  For 
his  own  part,  he  had  been  a  good 
deal  about  the  Mediterranean,  and  had 
noticed  that  there  had  been  a  remai'k- 
ablo  increase  in  the  number  of  French 
steamers  trading  in  that  quarter — ^that^ 
whereas  formerly  they  only  saw  an 
occasional  steamer  carrying  the  French 
flag,  at  the  present  day  that  flag  was 
seen  everywhere.  Would  the  House 
believe  the  statement  that  under  our 
economical  Post  Office,  which  went  to 
Germany  for  the  materials  for  its  post- 
cards, the  people  of  Malta  were^  at  th© 
present  moment,  actually  dependent  on 
French  and  Italian  steamers  for  the 
conveyance  of  their  English  mails  ? 
Of  courso,  a  good  deal  of  money  was 
saved ;  but  there  were  national  con- 
siderations which  ought  to  take  prece- 
dence of  all  others  in  regard  to  matters 
of  military  and  naval  importance  con- 
nected with  a  great  naval  station  like 
that  of  Malta.  He  bdd  in  his  hand  the 
Report  of  a  Steamship  Company  with 
whose  management  he  had  nothing  to 
do,  but  in  which  he  hnd  the  good  or  ill 
fortune  to  be  a  shareholder.  In  that 
Report  the  Direators  stated  as  a  reason 
why  they  were  unable  to  pay  a  divi- 
dend that  one  all-powerful  factor  was  » 
Free  Trade,  the  definition  of  which,  as 
far  as  this  country  was  concerned,  might 
be  described  as  the  giving  away  of  every 
privilege  and  receiving  nothing  in  re- 
turn, in  consequence  of  which  tliey  saw 
tbo  foreign  trade  being  gradually  ab- 
sorbed by  other  countries,  under  a  sys- 
tem of  bounties  and  protective  duties. 
The  Report  went  on  to  say  that  the  agri- 
culturists, though  blessed  with  an  abun- 
dant harvest,  could  only  slII  it  at  ruinous 
prices,  while  tbo  markets  of  the  world 
were  closed  to  England  by  the  system  of 
duties  and  bounties,  and  the  labouring 
classes,  though  getting  bread  more 
cheaply  and  abuodantly  than  before, 
were  unable  to  obtain  employment,  with- 
out which  cheap  food  was  no  bleseing. 
He  strongly  and  emphatically  blamed 
the  Preeddent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  for 
much  of  this.  He  would  not  say  the 
President  individually,  because  he  had 
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not  the  sliophtGst  personal  feeling  towards 
him,  but  the  Department  over  which  he 
presided.  He  would  remind  the  House 
that  one  evening  last  Session,  when, 
after  many  attempts,  he  (Mr.  Mac  IverJ 
was  fortunate  enough  to  get  the  first 
place  on  the  Notice  Paper  for  a  Motion 
to  inquire  into  the  conetitution  and  func- 
tions of  the  Board  of  Trade,  he  waa  at 
once  ** counted  out'*  by  hon.  Members 
opposite,  and  thus  deprived  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  the  matter  before  the 
House.  Many  persons  thought  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  met 
the  case  by  proposing  the  appointment 
of  a  Boyal  Commission  on  Merchant 
Shipping,  and  that  one  of  its  duties 
would  be  to  inquire  into  the  functions 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  But  this  was 
not  the  case,  the  fact  being  that  the 
Keference  to  the  Commission  waa  of  a 
much  narrower  character ;  and  they  still 
had  in  that  Board  a  Department  which  he 
(Mr.  Mac  Iver)  maintained  entirely  failed 
in  its  duty,  which,  in  point  of  fact»  was 
not  a  Board  of  Trade  at  all,  and  was  oer- 
tainiy  not  a  Department  in  the  sense  in 
which  that  House  had  passed  its  Reso- 
lutions in  favour  of  the  epi"Hjintraent  of 
a  Minister  of  Commerce  and  Agriculture. 
He  might  describe  the  Board  of  Trade 
as  useless  and  mischievous,  and  as  some- 
thing which  ought  to  be  abolished.  The 
view  he  took  of  the  Department  was,  he 
felt  sure,  pretty  much  the  view  taken  by 
those  engaged  in  the  sugar  trade,  as  well 
as  by  the  shipowners,  and  he  might  also 
say  by  the  sailors.  The  shipowners  had  a 
keen  appreciation  of  the  state  of  the  law 
under  which  our  British  shipping  was 
handicapped.  They  knew  how  the  ex- 
isting law  hindered  and  hampered  the 
British  shipping  trade,  while  protecting 
the  foreigner,  to  the  injury  of  the  Eng* 
lish  owners.  As  to  the  sailors,  he  might 
atate  that  he  was  not  long  ago  invited 
to  be  present  at  a  meeting  of  British 
seamen,  who,  instead  of  supporting  tUe 
Board  of  Trade,  wanted  to  denounce  the 
President  of  that  Department  as  an 
enemy  of  his  country.  The  ground  of 
their  denunciation  was  that  they  were 
in  want  of  employment ;  and  the  state 
of  the  law  was  such  that  they*  as  British 
seamen,  were  placed  at  a  great  disadvan- 
tage, while  foreigners,  who  really  were  not 
aailors  at  all,  came  over  and  successfully 
competed  with  them.  He  would  here 
8ay  it  waa  too  much  to  assume,  as  many 
did,  that  the  taxes  on  importations  were 
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neceesarily  borne  by  the  consumers. 
[Laughter  from  the  Liberal  Benches. ^ 
Hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
laughed ;  but  could  they  produce  other 
autnority  for  tbeir  incredulity  than 
newspapers  inspired  by  the  Board  of 
Trade?  Every  commercial  man  knew 
that  the  import  tax  was  not  necessarily 
paid  by  the  consumer.  It  was  not  long 
ago  that  he  was  lunching  at  Liverpool 
in  company  with  Mr.  Paul,  a  partner  of 
the  firm  of  Rosa  T,  Smyth  &  Co,,  and 
a  loyal  supporter  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, and  that  gentleman  had  said, 
in  reference  to  the  question  what  would 
be  the  effect  of  an  increase  or  diminution 
in  the  rate  of  freight  on  the  com  trade, 
that  whenever  the  rate  of  freight  went 
up,  those  abroad  who  had  to  sell  their 
wheat  were  obliged  to  accept  a  lower 
price,  while^  at  tne  same  time^  nothing 
came  from  the  consumer.  Mr.  John 
Stuart  Mill,  in  his  PrincipUa  of  Political 
Economy,  Vol.  2,  p.  405,  said — 

*'Tho  imposition  of  a  tax  on  a  commodity 
fdmoat  lilways  diminished  the  demand,  and  it  was 
laid  down  ns  ft  principlo  that  a  tax  on  imported 
commodities,  when  it  really  operated  as  a  tar 
and  not  a«  a  prohibition,  aim  oat  ulwayi  fell  partly 
on  tho  foreigner  who  had  the  g^oodfi,  this  Ddng 
a  mode  in  which  a  notion  might  appropriate  to 
it«elf  hi  the  expense  of  the  foreigner  a  larger 
share  than  belonged  to  it  of  the  increase  of  prO' 
ductiveneaa.'* 
Mr.  MiU  added— 

*'  Thoae  were  therefore  right  who  maintained 
that  tajcea  on  imports Jwero^partly  paid  by  the 
foreigner/* 

He  thought  there'  was  ^no~one  in  ths 
House  who  would  not  agree  with  him 
that  what  was  called  Free  Trade  had 
somewhat  disappointed  everybody.  It 
bad  certainly  not  worked  out  as  its 
original  promoters  had  hoped.  Still, 
there  was  a  tendency  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  dispute  this.  He  wished 
to  put  before  the  House  three  proposi- 
tions —  first,  the  Amendment  he  had 
placed  upon  the  Paper ;  secondly,  to 
concur  with  him  in  the  reasonable- 
ness of  the  demand  for  an  inquiry ; 
and,  thirdly,  he  was  ready  to  suggest, 
though  he  did  not  think  that  the  right 
occasion,  a  remedy.  But  supposing  hia 
remedy  took  the  form  of  a  tax  on  im- 
ports, he  maintained  that  there  were 
many  imported  luxux'ies  about  the  tax- 
ing of  which  there  ought  to  be  very  little 
doubt.  We  imported  last  year  of  silk 
fabrics  alone  to  the  value  of  £  12,000,000, 
of  artificial  flowers  to  the  value  of 
£i>00,000,  of  musical  instruments  to  the 
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value  of  nearly  £1,000,000.    What  our 
imported  manufaotures  amounted  to  was 
a  point  of  some  importance,  because 
here  there  was  a  real  dispute.    He  had 
heard  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  speak  of  their  annual  value  as 
£25,000,000,  the  Prime  Minister  had 
spoken  of    it  as  £45,000,000;    it   ap- 
peared to  him  that  it  was  as  much  as 
£107,000,000.     The  figures  on  which  he 
r6lied  were  at  the  service  of  anyone  who 
liked  to  see  them ;  but  how  could  the 
same  figures   yield  such   different  re- 
sults as  £25,000,000,  £45,000,000.  and 
£107,000,000  ?    The  explanation  of  the 
discrepancy  lay  in  the  mode  in  which 
Mr.   Giffen  and  his   assistants  at  the 
Board  of  Trade  prepared  their  accounts. 
Sugar,  for  example,  which  we  imported 
to  the  amouht  of  £20,000,000,   came, 
according  to  Mr.  Giffen's  classification, 
Tinder  the  head  not  of  manufactures, 
but  of  articles  of  consumption;  and  so, 
likewise,  did  oleomargarine.  He  thought 
he  had  said  enough  to  justify  the  Amend- 
ment which  he  had  put  on  the  Paper. 
It   seemed  to    him    that    our    present 
commercial    system    was    wrong    alto- 
gether.    There  was  one  other  matter  to 
which  he  thought  ho  should  be  justified 
in  making  a  reference.     An  idea  very 
widely  prevailed  that  certain  Members 
of  the  Gt)vemment,  as  well  as  certain 
Members  of  Parliament,  were  interested 
in    firms    abroad    who    had    entered 
into  competition  with  British  manufac- 
turers.    He  did  not  know  whether  it 
was  true  or  not,  but  perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  West  Riding  of  York- 
shire (Mr.  Holden)  would  inform  the 
House  if  there  was  any  foundation  for 
that  allegation.     Then  a  similar  rumour 
prevailed  with  regard  to  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of   the  Council  (Mr.  Mundella), 
who  was  credited  with  being  oonneoted 
with    a    foreign    firm,    and    he    (Mr. 
Mao  Ivor)  thought  it  was  only  due  to 
the     right    hon.    Gentleman    that  his 
attention  should  be  called  to  the  sub- 
ject.     Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  say  whether  it  was  a  fact 
that  he  had  no  connection  at  the  present 
time  with  the  firm  of   A.  Mundella  & 
Co.,  Chemnitz,  Saxony,  which  had  been 
established  in  opposition  to  manufac- 
turers in  this  country  ?    Another  point 
to  which  he  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  would  also 
desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
was  this.    A  great  ^rtion  of  our  Re- 
venue was  now  derived  from  Income 
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Tax.  A  great  deal  had  been  heard 
about  our  investments  abroad,  and  it 
seemed  to  him  that  many  of  these 
investments  escaped  Income  Tax  alto- 
gether. That,  at  least,  was  the  inference 
to  be  drawn  if  the  description  of  these 
investments  given  by  Mr.  Giffen  were 
true.  The  burden  which  those  invest- 
ments ought  to  bear  was  borne  wholly 
by  the  industries  of  this  country,  li 
conclusion,  the  hon.  Member  urged  that 
the  question  was  deserving  of  serious  con- 
sideration, as  a  very  large  balance  of  In- 
come Tax  on  foreign  profits  was  still  un- 
accounted for.  He  begged  to  move  the 
Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name. 

Me.  ECROYD,  in  rising  to  second  the 
Amendment,  said,  he  desired  to  disclaim 
any  intention  of  discussing  the  question 
on  Party  grounds.  It  could  not  be  denied 
that  there  was  at  the  present  time  a  very 
large  amount  of  industrial  depression. 
Such  a  state  of  things  affected  closely 
the  interests  of  the  working  population, 
and  the  subject  ought,  therefore,  to  in- 
terest equally  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House.  He  accordingly 
invited  the  co-operation  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  in  the  discussion  of 
the  subject.  His  hope  was  that  the 
Government  might  remedy  the  omis<- 
sion  in  the  Queen's  Speech,  and  take 
into  consideration,  without  delay,  the 
desirability  of  proceeding  to  appoint 
either  a  Royal  Commission,  or  a  Joint 
Committee  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament, 
to  consider  this  question  in  all  its  bear- 
ings. The  depression  in  trade  was  al- 
most universal.  There  was,  however, 
one  great  branch  of  trade  which  must 
be  excepted — namely,  the  worsted  and 
woollen  trade,  which  was  now  in  a 
better  condition  than  it  had  been  in  for 
sometime.  That  was,  no  doubt,  due  to  the 
influence  of  the  previous  long-oontined 
and  tremendous  depression,  which  had 
the  effect  of  largely  reducing  the  num- 
ber of  firms  engaged  in  this  trade.  The 
reality  of  the  grounds  on  which  his  hon. 
Friend  based  his  Amendment  was  made 
plain  in  the  communication  from  a  Trade 
tlnionist,  which  appeared  in  The  Times 
on  Thursday.  The  writer  of  that  artide 
said  that  the  depression  was  very  wide- 
spread'; that  trade  was  evidently  de- 
clining ;  that  profits  were  becoming  less ; 
that  wages  were  being  reduced ;  that  in 
many  industries  short  time  was  being 
resorted  to ;  and  that  in  many  places  the 
works  were  being  closed.    He  thus  gave 
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a  gloomy  forecast  for  the  coming  whiter. 
The  writer  also  pointed  out  that  the 
great  iodustries  of  Lancashire,  Stafford- 
ahire,  the  Midlands  generally,  and  of 
South  Wales  were  in  a  very  unsatisfac- 
tory condition  from  the  point  of  view^  of 
Trades  Unionists,  and  that  in  the  Metro- 
politan area  30  per  oent  of  the  dock 
labourers  were  out  of  work*  Such  a 
state  of  things,  the  writer  argued,  in- 
dicated that  it  was  incumbent  upon  Par- 
Ham  ont  to  consider  favourably  any  Mo- 
tion that  might  be  brought  forward  for 
the  purpose  of  inquiring  into  the  causes 
of  the  distreaa  that  existed  among  the 
industrial  population  in  all  parts  of  the 
country.  He  hoped  that  the  Amend- 
ment would  not  be  pooh-poohed  by 
the  occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bench, 
and  that  they  would  not  be  put  off 
by  references  to  statistics  in  regard 
to  the  decrease  of  pan  peri  am,  the 
maintenance  of  the  receipts  from  In- 
come Tax,  and  the  increase  of  the  rate- 
able value  of  property.  Pauperism  had, 
no  doubt,  diminished,  but  the  diminu- 
tion was  in  great  measure  due  to  tbe 
manifest  spread  of  temperance  and 
thrift,  and  to  the  existence  of  Friendly 
Societies  and  other  organizations  of 
that  kind  which  afforded  assistance  to 
working  men  when  out  of  employment. 
Then  before  the  increase  in  the  rateable 
value  of  property  was  taken  as  evidence 
of  internal  prosperity,  it  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  formerly  property  was  much 
undervalued,  and  it  was  also  necessai-y 
to  consider  what  proportion  of  rateable 
property  was  occupied  by  persons  con- 
nected w4th  foreign  industries,  and  how 
much  of  it  by  persons  who  derived  their 
wealth  from  foreign  investments  and 
undertakings,  Neither  were  the  Income 
Tax  Eetunis  a  real  index  to  the  changes 
which  took  place  in  the  industrial  earn- 
ings of  the  country.  It  was  well  known 
that  occupiers  of  land  paid  Income  Tax 
at  a  fixed  rate  wliether  their  profits  were 
large  or  small,  so  that  whether  a  farmer 
made  a  profit  of  £200,  or  suffered  a  loss 
of  £300  upon  his  year's  trade,  he  imid 
the  same  amount  of  Income  Tax.  Tbe 
same  thing  often  occurred  in  the  case  of 
persons  engaged  in  manufacturing  in- 
dustries. Many  small  tradesmen  and 
manufacturers  made  a  return  which, 
when  accepted,  was  maintained  through 
good  years  and  bad  years.  Then  the 
Keturna  of  Income  Tax  were  swollen  by 
incomes  derived  from  foreign  property 


I  owned  by  persons  living  in  this 
country,  and  from  income  the  source 
of  which  lay  in  the  external  trading 
operations  of  the  country.  Now, 
with  reference  to  the  question  of  agri* 
cultural  distress,  in  spite  of  the  late 
good  season^  all  must  admit  that  the 
English  farmer  had  little  reason  to  con- 
gi-atulate  himself  on  his  financial  pros- 
pects. It  was  true  he  had  had  a  bar- 
vest,  which,  although  not  abundant  in 
quantity,  had  been  excellent  in  quality ; 
but,  on  the  other  band,  he  was  receiving 
for  his  grain  the  lowest  price  he  had  ever 
received,  and  he  had  to  contend  with 
tt  great  depreciation  in  the  value  of 
his  cattle  and  sheep.  If  these  matters 
were  taken  into  consideration,  it  would 
be  found  that  the  agricultural  depres- 
sion was  pressing  as  severely  on  the 
occupier  of  the  land  as  it  had  done  at  any 
time  during  the  last  seven  or  eight  years. 
From  the  national  point  of  view,  a  re- 
duction of  rents  would  be  no  remedy 
whatever  for  this  state  of  things,  be- 
cause a  considerable  reduction  of  the 
incomes  of  landowners  would  be  as 
greatly  felt  by  the  nation  as  if  the  loss 
had  fallen  on  any  other  class.  A  re- 
duction of  rents,  or  of  the  value  of 
building  land,  was  an  indication  of 
decay  in  any  country.  It  was  not 
only  a  consequence  of  adversity,  but 
a  herald  of  coming  adversity.  A 
reduction  of  the  income  of  property 
owners  necessarily  told  upon  trade 
throughout  the  country,  and  stopped 
expenditure  upon  the  improvement  of 
the  land  itself.  The  result  of  that  in  the 
long  run  was  to  throw  out  of  work 
a  vast  number  of  labourers,  artizans, 
and  manufacturers  of  various  kinds. 
It  increased  the  indisposition  of  the 
wealthy  to  embark  more  capital  in  pro* 
perty  of  which  they  believed  the  prospects 
to  be  exceedingly  doubtful,  and  it  in- 
duced a  disposition  to  ** hedge''  to  some 
extent  by  investing  money  in  foreign 
lands  and  x>roperty.  Thus  the  money 
that  ought  to  have  been,  and  would 
have  been,  invested  in  this  country 
was  now  being  used  to  increase  the 
means  of  that  competition  abroad  which 
was  reducing  the  income  of  all  classes 
connected  with  the  industries  of  this 
country*  He  looked  wnth  apj^rehension 
at  the  probable  effect  of  the  groat  dis- 
appearance of  profit,  and  shrinkage  of 
renty  which  had  taken  placo  during  the 
past  10  years,  and  were  stUl  going  on^ 
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for  the  same  thing  which  had  happened 
to  the  owners  and  occupiers  of  land  had 
happened  on  a  large  scale  to  the  owners 
of  property  connected  with  trade,  com- 
merce, and  manufactures,  and  to  those 
who  were  conducting  the  operations  of 
our  varied  industries.  He  was  thankful 
to  acknowledge  that  the  position  of  the 
workmen  themselves  had  thus  far  been 
better  maintained  relatively  than  had 
the  position  of  the  owners  of  property 
and  the  conductors  of  industries,  whe- 
ther agricultural  or  manufacturing.  But 
they  could  not  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that 
if  depression  first  of  all  took  away  profit 
from  the  cultivators  of  the  soil  and  from 
the  conductors  of  industries,  it  compelled 
them  to  appeal  for  a  reduction  of  rent, 
and  make  that  a  condition  for  the 
further  prosecution  of  their  industries. 
Thus  the  owners  of  property  were  neces- 
sarily the  next  to  suffer.  Two  buffers, 
as  he  might  call  them,  had  been  in- 
terposed between  the  industrial  classes 
and  the  disastrous  effects  of  this  de- 
pression. The  first  of  these  was  the 
grofits  of  trade  and  manufacture ;  and  it 
ad  practically  disappeared.  The  second 
was  the  rent,  not  only  of  land,  but  of 
'  buildings  ;  and  with  the  exception  of  a 
few  centres  where  foreign  productions 
were  imported  and  distributed,  or  where 
accumulated  wealth  spent  itself  in  a 
thousand  ways,  there  had  been  a  serious 
reduction  of  value  in  that  description  of 
property.  In  the  end  the  depression 
must  fall  upon  the  industrial  classes. 
One  effect  of  the  agricultural  depression 
and  of  foreign  competition  in  our  til- 
lage area  was  that  it  had  displaced 
labour  on  a  large  scale.  A  short  time 
ago  he  had  a  conversation  with  a  far- 
mer of  1,000  acres  or  more,  who  told  him 
that  he  had  only  one  man  in  his  employ 
under  30  years  of  age.  The  reason,  he 
said,  was  that  all  the  younger  people 
believed  that  tillage  farming  in  this 
country  was  done  for.  That  appeared 
to  open  out  a  very  serious  prospect. 
The  farmers  had  suffered  under  ex- 
treme depression  during  the  past  few 
years;  but  they  were  now  threatened 
with  another  serious  difficulty — namely, 
that  of  obtaining  labourers,  as  men  were 
now  unwilling  to  engage  in  what  they 
believed  to  be  a  sinking  and  doomed  in- 
dustry. The  rural  districts  had  been 
the  fountains  from  which  a  healthy 
population  had  been  drawn  into  our 
towns,  and  if  they  were  depopulatefl, 
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the  first  fatal  blow  wonld  haye  been 
struck  against  the  future  success  of 
the  industries  of  this  coxmtnr.  He 
regretted  that  in  this  condition  of  affairs 
Her  Majesty's  Speech  contained  no  word 
of  sympathy  for  those  industries  which 
were  so  deeply  depressed,  no  promise 
of  inquiry,  and,  what  was  still  more 
important,  no  indication  of  relief  from 
that  unjust  burden  of  local  taxation 
which,  in  spite  of  the  emphatic  votes  of 
that  House,  was  still  pressing  on  our 
industries,  agricultural  and  manufac- 
turing, and  disabling  them  in  the  ter- 
rible competition  with  f oreigpi  countries. 
It  was  a  remarkable  fact  that  since  1870 
the  two  occasions  on  which  wheat  had 
reached    the  highest  price  were  those 

Eeriods  in  which  our  industries  had 
een  best  employed,  and  when  there 
was  a  tendency  to  an  advance  in  wages. 
In  1871-2-3,  when  the  average  price 
of  wheat  was  57«.  6i.  per  quarter,  all 
industries  were  most '  active  and  wages 
were  higher  than  they  had  been  before. 
In  1879  and  1880  there  was  again  a 
higher  price  of  wheat  than  had  pre- 
vailed previously.  Wheat  rose  to  45#. 
and  48«.  per  quarter,  and  again  there 
was  a  movement  in  our  industries,  a 
gleam  of  hope,  and,  to  a  certain  extent, 
an  advance  of  wages  among  our  indus- 
trial population.  On  the  other  hand,  on 
every  occasion  during  those  14  years 
when  the  price  of  wheat  had  been  at 
its  lowest,  there  was  extreme  stagnation 
of  trade  and  a  gloom  hanging  over  all 
our  industries  which  resulted  in  a  reduc- 
tion of  wages.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
they  had  heard  the  last  of  the  ancient 
superstition  that  the  sale  of  produce  at 
prices  so  low  as  to  contribute  to  the  ruin 
of  those  who  produced  it  could  con- 
duce to  the  general  welfare  of  the  coun- 
try. If  our  present  system  had  not 
proved  good  for  either  our  agricultural  or 
industrial  interests,  in  Heaven's  name  in 
whose  interest  was  it  maintained  ?  It 
was  maintained  in  the  interest  of  the 
consimier,  who  did  not  happen  to  be  also 
a  producer ;  it  was  maintained  in  the 
interest  of  that  class  who,  living  in  this 
country,  employed  their  capital  in  foreign 
countries  where  Protection  prevailed, 
and  profited  by  that  Protection  which  was 
directed  against  our  own  industries.  The 
depressions  of  trade  had  become  chronic, 
and  the  prophecies  of  Free  Traders 
were  no  longer  believed  by  any  class. 
They  had  so  often  been  falsified  that 
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they  would  uot  bo  believed  again  by 
the  great  mass  of  Eugliskmen.  In  the 
face  of  a  Dissolution  which  eoiild  not  be 
far  distant,  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  so  far  cnt  tho  ground  from  under 
the  feet  of  their  opponents  aa  to  grant  a 
complete  investigation.  Periods  of  de- 
pression had  become  of  more  frequent 
occurrence  and  of  loug:er  duration  than 
they  used  to  be.  Tbe  recoveries  had  be- 
come more  transitory,  and,  like  a  fla&h 
in  the  pan,  tho  gleam  of  hope  had  dis- 
appeared directly,  Thia  had  been  the 
state  of  things  for  the  last  eight  or  ten 
years.  He  appealed  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Livei'pool  (Mr,  S,  Smith)  to  say 
whether  among  the  agencies  which  bad 
contributed  to  the  demoralization  of  the 
industrial  population  of  this  country 
anything  had  been  so  far-reaching  as 
the  violent  and  sudden  fluctuations  pro- 
duced by  foreign  taritTs  ?  An  instance 
was  given  the  other  day  by  the  Prusi- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  The  French 
Shipping  Bounties  having  permitted 
the  import  of  foreign -built  vessels  for 
a  fixed  period,  the  effect  had  been  to 
increase  for  that  time  the  amount  of 
fihipbuilding  in  this  country ;  but  the 
moment  that  period  terminated  ship- 
building for  France  was  stopped  here, 
and  repairing  was  transferred  to  the 
French  shipyards.  A  more  notable 
©xaniple  was  furnished  by  the  trade 
in  iron  rails  with  the  United  States, 
An  enormoua  demand  there  produced 
an  activity  of  trade  here;  but  at  the 
slightest  contraction  of  demand  the  duty, 
like  a  sharp  knife,  cut  off  the  trade  of 
this  country,  to  the  demoralization  of 
the  workpeople  in  our  groat  centres. 
First,  wages  were  rapidly  advanced ; 
the  temptation  to  expenditure  was  irre- 
sistible -  and  the  reeidt  of  the  sudden 
check  was  seen  in  destitution  like  that 
of  **  starving  Jarrow/'  as  it  was  de- 
scribed in  a  newspaper  heading.  The 
manufacturers  of  mixed  fabrics  at  Lyons 
and  St.  Etienno  had  been  using  Eng- 
lish cotton  yarn?,  the  supply  of  which  was 
cut  off  under  the  violent  system  of  Protec- 
tion adopted  by  France^  which  must  be 
injurious  to  the  well-being  of  the  country 
and  of  it&  manufaeturea  in  the  long  run. 
Some  thought  that  the  solution  of  the 
difficulty  would  be  that  the  French  Go- 
vernment would  be  obliged  to  admit 
English  yarns  at  a  reduced  duty,  or, 
possibly,  free  of  duty ;  but  all  past 
experienoe  taught  them  that  the  ulti- 


mate solution  would  be  the  establish* 
ment  by  the  French  of  fine  epinning 
mOls  under  English  overlookers.  We 
must  now  look  at  these  matters  in  the 
light  of  past  experience,  and  give  up 
dreaming  of  a  state  of  things  continu- 
ally promised  and  never  reaUzed.  We 
were  told,  on  the  one  hand,  that  our 
manufacturers  experienced  difficulty  in 
meeting  foreign  competition,  and,  on 
the  other  hand,  that  the  imposition  of  a 
duty  on  foreign  good  a  would  weaken 
our  own  competition  with  those  foreign 
rivals.  These  propositions  were  abso- 
lutely contradictory  and  mutually  de- 
structive. The  foreign  rivalswhose  goods 
displaced  our  own  lielonged  to  Protected 
nations,  and  worked  under  import  duties. 
Now,  if  the  imiiosition  of  Protected 
duties  incapacitated  and  disqualified 
manufacturers  for  foreign  competition, 
how  was  it  that  French  and  German  tex- 
tile and  iron  manufacturers  were  euccess- 
fully  invading  this  free  market  ?  We 
were  suffering  not  only  from  positive 
Bounties  given,  but  also  from  Protective 
duties  imposed.  If  30  per  cent  were 
levied  in  Germany  upon  imported  woollen 
goods,  the  manufacturer  there  had 
created  for  him  an  artificially  profitable 
internal  market,  whose  profits  furnished 
him  with  resources  to  invade  the  free 
market  of  England,  and  to  undersell 
those  who  were  working  under  Free 
Trade,  Thus,  foreign  manufacturers 
were  enabled  to  dispose  of  goods  for 
whioh,  under  a  system  of  Free  Trade  on 
both  sides,  they  could  not  have  succeeded 
in  finding  a  market  in  this  country.  Our 
industrieti,  agricultural  and  manufactur- 
ing, had  ceased  to  grow  with  the  growth 
of  our  population.  It  was  perfectly  cer- 
tain that  to  a  large  extent  the  new  con- 
cerns which  were  started  were  more  a 
displacement  of  old  ones  than  a  real 
increase  in  our  productive  industries. 
The  export  of  coal,  taking  the  five  years 
from  1869  to  1873,  and  comparing  them 
with  the  five  years  from  1879  to  1883, 
had  risen  45  per  cent  in  quantity.  It 
was  a  remarkable  faot  that  in  regard  to 
steam  engines  and  all  kinds  of  machinery 
there  had  been  an  immense  increase  in 
our  exports.  As  compared  with  the  five 
years  1869-73,  the  ^^&  years  1879-83 
showed  an  increase  of  steam  engines  ex- 
ported amounting  to  40  per  cent,  and  of 
other  machinery  and  mill  work  the  ex- 
ports had  increased  55  per  cent.  But 
the  discouraging  side  of  the  question 
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was  tliat  we  had  been  exporting 
the  implements  of  production  instead 
of  the  products  of  our  own  industry. 
In  cotton  piece  goods,  for  instance, 
our  exports  had  diminished  nearly 
£3,000,000  in  value.  There  had  been 
practically  no  growth  in  our  exports  of 
cotton  manufactured  goods  in  the  last 
five  years  as  compared  with  10  years 
ago.  All  healthy  growth  had  absolutely 
ceased.  So  in  woollen  and  worsted 
goods  there  had  been  a  diminution  of 
our  exports  in  1879-83  compared  with 
1869-73  amounting  to  30  per  cent  in 
value.  In  cutlery  and  hardware  the 
diminution  was  15  per  cent,  in  earthen- 
ware 3J  per  cent,  in  linen  6J  per  cent. 
[Mr.  Jesse  Collings  :  Raw  iron  and 
wool?]  If  less  was  received  for  raw 
iron,  it  followed  surely  that  less  was 
paid  in  wages.  In  the  same  years  which 
witnessed  these  large  diminutions  in  our 
exported  manufactures  there  was  an 
enormous  increase  in  the  export  of  coal, 
steam  engines,  and  machinery,  in  spite 
of  the  deline  in  prices.  But  there  was 
no  healthy  growth ;  there  waa  positive 
diminution  in  the  exportation  of  the 
articles  which  we  manufactured.  Were 
reductions  in  wages  ever  before  so  pre- 
valent with  food  so  cheap  and  raw  mate- 
rial so  abundant  ?  With  wheat  at  32«. 
a-quarter,  and  sugar  at  2d.  a-pound,was 
industry  ever  so  depressed  ?  All  this  in- 
dicated that  we  had  entered  upon  a  diffe- 
rent period,  a  different  order  of  things 
from  what  had  ever  previously  existed. 
He  did  not  advocate  any  particular  re- 
medy ;  this  was  not  the  proper  occasion 
for  doing  so ;  but  he  had  made  out 
a  case  in  favour  of  a  full,  complete, 
and  impartial  inquiry.  We  were  over- 
whelmed with  manufactures,  which  were 
the  fruit  of  a  lower  standard  of  comfort 
than  prevailed  among  our  own  work- 
people; with  imports  of  wheat,  which 
were  the  fruit  of  a  less  skilful  and  scien- 
tific agriculture  than  our  own.  He  com- 
mended these  considerations  to  the  hon. 
Members  for  Morpeth  (Mr.  Burt)  and 
Stoke  (Mr.  Broadhur8t),who  represented 
labour  in  that  House.  Those  Gentle- 
men were  anxious  to  prevent  undue 
competition  within  this  country;  but 
how  long  were  we  to  be  subject  to  one- 
sided and  unfair,  and,  therefore,  ruin- 
ous competition  from  outside  the  coun- 
try ?  The  low  prices  of  imports  bene- 
fited to  a  small  degree  even  our  artizans 
in  their  capacity  of  consumers.  But  how 

Mr,  Mroyd 


high  a  pace  did  we  pay  for  this  in  the 
depression  of  rents  and  profits,  and  the 
inevitable  depression  of  wages  which 
must  certainly  follow  ?  In  every  centre 
of  industry  the  consequences  of  this  un- 
limited competition  were  being  felt,  whilst 
a  comparatively  small  class  of  persons 
were  making  enormous  incomes  by  fo- 
reign investments.  There  was  no  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom  upon  which  this 
grossly  unfair  system  had  produced 
more  unfortunate  results  than  Ireland, 
which  depended  so  largely  upon  home 
productions.  Then  we  had  lately  been 
discussing  the  important  question  of  the 
dwellings  of  the  poor ;  but  no  improve- 
ment of  their  dwellings  could  be  either 
general  or  permanent  unless  they  were 
fully  employed  and  fairly  paid.  He  had 
been  informed  that  in  the  East  End  of 
London  30  per  cent  of  the  labouring 
population  were  unemployed.  What 
wonder  that  they  were  badly  housed! 
We  should  be  told  that  we  were  not 
suffering  more  than  the  Protected  na- 
tions, and  that  we  ought  to  be  thankful 
that  we  were  not  worse  off  than  they. 
Had  it  come  to  this,  then  ?  Was  that 
all  that  could  be  said  after  40  years  of 
our  one-sided  Free  Trade,  and  in  face  of 
the  fact  that  we  possessed  a  Colonial 
and  Indian  Empire  with  which  those 
nations  had  nothing  to  compare  ?  The 
question  was  of  so  complicated  a  cha- 
racter that  it  could  only  be  adequately 
dealt  with  bv  a  Eoyal  Commission  or 
Joint  Committee.  He  asked  for  no- 
thing more  than  a  fair  field  and  no 
favour.  Less  than  that  he  was  sure 
that  the  country  would  not  endure. 
The  policy  of  allowing  one  industry  after 
another  to  be  destroyed,  and  the  em- 
ployment and  remuneration  of  our  work- 
ing classes  to  suffer,  was  a  policy  not 
worthy  of  the  spirit  and  energy  of  this 
country.  He  would  suggest  that  the 
development  of  the  resources  of  India 
might  be  stimulated  by  a  carefully 
considered  system  of  differential  duties. 
He  would  also  be  glad  to  see  a  much 
larger  outlay  on  railways  and  roads, 
BO  that  the  products  of  that  country  might 
more  easily  be  exported,  and  India  be- 
come a  rival  of  the  United  States. 
He  would  gladly  welcome  an  expendi- 
ture of  £20,000,000  or  £30,000,000 
per  annum  in  that  direction,  which 
would  ultimately  be  largely  produc- 
tive of  profit  to  our  Indian  Empire. 
There  was  no  question  that  the  present 
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condition  of  affairs  waa  alarming  in  tbe 
extreme.  There  waa  no  doubt  that  tho 
inhabitants  of  nearly  all  oar  great 
centres  of  industry  were  united  in  be- 
liering  that  some  means  muht  be  taken 
by  the  Government  to  remedy  the  pre- 
sent depressed  condition  of  our  iiidus* 
tries  and  manufactures.  These  at  pre- 
sent were  fiscal  questions;  but  they 
could  easily  become  social  questions  of 
the  most  dangerous  character,  leading 
to  demands  entirely  inconsistent  vdth 
the  firmness  of  the  foundations  of 
the  security  of  property  of  every  kind. 
In  conclusion,  he  sincerely  hoped  that  so 
deep  an  interest  might  be  shown  by  hon. 
Members  in  these  great  quostiona  affect- 
ing the  condition  of  the  labouring  poorj 
that  they,  being  assured  of  the  sympathy 
of  those  whom  Providence  had  placed 
in  a  position  of  greater  influence  and 
comfort,  might  desire  not  to  undermine, 
but  to  sustain,  the  foundations  of  pro- 
perty, assured  that  in  so  doing  they  were 
best  securing  a  full  share  for  themselves 
of  those  good  things,  now  so  abundant^ 
which  had  been  created  for  the  benefit 
of  all, 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  insert  in  the  ninth  parngTaph,  after  the 
word  '*  us,"  the  worda  **  but  hmnhly  to  direct 
Her  3rajeaty*fl  attention  to  the  depreasod  condi- 
tion of  commerce}  and  agricultu remand  rogrot  that 
Her  Majesty^a  gracious  Spoech  containa  no  re- 
ference to  a  subject  of  auch  paramount  import^ 
ance."— (JlTr,  Mae  Iver.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr,  MUNDELLA  said,  his  object  in 
rising  was  to  refer  to  a  personal  matter 
which  had  been  brought  before  the 
House  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Birken- 
head (Mr.  Mac  Iver).  He  wished,  how- 
over,  first  to  say  that  he  differed  entii^ly 
from  almost  all  that  had  been  said  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Ecroyd), 
whom  he  greatly  respected  in  fields  other 
than  tho  tield  of  politics,  as  he  knew  of 
his  hon.  Friend's  relations  with  his  own 
workmen^  and  of  the  zeal  with  which 
they  served  him.  He  should  have  taken 
BO  part  in  this  debate,  but  as  he  was 
leaving  the  House,  this  morning,  be- 
tween 2  and  3  o'clock,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birkenhead  tapped  him  on  the 
shoulder,  and  said  he  was  going  to  call 
attention  to  tho  fact  that  he  established 
foreign  industries  abroad  in  competition 

lib  British  industries  at  home.      He 
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thought  it  was  deplorable  that  they  could 
not  conduct  their  debates  without  these 
constant  references  to  personal  matters. 
It  was  deplorable  to  see  that  they  were, 
night  after  night,  discussing  personal 
questions  when  they  had  the  Business 
of  this  great  Empire  to  attend  to.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead  stated  that 
he  had  set  up  foreign  industries  with  the 
view  of  their  competing  with  British 
industries.  The  hon.  Gentleman  men- 
tioned, in  addition,  that  tho  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  North -West  Riding,  carried 
a  great  deal  of  British  capital  abroad. 
He  thought,  on  the  contrary,  that  his 
hon.  Friend  had  brought  a  great  deal  of 
foreign  capital  to  England.  As  far  as 
he  personally  was  concerned,  he  was  al- 
most ashamed  to  make  a  statement  to 
the  House,  The  facts  were  these,  and 
he  would  show  the  House  what  use  was 
made  of  them  up  and  down  the  country. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  had  denounced 
him  by  name,  in  the  most  unmeasured 
terms,  as  as  employer  who  carried  his 
machinery  and  capital  abroad.  Indeed, 
be  believed  it  had  been  alleged  that  hia 
object  in  advocating  tho  Factory  Acts 
was  to  limit  the  hours  of  labour  at  home, 
80  that  advantage  might  be  taken  of  the 
long  hours  of  labour  abroad.  This  was 
the  revival  of  an  old  story,  circulated  at 
the  time  of  his  original  election  for  Shef- 
field»  nearly  a  quarter  of  a  century  ago. 
In  1853  he  was  a  partner  in  an  old-es- 
tablished concern  in  the  town  of  Notting- 
ham, Having  thrown  all  his  energies 
into  the  business,  and  he  had  worked 
very  hard^ — as  he  always  did  in  connec- 
tion with  everything  ho  took  up^his 
health  broke  down  oompletely,  and  he 
was  ordered  to  go  abroad.  During  his 
absence  the  concern  was  converted  into  a 
Joint  Stock  Company,  and  when  he  came 
back  he  took  his  share  in  the  under- 
taking, and  continued  his  active  connec- 
tion with  it  till  a  short  time  after  he  be- 
came a  Member  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. It  happened  that  in  I860,  or 
1861,  when  the  American  War  broke 
out,  there  was  an  old- established  busi- 
ness in  Nottingham,  which  had  a  branch 
in  Germany,  where  the  old  handlooma 
were  very  widely  utilized  for  German 
and  American  business.  But  the  German 
and  American  business  came  to  a  stand- 
still, and  his  firm  bought  the  whole  of 
the  plant  and  machinery  of  the  concern. 
He  went  over  to  seethe  business  in  Ger- 
many, and  he  thought  it  would  be  a  very 
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good  thing  to  continue  it,  because  it  gave 
an  opportunity  of  insight  into  the  whole 
ajBtem  of  German  manufactures  and 
education.  Ho  wished  more  manufac- 
turers would  make  them  selves  acquainted 
with  the  method  of  their  foreign  rivals. 
He  had  already  told  the  House  that  his 
active  connection  with  the  business  ceased 
eoon  after  he  became  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  had  since  been  a  small  share- 
holder, hut  his  maximum  interest  in 
this  foreign  enterprize  never  at  anytime 
reached  the  sum  of  £3,000,  As  ho  did 
not  know  to  what  extent  the  large  busi- 
ness in  Nottingham  had  gone  on  increas- 
ing, though  he  knew  they  had  greatly 
extended  their  businesF,  ho  had  tele* 
graphed  that  day  to  know  how  much 
they  had  increaBod  their  English  capital 
and  plant,  and  a  gentleman  very  well 
known  in  Nottingham,  and  a  good  sup- 
porter of  hon.  Members  opposite,  re- 
plied that  the  Company's  capital  had 
trebled  since  the  foreign  concern  was  ac- 
quired— that  was  the  capital  applied  to 
English  industry.  The  building  and 
plant  had  increased  four- fold.  He  bad 
now  shown  how  far  he  was  a  mantifac- 
turer  abroad,  and  how  far  ho  had  in- 
jured English  workmen  by  his  connec- 
tion with  foreign  alfairs.  Bat  why  was 
it  wrong  to  import  anything  from 
abroad  ?  How  was  it  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House,  and  among  the  advocates 
of  Fair  Trade  ?  He  found  that  noble 
Lords  and  hon.  G-entlemen  were  pro- 
prietors of  great  stretches  of  land  and 
cattle  ranches  in  foreign  countries  for  the 
purpose  of  manufacturing  food.  He  did 
not  say  that  the  noble  Lords  and  the  hon. 
Members  opposite  who  owned  large  tracts 
of  foreign  land  were  wrong  in  sending 
the  produce  of  their  square  miles  of 
American  territory  lo  this  country,  be- 
oaae  anyone  who  imported  cheap  food 
into  England  was  a  national  bane- 
factor  ;  but  it  was  rather  strange  to  see 
them  taking  their  place  among  the  most 
prominent  friends  of  the  English  farmer. 
He  left  hon.  Members  opposite  to  recon- 
cile the  consistency  of  those  two  facts. 
Having  disposed  of  the  personal  ques- 
tion, he  should  wish  to  say  a  few  words 
upon  the  general  question  before  the 
House.  Both  the  hon.  Members  who 
hod  addressed  the  House  from  the  oppo- 
site Benches  had  spoken  as  though  the 
Beaolution  on  the  Paper  was  one  asking 
for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry;  but  the 
fact  was  that  there  was  no  question  of 
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inquiry  before  the  House.     He  woaM 
just  like  to  inform  the  House  of  thefaetfti 
which  had  been  brought  to  his  notice 
as  to  the  state  of  things  in  foreign  coun* 
tries.     The  argument  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  was 
that   we   ought  to  have  Protection   aliJ 
round  ;  but  could  the  hon.  Member  point" 
to  a  single  foreign  country  where  Pro- 
tection was  in  force  that  was  better  off 
than  ourselves?     During  the  Recess  he 
had  seen  a  good  deal  of  the  condition  of 
the  manufacturers,  commerce,  and  agri* 
culture  in  the  different  States  of  Europe, 
and  he  had  ascertained  that  Europe,  as  a 
whole,  had  been  suffering  from  deprea* 
sion  during  the  last  I  Oy  ears,  and  that  that 
depression  was  increasing  year  by  year. 
The  Chamber  of  Agriculture    in  their 
Keporfc  for  1882  said  that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  say  whether  the  immediate  cauaetf*! 
of  agricultural  depresaion  were  perma- 
nent   or    not,    beeuusa    good  and   bad 
seasons  appeared  to  come  in  cycles^  and 
with  them  agricultural  prosj»erity  or  do- 
prossion.     What  was  the  state  of  agri-J 
culture    in   France  ?      Everybody    who' 
had  the  most  elementary  knowledge  of ' 
the  matter  knew  that  matters  were  far 
worse  in  Prance  than  they  were  in  thia  i 
country,  and  that  they  were  equally  bad  I 
in  Germany  and  in  Switzerland.     In  tbo 
latter  country,  indeed,  the  rate  of  interest 
on  money  lent  on   mortgage  had  been 
obliged  to  be  reduced  from  4  J  to  2 J  per 
cent,  for  fear  that  the  mortgagors  should 
throw  up  their  mortgages.     That  was 
the  condition  of  things  all  over  Europe.  In 
some  districts  he  had  been  assured  that  not 
a  good  barrel  of  wine  had  been  made  there 
for  the  last  20  years,  while   in  others 
it  was  said  that  they  had  not  had  a  good 
crop  of  cereals  for  the  last  1 0  years.   [An 
hon.  Member  ;  There  was  a  good  crop 
this  year.]     Yes,  this  year,  for  the  first 
time  for  years;  but  it  was  not  yet  har-«  < 
vested.     In  Belgium  the  state  of  the  iron 
trade  was  infinitely  worse  than  with  us. 
The   miners  there   were  working   half* 
time,  and  their  wages  were  something^ 
less  than  10*.  a- week.     But  while  there 
was   distress    in    every  Department   la 
in  France,    there   was  no  demand   for 
Protection,  except  among  the  agricul- 
tural classes,   who  had    already  got  it. 
The  difficulty  with  French  worlanen  waa 
to  get  food,  and  the  French  Government  \ 
was  sending   every  week  50,000  franca 
here  or  there  to  keep  these  people  alive. 
The  writer  of  an  excellent  article  in  the 
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October  number  of  Tf^  National  Revmo^ 
on  the  subject  of  the  depression  in 
France,  said  that  the  demand  of  the 
French  working  men  was  for  cheap 
food  and  the  admission  of  British  cotton 
duty  free,  and  that  all  that  was  required 
to  restore  prosperity  to  France  was  the 
reduction  of  taxation  upon  all  the  neces- 
saries of  life.  Was  that  the  direction  in 
which  hon.  Members  opposite  desired 
that  the  Government  should  proceed? 
In  this  country  we  imposed  but  a  small 
duty  upon  the  necessaries  of  life ;  and  for 
his  own  part,  instead  of  increasing  that 
duty,  he  should  be  glad  to  see  it  abo- 
lished altogether.  If  we  could  put  the 
labouring  classes  in  a  position  to  get 
more  food  for  their  money,  we  should, 
in  effect,  be  increasing  their  wages. 
What  we  in  this  country  wanted  was  ti> 
export  our  products,  because  the  home 
trade  would  not  aufliee  to  take  our 
manufactures.  Then  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said  that  the  amount  of 
French  shipping  passing  through  the 
Suez  Canal  had  nearly  doubled,  whereas 
the  amount  of  Enghsh  shipping  had  only 
increased  by  about  7  per  cent.  ELeJhad 
neyer  heard  a  more  extraordinary  state- 
ment than  that.  In  considering  that,  it 
must  be  remembered  that  the  increase 
in  French  shipping  was  mainly  due  to 
purchases  made  in  this  market,  and  that 
the  increase  of  7  per  cent  in  English 
shipping  was  a  vastly  different  thing, 
and  represented  a  much  larger  inoreaae 
than  was  represented  by  the  doubling  of 
the  French  shipping,  for  at  least  80 
per  cent  of  the  shipping  passing  through 
the  Canal  was  British.  From  a  state- 
ment of  the  shipping  which  he  had  in 
his  hand  it  appeared  that  the  total  ton- 
nage of  British  ships  clearing  in  cargo 
or  oaUast  in  British  ports  in  the  years 
1878-9  and  1882-3 — that  was  to  say,  the 
two  last  years  of  the  late  Government 
and  the  two  first  years  of  the  present 
Government— was  in  1878,  35,291,000 
and  in  1S79.  37,434,000  tons,  while 
1882  it  was  43,007,000  tons,  and  in 
't^83,  47,039,000  tons.  The  foreign 
shipping,  on  the  other  hand,  was  in 
1878  only  16,304,000  tons,  and  in  1883, 
18,000,000  tons,  so  that  there  had  been 
a  much  smaller  proportionate  increase 
in  foreign  shipping.  Then  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  the  cotton 
trade  was  a  declining  industry. 

Mr.  ECROYD  explained,  that  he  had 
not  said  that  the  trade  was  declining. 


but  that   it    had  ceased    to  develop   a 
healthy  growth. 

Mil.  MUNDELL.1  said,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  coraxjared  the  periods 
between  the  years  18(39  and  1873,  and 
the  years  1879  and  1883.  But  that 
peiiod  comprised  those  tremendous  years 
of  inflation  when  steel  rails,  now  selling 
at  £5  a- ton,  were  selling  at  i^20  a- ton, 
and  when  iron  was  three  times  its 
present  price.  It  also  included  the 
period  of  the  Franco-German  War, 
when,  in  fact,  the  whole  manufacture  of 
Europe  was  thrown  upon  this  country, 
and,  therefore,  it  was  hardly  fair  to 
compare  those  two  periods.  Within  the 
period  1879-83,  every  kind  of  manu- 
facture was  lower  than  it  had  ever  been, 
in  the  memory  of  man.  In  the  cotton 
trade  the  quantity  of  raw  material 
imported  in  1878  was  l,176,S00lbs.  j 
iu  1879,  1,173,326  lbs. ;  in  1882, 
1,461,900  lbs. ;  and  in  1883,  1,510,600 
lbs.  As  to  the  oxports,  of  course,  the 
price  of  shirtings  and  such  articles 
depended  on  the  price  of  tho  raw  cotton 
at  Liverpool;  and  in  1878  the  quantity 
of  cotton  piece-goods  exported  was 
3,618,665  yards;  in  1882,  4,349,391 
yards;  and  in  1883,  4,538,889  yards; 
so  that  regularly  in  that  department  of 
industry  there  had  been  a  large  increase 
in  the  exports.  Then  there  was  an 
enormous  increase  in  the  annual  amoimt 
of  the  deposits  in  tht*  Post  Office  and 
Trustee  Banks.  In  1878  the  amount 
was  £19,34^,000;  in  1879,  £19,547,000; 
in  1882  it  rose  to  ^£23, 35 4, 000  ;  and  in 
1883  to  £24,123,000,  or  an  increase  of 
nearly  20  per  cent.  Then,  again,  what 
were  the  facts  with  regard  to  the  Income 
Tax?  In  1879  the  returns  under 
Schedules  A,  B,  C,  D,  and  E  amounted 
to  £578,000,000,  and  in  1883  to 
£601,000,000.  Now,  he  would  give  the 
other  side  of  the  picture  and  give  some 
account  of  France,  which  was  a  Protec- 
tive country,  and  had  been  for  some 
time  carefully  nursing  her  trade.  During 
the  eight  months  ending  August  31, 
1882,  1883,  and  1884,  the  value  of  the 
principal  manufactured  articles  ex- 
ported from  France  was  £48,895,000, 
£45,836,000,  and  £41,493,000  respec- 
tively ;  and  the  total  exports,  including 
agricultural  produce,  were,  in  1882, 
£92,217,000;  in  1883,  £87,611,000; 
and  in  1884,  £81,617,000,  Let  them 
look  at  the  contrast  of  the  two  countries, 
and  see  which  system  was  producing  the 
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better  results  for  its  people.  The  hon. 
Member  had  said  that  the  nation  had 
been  fed  upon  promises  for  the  last  40 
years.  All  he  could  say  was  that  any- 
thing more  terrible  than  the  general 
suffering  of  the  population  40  years  ago, 
it  was  impossible  to  describe.  When  he 
was  a  youth  it  was -for  the  handloom 
weavers  a  life  of  chronic  starvaltion; 
they  never  had  enough  to  eat,  and  the 
condition  of  the  artizans  in  the  Midland 
counties  was  one  of  terrible  and  constant 
suffering.  This  did  not  begin  to  amend 
until  the  Com  Laws  were  repealed.  The 
wages  earned  at  that  time  on  the  average 
by  a  man  and  his  family  were  about  7». 
a-week ;  while  the  sons  and  grandsons 
of  those  same  men  were  now  earning 
from  30«.  to  £2  or  £3  a-week.  That, 
he  believed,  applied  to  the  whole  of  the 
working  classes  of  the  country.  Besides 
that,  let  hon.  Members  contrast  the  con- 
sumption of  food  per  head  in  France 
with  the  consumption  of  food  in  this 
country.  They  would  find  the  prepon- 
derance largely  in  favour  of  England, 
showing  that  our  people  could  afford  to 
buy  more  food  than  their  French  neigh- 
bours. They  all  knew  that  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  there  was  a  great  depres- 
sion. They  could  not  expect  that  the 
results  of  the  last  10  years  should  pass 
away  at  once.     He   believed  that  the 

S resent  cheapness  of  food  in  this  King- 
om  was  the  one  thing  that  would  carry 
it  through  this  crisis  better  than  any 
other  nation  in  Europe.  At  Sheffield, 
lately,  the  Board  of  Guardians  contracted 
for  bread  at  14  lbs.  for  U.  The  far- 
mers'  friends  would,  no  doubt,  say  that 
this  was  deplorable.  He  thought  that 
farmers  themselves  would  benefit  by 
this.  They  would  grow  some  other 
things  that  would  pay  them  better  than 
wheat.  It  was  the  improvement  in  the 
means  of  the  people  that  created  the 
demand  for  meat,  and  this  was  due  to 
Free  Trade.  It  had  been  stated  that 
when  the  price  of  food  was  high,  then 
the  industries  of  the  country  were 
prosperous.  That  was  not  his  reading 
of  history. 

Me.  EOEOYD  explained  that  what 
he  stated  was,  that  during  the  years 
1871,  1872,  and  1873,  which  were  pros- 
perous years,  wheat  was  at  67«.  5d, 

Me.  MUNDELLA  said,  that  this  was 
on  account  of  the  Franco-German  War, 
which  inflated  all  prices.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Birkenhead  suggested  that 
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we  should  tax  imported  luxuries,  such 
as  silk.  What  would  oome  of  that? 
Would  it  be  fair  that  the  farmer's  wife 
or  daughter  should  have  to  pay  more  for 
their  ribbons  and  silk  dress  —  if  they 
could  afford  one  —  while  the  farmer's 
wife  got  no  more  for  her  dairy  produce  ? 
If  they  once  began  they  must  tax  all 
round.  This  had  been  clearly  shown 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote).  At  present  many  of  our 
Colonies  and  foreign  countries  came  to 
the  London  markets  to  buy  their  silks, 
and  coming '  to  buy  silks  they  bought 
something  else.  And  silk  being  bought 
here  employed  our  ships  to  bring  it  here 
and  take  it  away  again.  London  be- 
came a  depot  market.  Now,  what  was 
the  remedy  for  the  depression  ?  They 
must  make  Englishmen  the  most  intelli- 
gent, the  most  thrifty,  and  the  most  com- 
petent workmen  in  the  world,  and  then 
they  would  have  nothing  to  fear  from 
foreign  competition.  They  must  extend 
the  scientific  training,  not  only  of  work- 
men, but  of  manufacturers  and  manufac- 
turers' sons.  He  warned  the  House  that 
if  we  neglected  this  higher  education,  so 
surely  would  our  industries  suffer  as  the 
French  industries  had  suffered  in  the 
contest  with  Germany.  To  mention  one 
instance,  Professor  Hoscoe  very  clearly 
pointed  out  that  by  far  the  larger  propor- 
tion of  the  raw  materials  used  in  the  manu- 
facture of  colours  were  imported  from 
Germany  and  Switzerland,  which  them- 
selves imported  our  gas  refuse,  and  sub- 
jected it  to  the  necessary  chemical  pro- 
cesses ;  £3,000,000  were  thus  lost  to  us. 
In  the  case  of  sugar,  the  technical  skill 
which  was  brought  to  bear  in  Germany 
enabled  them  to  extract  a  larger  propor- 
tion of  saccharine  matter  than  any  other 
nation,  and  as  the  result  they  had  beaten 
the  French  out  of  their  own  markets. 
Was  it  not  also  humiliating  that  the 
English  people  were  obliged  to  go  to 
Germany  for  their  gunpowder?  Hon. 
Members  opposite,  he  supposed,  would 
not  put  a  Protective  duty  on  that.  They 
would  not  deprive  British  guns  of  the 
best  gunpowder.  What  science  eould 
do  for  Germany,  science  could  surely  do 
for  England.  The  success  with  which 
science  was  in  Germany  brought  to  bear 
on  manufactures,  had  led  to  the  remark 
that  in  this  matter  Germany  was  prAii 
paring  for  France  a  Sedan,  which  wranos  i 
be  more  disastrous  to  her  industries  aliTe«  ? 
Sedan  was  to  her  arms.  ^  in  tbf    ' 
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Sib  MA8SEY  L0PE8  eaid,  that  the 
i^uestioQ  before  the  House  was  far  be- 
yond anything  of  a  personal!  character, 
and  he  waa  sure  the  time  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  mi^ht  have  been  better 
employed  had  he  attempted  to  reply  to 
the  able,  exhaustive,  and  statesmanlike 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr,  Ecroyd).  He  thought  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mao  Iver) 
was  justified  in  bringing  thi^  Amend- 
ment before  the  House,  and  in  calling 
attention  to  the  fact  that  Her  Majesty's 
Govern  moat,  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne*  bad  thought  it  proj^er  not  to 
refer  in  any  way  to,  or  to  show  any 
Bympathy  with,  what  he  might  call  the 
exceptionally  depressed  state  of  every 
British  industry  at  this  time.  They  kue\r 
from  what  they  had  seen  and  heard  that 
not  only  were  wages  being  reduced  and 
abort  time  being  adopted  by  most  of 
their  manufactories,  but  that  their  mar- 
kets were  glutted ^  and  that  the  profits 
of  many  of  their  manufacturers  amounted 
almost  to  nil.  Ho  should  like  to  say  a 
few  words  with  reference  to  the  state 
of  agriculture,  which,  after  all,  was  the 
oldest,  the  most  important,  and  the  most 
necessary  of  all  our  national  industries. 
He  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  agricul- 
ture at  this  moment,  although  they  had 
had  a  good  harvest,  was  in  quite  as  de- 
pressed a  condition  as  it  had  been  for 
several  years  past.  The  last  good  har* 
vest  they  had  in  this  country  was  in 
1874.  It  was  an  average  good  harvest. 
They  were  not  suffering  very  much  at 
that  time  from  cattle  disease,  and  their 
competition  from  foreign  agriculture  was 
not  quite  so  intense  as  it  was  at  present. 
Last  summer  had  been  the  beet  season 
they  had  known  for  many  years.  The 
ingathering  of  the  harvest  had  been  the 
best  he  could  remember,  and  there  was 
almost  an  immunity  from  cattle  disease. 
But  what  they  had  to  contend  with  was 
low  prices  and  foreign  competition  ;  and 
the  effect  of  those  prices  had  been  to 
cause  agriculture  to  be  more  depressed 
at  the  present  time  than  it  had  been 
during  the  nine  consecutive  years  since 
1874.  He  should  place  a  few  figures 
before  the  House  in  relation  to  this  view. 
In  1874  wheat  was  55*.  a-quarter;  in 
1884  it  was  32*,  This  meant  a  differ- 
ence of  23«.  a-quarter.  Any  practical 
agriculturist  in  the  House  would  know 
that  a  fair  average  crop  was  about  three- 
and-a-half  quarters  per  acre,  and,  there* 


fore,  the  loss  as  between  1874  and  1884 
was  £4  per  acre.  Ho  reminded  the 
House  that  the  price  of  wheat  in  1846, 
when  the  Corn  Laws  were  abolished, 
was  exactly  the  same  as  it  was  in 
1874  —  namely*  55*  ;  and  they  were 
told  at  that  time  that  there  was  no 
probability  of  their  seeing  wheat  at 
a  lower  figure  than  55^.  [Criei  of 
**  No,  no  !  "J  That  was  stated  at  the 
time.  How  did  the  case  stand  with  re- 
gard to  barley  ?  Barley  in  1 874  was  45** 
a-quarter;  in  1884  it  was  only  Zls.  9d,^ 
a  difference  of  ISs,  a-quarter.  Was 
that  tho  effect  of  the  abolition  of  the 
Malt  Tax  ?  If  so,  he  thought  he  might 
say  that  its  abolition  had  been  of  no  ad- 
vantage to  the  agriculturists,  or  oven 
to  the  poor  man,  Oats  in  1874  were 
28«,  1  Od, ;  in  1 884  the  price  waa  1  Sg,  lid,, 
or  a  diffei-ence  of  10#.  a*quarter.  He 
thought  that  anyone  who  had  had  any 
practical  experience  of  agriculture  must 
see  that,  under  such  circumstances,  profit 
on  the  cultivation  of  cereals  in  this  coun- 
try was  altogether  hopeless.  AVe  in 
this  country  were  heavily  handicapped 
by  rates  and  other  burdens  which  were 
not  paid  in  other  countries.  The  soil 
and  the  climate  of  other  countries  were 
so  much  more  favourable  than  ours  that 
it  was  perfectly  hopeless  for  the  British 
agriouUuriat  to  compete  with  the  foreign 
agriculturist.  It  was  formerly  said  that 
freights  were  a  protection  of  the  agri- 
culturist ;  but  that  protection  was  now 
gone,  and  the  amount  of  freight  was  no 
element  in  the  calculation.  What  waa 
the  future  of  stock  ?  He  thought  they 
ought  to  be  very  thankful  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  for  the  arduous  efforts  he  had 
made  in  order  to  protect  the  cattle  of 
stock-breeders  from  foreign  disease  ;  and 
htj  did  not  think  that  in  this  connection 
they  ought  to  forget  the  other  much- 
abused  House  of  the  Legislature.  In 
1878  tho  Conservative  Government 
brought  in  a  Cattle  Protection  (Disease) 
Bill,  There  were  no  more  vehement 
opponents  of  that  Bill  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  the  President  of  tho 
Local  Government  Board,  and  one  or  two 
others,  and  he  might  say  the  bulk  of  the 
Liberal  Party,  That  Bill  contained  al- 
most precisely  the  earn©  provisions  aa 
were  embodied  in  the  Act  passed  last 
year.  He  wanted  to  ask  hon,  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  what  would  have  been 
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tlie  difference  to  the  agricultural  interest 
if,  during  that  interval  of  six  years,  they 
had  had  the  same  immunity  from  disease 
which  they  might  have  Lad  by  the  Con- 
servative Bill  of  1878?  How  many 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  cattle  had 
been  sacrificed,  their  breeding  and  dairy 
qualities  destroyed?  How  many  hun- 
dreds of  farmers  had  been  reduced  to 
bankruptcy  and  almost  to  beggary? 
The  responsibility  for  those  farmers 
who  had  failed  owing  to  losses  through 
cattle  disease  rested  on  the  Liberal  Go- 
vernment. He  did  not  hesitate  to  say 
so.  Cheap  meat  depended  more  on  the 
healthy  condition  of  the  home  stock  than 
on  the  importation  of  live  stock  or  dead 
meat.  Store  cattle  at  this  time  did  not 
sell  at  the  price  it  would  have  fetched 
last  year/and  yet  the  farmer  had  had  to 
keep  and  feed  it  during  the  interval. 
What  were  the  remedies  suggested  for 
this  state  of  things  ?  In  the  first  place, 
they  were  told  to  convert  the  whole  of 
their  arable  land  into  pa&ture  land. 
That,  however,  was  sooner  said  than 
done.  The  House  must  remember  that 
this  process  was  going  on  very  rapidly. 
But  it  was  really  a  very  questionable  oene- 
fit  in  a  national  point  of  view.  He  did  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  one  acre  of  arable 
land  would  produce  far  more  for  man 
and  beast  than  an  acre  of  pasture  land. 
The  House  must  also  bear  this  in  mind, 
that  if  they  were  going  to  convert  all 
arable  land  into  pasture,  the  question 
had  to  be  faced  as  to  whether  they 
were  to  be  entirely  dependent  on 
the  foreigner  for  their  daily  bread. 
What  was  to  become  of  the  agricultural 
labourers,  for  whom  hon.  Gendemen  op- 
posite manifested  such  a  profound  in- 
terest ?  If  they  looked  at  the  Census  of 
1881,  they  would  find  that  the  agricul- 
tural labourers  had  been  gradually  di- 
minishing in  point  of  numbers.  In  the 
last  10  years  the  agricultural  popula- 
tion had  been  reduced  10  or  12  per  cent. 
If,  therefore,  they  were  going  to  convert 
arable  land  into  pasture  land,  there 
would  be  less  demand  for  the  services 
of  the  agricultural  labourer,  and  he 
must  drift  into  the  towns.  He  did  not 
think  that  would  be  a  happy  result. 
Then  with  regard  to  the  question  of 
Protection.  He  had  never  advocated 
Protection;  he  had  never  attempted  to 
deceive  anyone  that  Protective  duties 
would  be  adopted  in  this  country ;  but 
he  maintained  that  the  Liberal  Govern- 
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ment  had  made  no  greater  mistake  than 
when  they  reduced  the  1«.  duty.  That 
duty  was  paid  by  the  foreigner.  It  was 
a  registration  duty,  and  the  price  of 
bread  had  not  been  increased  the  one- 
hundredth  part  of  a  farthing  by  it.  What 
would  have  been  the  effect  of  the  1#. 
duty  had  it  prevailed  now?  We  im- 
ported last  year  16,000,000  quarters  ol 
wheat  and  about  4,000,000  quarters  of 
flour— 20,000,000  quarters  in  all  The 
la.  duty  on  that  would  have  amounted  to 
£1,000,000.  In  all  cereals  we  intro- 
duced something  like  37,000,000  quar- 
ters, including  maize,  oats,  and  barley. 
The  U,  duty  on  that  amounted  to 
£1,850,000.  He  asked  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber whether  it  would  not  have  been  fair 
and  just  if  that  amount  had  been  given 
in  alleviation  of  exceptional  burdens 
which  the  agricultural  interest  now  bore? 
It  would  have  cost  the  country  nothing. 
The  poor  man  would  not  have  paid  the 
one-hundredth  part  of  a  farthmg  more 
for  his  bread  than  he  now  did.  It  was 
true  that  he  had  advocated  some  read- 
justment of  our  local  burdens.  He  did 
not  for  a  moment  suppose  that  any  re- 
adjustment of  local  burdens  would  be  a 
compensation  to  the  agricultural  interest 
for  the  distress  it  now  suffered.  It  was, 
however,  a  matter  of  justice ;  that  was 
the  reason  why  he  advocated  it.  They 
contended  that  when  Protection  was 
taken  away  from  them  another  promise 
had  been  made  that  they  would  be  re- 
lieved from  the  exceptional  burdens  which 
were  imposed  upon  them,  because  the^ 
enjoyed  certain  privileges.  Those  privi- 
leges had  been  taken  away,  but  the  bur- 
dens had  never  been  removed.  They  had 
peculiar  claims  on  the  Liberal  Party, 
who  had  not  only  taken  away  Protec- 
tion— of  which  he  did  not  complain — but 
had  imposed  all  those  exceptional  bur- 
dens on  them,  such  as  the  police,  the 
lunatics,  the  highways,  sanitary  matters, 
and  last,  but  not  least,  education.  It 
was  true  that  the  Conservative  Gt)vern- 
ment  had  given  them  some  subventions ; 
but  the  Education  Hate  had  absorbed  all 
those  subventions.  When  the  Education 
Act  of  1870  was  brought  forward  he  had 
ventured  to  oppose  it,  because  he  said 
he  did  not  believe  in  the  limits  which 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  and  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister indicated  as  those  of  the  probable 
charge ;  and  he  had  himself  predicted 
that  in  12  years'  time  it  would  amount 
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to  about  £2,000,000.     Well,  the  Eduoa- 
tion  Rate  was  now  £1,995,000. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  askad  how  much 
of  that  sum  was  paid  bj  the  rural  dis- 
tricts ? 

Stu  MAS8EY  LOPES  said,  he  was 
speaking  of  the  whole  amount  for  the 
urban  and  rural  districts^  and  it  was  of 
the  exceptional  burdens  on  real  property 
that  he  complained.  The  right  hon* 
Gentleman  had  referred  to  the  Royal 
Commission.  Now»  that  Commis&ion, 
which  was  not  a  Party  one,  alluding  to 
the  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws,  stated  that 
the  pressure  of  foreign  competition  had 
far  exceeded  the  apprehensions  of  those 
who  were  in  favour  of  the  Corn  Laws 
and  the  expectations  of  those  who  had 
opposed  them.  That  was  a  valuable 
admission.  Why,  he  asked,  had  the 
(rOTernment  not  considered  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Eoyal  Commission? 
One  of  those  recommendations  was  that 
the  cost  of  the  indoor  poor,  including 
the  lunatics  and  the  district  schools, 
should  be  transferred  from  the  ratepayers 
to  the  Consolidated  Fund ;  another  was 
that  certain  local  licences  should  be  given 
to  the  local  authorities  in  alleviation  of 
local  burdens.  Why  had  the  Tlovem- 
ment  ignored  those  recommendations  f 
Some  time  ago,  a  Resolution  was  carried 
in  that  House  ia  respect  to  a  Minister 
of  Commerce  and  Agriculture.  And 
what  had  the  Government  done  ?  They 
had  appointed  a  Committee  of  five  or 
six  persons.  He  never  believed  in  a 
Committee;  it  was  like  a  Corporation, 
it  had  no  responsibility.  They  were 
told  that  tbo  Lord  President  answered 
for  Agriculture  in  the  otlicr  House,  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster in  that  House.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  seemed  to 
have  "  flittecC"  and  to  have  gone  to  a 
serener  atmosphere,  and  they  were  told 
that  his  place  was  to  be  taken  by  a  right 
hon.  Gentleman  than  whom  no  one  more 
deserved  promotion.  But  what  did  his 
right  hon.  Friend  know  of  practical 
agriculture  ?  Surely,  they  ought  to 
have  a  Minister  with  some  experience 
of  agriculture.  The  only  alteration  that 
had  been  made  was  that  they  had 
scratched  out  the  word  **  veterinary  *' 
and  put  **  agricultia'al"  on  the  door, 
and  they  had  altered  the  colour  of  agri- 
al  etatisticB  from  blue  to  buff.  He 
ieved  they  had  got  another  clerk,  but 
iat  he  did  nobody  could  End  out.     He 


would  refer  to  the  case  of  butter.  With 
that  article,  butterine,  oleomargarine^ 
and  half*a-dozen  other  odious  compounds 
came  into  competition.  8 n rely,  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  ought  to  see 
that  those  compounds  should  not  be 
sold  in  this  country,  at  least  unless  they 
were  clearly  designated,  and  their  true 
character  was  made  perfectly  plain  to 
all,  so  that  they  should  not  come  into 
competition  with  genuine  home  produce. 
In  Now  York  it  was  made  penal  to 
manufacture  oleomargarine,  and  it  was 
sent  over  here.  Ho  did  not  see  why  it 
should  not  be  made  equally  penal  for 
anybody  to  mnko  those  compounds  here, 
or,  at  all  events,  if  they  did  they  should 
bo  required  to  designate  them.  The 
want  of  union  and  unanimity  was  the 
bane  of  the  agricultural  interest.  They 
were  as  sheep  without  a  shepherd, 
and  their  opponents,  who  knew  it, 
sowed  dissension  among  them  on 
the  principle  divide  et  impera.  There 
was  no  interest  in  tliis  country  of  a 
tenth  part  of  the  importance  or  with 
a  tithe  of  the  grievances  of  agin'cuUure 
which  would  not  have  more  influence. 
And  why  was  that  ?  Because  other  in- 
terests could  combine  and  agitate,  and 
because,  unfortunately,  no  concession 
was  obtained  except  by  means  of  agita- 
tion. The  admittedly  just  demands  of 
the  agricultural  interest  had  been  con- 
tinually shunted  and  shelved  and  inde- 
finitely postponed.  The  promises  and 
pledges  made  to  them  had  been  broken 
or  remained  unfulfilled.  What  they 
complained  of  was,  not  only  that  the 
Government  had  refused  relief  to  them, 
hut  that  they  had,  in  defiance  and 
in  spite  of  what  had  been  done  in 
that  House,  totally  disregarded  the 
deliberate  judgment  of  Parliament, 
Knowing  that  agriculture  had  now 
for  a  long  period  of  years  been  seri- 
ously depressed,  the  Government,  during 
the  whole  time  they  had  been  in  OflRce, 
had  denied  them  a  word  of  sympathy 
or  of  condolence,  and  they  had  ignored 
an  industry  wliich,  he  believed,  was  the 
foundation  of  this  country's  groatnoss, 
and  which  he  hoped  might  long  continue 
to  be  its  chief  mainstay, 

JIu.  DTJCKHAM  said,  he  had  been 
very  interested  by  the  able  speeches 
which  had  been  delivered  that  evening, 
and  ho  felt,  like  every  other  speaker  who 
had  addressed  the  House,  a  difficulty  in 
pointing    out   a  remedy  for   the   ymy 
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serious  depression  under  wbicli  both 
afi^culture  and  trade  alike  suffered. 
The  inquiry  which  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion on  Agriculture  held  was  most  ex- 
haustive, extending  over  three  years. 
The  voluminous  Beport  of  that  Commis- 
sion had  been  lon^  in  their  hands ;  but 
he  failed  to  see  that  any  part  of  that 
Beport  pointed  to  a  return  to  Protective 
duties.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  people 
of  the  country  would  never  submit  to 
have  their  food  again  taxed  for  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  owner  of  the  soil,  and  so 
long  as  that  was  the  case,  agriculturists 
could  never  submit  to  the  taxation  of 
imported  manufactured  articles.  The 
imposition  of  Protective  duties  on  im- 
ported manufactured  articles  would 
simply  cause  a  rise  in  the  price  of 
manufactured  articles  to  the  agricul- 
turists and  others,  while  agriculturists, 
with  the  produce  of  the  soil,  would  have 
to  compete  with  all  the  world.  There- 
fore, to  look  to  Protective  duties  as  a 
means  of  redress  for  the  present  state  of 
things,  was  illusory.  It  was  well  known 
that  when  Lord  John  Bussell  introduced 
the  Bill  for  the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws, 
the  noble  Lord  said  that  a  readjustment 
of  local  taxation  must  take  place.  That 
readjustment,  however,  had  never  taken 
place;  but,  on  the  contrary,  imposition 
after  imposition  had  been  heaped  upon 
real  property.  At  the  time  of  the  repeal 
of  the  Com  Laws,  and  for  five  successive 
years,  there  was  a  severe  depression  ex- 
perienced. The  depression  was  as  severe 
then — possibly  more  severe—than  it  was 
now.  He,  for  instance,  sold  wheat  at 
that  time  at  4«.  8i.  a-bushel.  It  was 
quite  true  that  was  not  so  low  a  price  as 
the  present ;  but  then  good  fat  wethers 
were  sold  at  4t\d.  per  lb.  These  prices 
were  ruinous  to  the  producer,  and  he 
only  mentioned  them  to  show  the  severe 
depression  under  which  agriculture  la- 
boured in  1849-50-1-2-3.  At  the  out- 
break of  the  Crimean  War,  the  price  of 
wheat  went  up  from  5«.  to  11«.  a-bushel, 
and  that  brought  about  a  very  severe  com- 
petition for  farms,  a  competition  which 
was  fostered  under  the  cruel  and  arbi- 
trary Law  of  Distress — a  law,  thank 
God!  now  very  materially  altered.  After 
the  Crimean  War,  came  the  American 
Civil  War,  then  the  Franco-Prussian 
War,  and  then  the  Busso-Turkish  War, 
all  of  which  wars  tended  to  buoy  up  the 
price  of  agricultural  produce.  The  effect 
of  the  advent  of  the  Franco-Prussian 
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War,  particularly,  was  that  the  trade  of 
the  country  rose  by  leaps  and  bounds ; 
wages  rose,  every  kind  of  expense  for 
the  occupier  of  the  soil  as  well  as  for 
the  manufacturer  rose,  and  now  it  was 
that  we  were  beginning  to  experience 
the  evils  of  the  errors  which  were  fos- 
tered at  the  time  of  the  wars  he  had 
mentioned;  the  prices  of  agricultural 
produce  increased  so  largely  that  people 
were  induced  to  take  land  at  ruinous 
rents.  Again,  the  agriculture  of  the 
United  States  had  not  then  been  deve- 
loped ;  it  was  now,  however,  being  de- 
veloped to  a  remarkable  extent.  At  the 
time  of  the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws,  no 
one  ever  dreamt  of  the  monster  vessels 
which  were  now  trading  between  the 
United  States  and  En^and,  bringing 
corn  to  this  country  as  ballast,  some- 
times even  paying  for  it  to  be  put  in 
their  holds,  thus  conveying  it  across  the 
ocean  for  less  than  nothing.  Further- 
more, for  nearly  half-a-oentury,  the 
agriculturists  of  the  country  had  had  to 
fight  against  severe  losses  in  their  flocks 
and  herds.  Those  losses  entrenched 
upon  capital,  and  many  men  were 
ruined.  When  the  Cattle  Diseases  Bill 
was  before  the  House  last  Session,  he 
urged  the  necessity  of  the  measure  being 
passed,  and  he  was  thankful  to  say  that 
the  result  of  the  adoption  of  that  Bill 
was  that  the  flocks  and  herds  in  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  were  now  healthy. 
The  importation  of  meat  was  greatly 
diminishing,  a  fact  which  ought  to  be 
satisfactory  to  all  those  who  were  pos- 
sessed of  the  idea  that  foot-and-moutibi 
disease  was  indigenous  to  the  soil  of  the 
country,  that  the  disease  had  become 
acclimatized,  and  that  no  effort  of  the 
Legislature  could  free  the  country  from 
the  disease,  or  guard  against  its  impor- 
tation. Only  that  day  he  was  informed, 
at  the  Agricultural  Department,  that  not 
a  single  case  of  foot-and-mouth  disease 
had  been  landed  in  Great  Britain  since  the 
passing  of  the  Act ;  but  he  had  just  been 
told  that  that  state  of  things  was  not  the 
consequence  of  legislation.  He,  how- 
ever, maintained  that  it  was  the  conse- 
quence of  legislation.  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  there  had  been  any  absolute 
interference.  There  was  no  necessity  for 
any  interference.  All  that  the  Agricul- 
tural Department  of  this  country  had 
done  was  to  send  to  foreign  countries, 
warning  them  that  if  they  sent  any  ani- 
mals here  suffering  from  foot-and-mouth 
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disease  their  importation  would  be  pro- 
hiLited.  It  was  that  warning  which  bad 
had  such  a  salutary  effect.  Our  trade 
was  now  free,  we  had  moat  cheaper, 
and  our  importations  were  less  by 
£1,500,000  sterling  in  the  first  nine 
months  of  the  year  compared  with  the 
corresponding  nine  months  of  last  year. 
It  had  boon  said  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Pre  a  ton  (Mr,  Ecroyd) 
that  this  oounti-y  should  endeavour  to 
send  more  rails  to  India,  so  that  that 
great  country  could  be  opened  up  and 
its  products  brought  to  us.  Why»  in 
point  of  fact,  it  was  the  importation  of 
Indian  wheat  that  was  now  lowering 
the  price  of  wheat  in  this  country,  so 
that  we  could  not  possibly  compete  with 
it.  It  waa  even  driving  the  United 
States  out  of  the  mai^ket,  and  the  more 
India  was  opened  up  the  more  severely 

Labould  we  feel  the  effect  in  the  price  of 
'  bread  com.  It  was  said  by  the  hon, 
Saronet  the  Member  for  South  Devon 
(Sir  Massey  Lopes)  that  the  harvest  this 
year  had  been  the  best  in  respect  to  the 

I  yield  of  corn  that  had  been  known  for 

I  many  years.  The  hon.  Baronet's  expe- 
rience was  very  differe+nt  to  his  (Mr. 
Duckhara's),  or  that  of  anyone  connected 
with  agriculture  with  whom  he  was  ac- 
quainted. He  (Mr.  Duck  ham)  wished 
the  fact  was  as  stated.  The  hon.  Baro- 
net also  made  a  rather  marked  allusion 
to  some  efforts  of  his  (Mr,  Diickham^s) 
upon  the  occasion  of  the  Division  «vhich 
took    place    two   years  ago  upon    the 

(Motion  with  regard  to  Local  Taxation 
which  was  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Leicestershire 
(Mr.  Pell).  He  (Mr.  Duckham)  voted 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Leicestershire,  because  the  Government 
promised  relief  of  local  taxation,  coupled 
with  the  establishment  of  County  Go- 
vernment Boards.  He  had  been  an  ad- 
vocate for  County  Government  Boards 
for  many  j^ears,  and,  in  the  belief  that 
they  would  have  the  two  measures  com- 
bined,  he  supported  the  Government 
as  against  the  hon.  Gentleman^ s  (Mr. 
Peirs)  Motion.     It  had  been  said  that 

LtheLiberal  Government  had  done  nothing 

ffor  agriculturists.  He  had  known  some 
little  of  the  world  for  many  years,  and 
for  the  last  half-century  he  had  paid 
some  attention  to  political  affairs,  and 
he  maintained  that  the  present  Govern- 

iment  had  done  more  for  the  agricuUurifits 
Ihan  had  been  done  for  them  during  his 


lifetime.  Take,  for  example,  the  repeal 
of  the  Malt  Tax.  [**  <^b,  oh  !  '^  Yea ; 
hon.  Members  opposite  might  cry  '*0h, 
oh !  '*  but  he  could  remember  working 
with  them  in  favour  of  the  repeal  of  the 
Malt  Tax.  He  joined  deputation  after 
deputation  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  to  urge  the  advisa- 
bility of  the  repeal  of  the  tax  ;  indeed, 
for  very  many  years  the  Malt  Tax  was 
used  by  the  Conservative  Party  as  a  war 
cry  J  and  now,  as  soon  as  the  Act  was 
passed,  it  was  jeered  at  and  laughed  at, 
and  it  was  said  to  bo  nothing  at  all  in 
favour,  but  rather  against,  agriculturists* 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  repeal  of  the 
tax  had  not  done  the  amount  of  injury 
to  the  farmers  some  people  asserted  it 
had.  Owing,  however,  to  the  altered 
habits  of  the  people,  there  was  not  the 
same  amount  of  beer  drank  as  formerly. 
The  harvests  had  not  been  as  gc>od  as 
formerly,  and  the  same  quality  of  barley 
had  not  been  grown.  Those  who  happened 
to  grow  a  fine  quality  of  barley  could 
command  a  high  price.  Following  the 
repeal  of  the  Malt  Tax  there  was  the 
Ground  Game  Act.  How  many  hun- 
dreds of  farmers  had  been  ruined  through 
the  devastation  of  their  crops  by  ground 
game  ?  He  maintained  that  the  Act 
which  gave  to  the  tenant  the  right,  the 
inalienable  right,  to  the  ground  game, 
which  so  destroyed  his  crops,  was  one  of 
the  finest  measures  which  ever  passed 
through  the  House  of  Commons  in 
favour  of  the  occupier  of  the  soil.  Fol- 
lowing the  Ground  Game  Act.  they  had 
the  Com  Averages  for  regulating  the 
payment  of  tithes.  That  measure  was 
greatly  wanted;  befor*?,  all  was  chaoa 
and  con  fusion.  Up  to  that  period  the  tithe 
averages  were  regulated  by  the  Imperial 
bushel ;  but  almost  every  market  in  the 
Kingdom  had  its  own  conception  of  a 
bushel.  As  regarded  weight — wheat, 
iu  some  markets,  was  sold  at  60,  others 
at  62,  and  others  at  80  lbs. ;  but  now 
there  was  a  standard  weight  for  wheat, 
barley^  and  oats,  so  that,  if  the  Excise 
did  their  duty,  there  could  be  no  mistake 
in  the  regulation  of  tithe  payments. 
Again,  there  was  the  subvention  of  25 
per  cent  towards  the  maintainance  of 
the  main  roads,  which  proved  a  great 
boon  to  agriculturists.  They  were  told 
that  the  subventions  that  were  given  by 
the  late  Government  were  all  that  were 
given  for  the  relief  of  local  taxation;  but 
the  subvention  of  25  per  cent  iu  respect  to 
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the  main  roads  wassomething  eubstantial. 
Then,  Sir,  the  late  Government  passed  a 
measure  giving  oompensation  for  agricul- 
tural improvements;  but  it  was  a  permis- 
sive Act,  and,  therefore,  was  barred  on  all 
sides.  The  Agricultural  Holdings  Amend- 
ment Act,  passed  by  the  present  Govern- 
ment, was  compulsory,  and  no  matter 
what  capital  a  man  laid  out  on  his  farm 
with  discretion,  he  was  sure  to  receive 
compensation  for  it.  Then  the  Law  of 
Distress  was  one  of  the  most  cruel  and 
arbitray  laws  that  ever  existed  in  the 
country.  The  Law  of  Distress  was  no 
longer  such  an  oppressive  measure  as 
it  formerly  was.  It  always  appeared  to 
himarbitary  in  the  extreme  to  give  power 
to  the  landlord  to  seize  agisted  stock, 
and  sell  stock  belonging  to  another  per- 
son for  rent  due  from  the  tenant.  Again, 
the  landlord  could  not  now  distrain  for 
the  full  amount  of  rent  due  without  first 
deducting  the  just  claim  of  the  tenant 
for  improvements  effected  upon  the 
holding.  Much  had  been  said  about 
the  Minister  of  Agriculture.  He  should 
certainly  like  to  see  the  Agricultural  De- 
partment made  more  complete.  An  in- 
terest of  such  magnitude  ought  to  have 
a  Head  with  a  proper  title  ;  but  he  sup- 
posed that,  like  other  things,  the  ap- 
pointment was  a  work  of  time.  The 
success  of  the  Cattle  Diseases  Act  was 
due  to  the  manner  in  which  the  Agricul- 
tural Department  had  acted  since  the 
passing  of  the  measure ;  and  too  much 
praise  could  not  be  given  to  Earl 
opencer,  as  the  Head  of  the  Department 
in  Ireland  and  the  Heads  of  the  Depart- 
ment in  England,  for  freeing  the  country 
from  disease,  and  for  maintaining  the 
health  of  our  flocks  and  herds.  In  con- 
clusion, he  would  express  the  opinion 
that  no  good  could  arise  from  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Amendment  now  before  the 
House.  That  Amendment  had,  no  doubt, 
provoked  a  very  interesting  discussion ; 
but  its  adoption  could  have  no  good  re- 
sult, especially  when  the  House  could 
do  nothing  more  than  had  been  done  to 
meet  the  depression  which  existed.  It 
was  now  a  matter  between  landlord  and 
tenant,  beyond  the  necessity  of  that  sub- 
stantial relief  which  had  been  promised 
to  be  g^ven  to  the  local  burdens,  and  he 
trusted  that  such  relief  might  be  given 
at  no  distant  date. 

Mb.  MAEIJM  said,  that  he  felt  bound 
to  support,  upon  behalf  of  the  Irish 
Parliamentary  Party,   the   Amendment 

J/r.  Duckham 


of  the  Eon.  Member  for  Birkenhead  (Kr. 
Mac  Ivor)  in  the  following  form  : —  As 
an  Amendment  to  the  Address,  to  add; — 

**  But  we  humbly  direct  Her  Majesty's  atten- 
tion to  the  depressed  condition  of  oommefce  and 
agriculture,  and  regret  that  Her  Migetty's 
gracious  Speech  contains  no  reference  to  a  sub- 
ject of  such  paramount  importance. 

He  would  first  refer  to  the  depression  of 
agriculture  in  Ireland,  as  they  were  al- 
most entirely  an  agricultural  community, 
with  but  little  trade  save  in  Ulster.  He 
held  in  his  hand  the  official  statistioB, 
which  certainly  presented  a  lamentable 
picture  of  our  home  husbandry. 


i 


6.S 


00 


.    OD  «^  '^  *" 
2^0»  MOO 


»-•  CO  CO 
>  CO  o  o» 


Now,  statistics  of  agriculture  showed 
that  the  continuing  decrease  of  the  num- 
ber of  acres  under  tillage  had  been  going 
onforagoodmanyyears,  and  between  this 
and  last  year  the  decrease  had  amounted 
to  no  less  than  94,678  acres.  In  1846, 
the  beginning  of  the  Free  Trade  period, 
of  the  entire  surface  of  Ireland  there 
were  9,000,000  out  of  15,000,000  acres 
under  a  rotation  system  of  farming ;  now 
that  rotation  system  was  reduced  to  about 
4,500,000;  so  that  they  had  declined  in 
this  regard  some  50  per  cent,  to  say 
nothing  of  the  reduction  of  the  popula- 
tion. This  would  be  all  very  well  if  the 
land  so  changed  in  its  aspect  were 
suitable  for  the  change;  but  there  was, 
unfortunately,  now  a  quantity  of  land 
suitable  for  arable  purposes,  but  not 
suitable  for  grass,  and,  in  point  of  fact, 
'  at  present  quite  unproductive.     Ab  to 
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tlie  condition  of  tillage,  he  quoted  the 
IsLUgim^e  of  a  high  authority  oa  the 
subject  to  the  effect  that  not  eince 
"  Black  1847  "  had  the  prospects  of 
the  Irish  farmers  looked  so  g^loomy  as 
at  the  present  time — aa  the  year  which, 
for  agricultural  purposes^  might  he  said 
to  have  closed,  was  one  of  tho  moat 
didastrotis  on  record.  Ita  dire  efiWcta 
had  not  yet  made  themselFee  felt  j  hut» 
given  a  hard  winter  to  cap  the  climax^ 
and  then  it  would  be  seen  that  stock 
would  be  in  a  state  of  Bemi-star^ation, 
and  the  small  farmers  and  the  agricul- 
tural labourers  of  the  country  in  no  better 
plight.  Of  wheat  there  was  very  little 
sown ;  and,  since  the  unfavourable  ac- 
counts they  heard  of  the  price,  it  would 
affocfc  but  very  few;  and  the  same  remark  | 
applied  to  barley,  which  was  more  than 
an  average  crop  %vhere  sown,  but,  aa  its 
cultivation  was  utterly  ignored,  save  in  a 
few  districts,  the  fact  of  its  being  good  or  \ 
bad  would  not  affect  the  common  weaL  [ 
The  oat  crop  had  been  fearfully  short  in 
most  places,  both  as  regarded  corn  and 
straw.  Even  on  the  fine  plains  of  Tippe- 
rary  the  oat  crop  was  never  worse  eince 
1826;  but  even  that  was  easily  accounted 
for,  as  the  limestone  substratum  absorbed 
the  heat  to  such  a  degree  that  vegetation 
utterly  collapsed,  and  it  was  a  moot  point 
in  most  districts  whether  one  single 
barrel  of  corn  would  be  available  for 
market,  if  tho  farmers  were  only  to  keep 
what  would  support  themselves  and  their 
families  until  next  harvest.  Of  the  root 
crops,  mangolds  and  turnips  might  be 
written  down  as  a  complete  failure,  par- 
ticularly the  latter,  the  average  of  which 
would  not  exceed  six  tons  per  acre.  Po- 
tatoes were  a  fair  crop  in  many  districts, 
and  were»  as  a  rule,  free  from  disease, 
while  their  table  qualities  were  never 
better.  In  quantity  they  were  far  below 
the  average  of  the  previous  four  years ; 
but  their  immunity  from  disease  counter- 
balaiioed  that  drawback,  and  they  were 
now  nearly  all  dug  out,  and  stored  and 
pitted  dry,  which  was  a  great  deside- 
ratum. Pigs  carried  a  poor  price 
throaghout  the  entire  summer  months, 
never  once  touching  £3  per  cwt,  while 
most  of  tho  time  10^.  per  cwt,  less  was 
about  their  figure,  and  now  the  quota- 
tion was  only  45«,  The  hay  crop  was  a 
very  poor  one,  and  hence  it  was  i&tching 
a  high  price  now ;  and,  given  a  few 
hard,  winterish  days,  there  was  every 
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prospect  of  its  going  up  to  a  much  higher 
figure.  Then,  as  to  tho  condition  aa  to 
stock,  he  would  remind  the  House  that  in 
the  184  6  period  the  cattle  in  Ireland,  when 
there  were  6,00tl,000  acres  of  pasture, 
amoimtedto  a  tluctuating  quantity,  aver- 
aging about  2,500,000,  ul  black" cattle  j 
the  shrep  numbered  from  3,000,000  to 
5,000,000,  at  which  latter  figure  they 
stood  in  186S  ;  and  horsea  about  500,000. 
Now,  in  1884,  with  11,000,000  acres  in 
grass,  there  were  4,000,000  of  oattle, 
♦3,243,000  sheep,  and  about  the  same 
number  of  horses  as  before ;  so  there 
was  very  little  more  stock  on  1 1,000,000 
acres  than  there  were  in  1846  on 
6,000,000  acres.  That  was  a  very  alarm* 
ing  fact.  But  it  would  be  said — Let 
man  and  scientific  industry  disappear ; 
let  the  country  merge  into  a  purely  pas- 
toral condition.  He  would  not  here  dis- 
cuss the  matter  on  the  mere  ground  of 
the  loss  of  wealth  and  population  to  the 
State  itself ;  but  he  would  appeal  to  the 
self-interest  of  the  Irish  land  claasea 
themselves.  About  35  years  ago,  at  the 
Free  Trade  epoch,  on  their  15,000,000 
of  acres  of  cuhivablet  land  of  the  Island — 
they  had  over  8,000,000  of  inhabitants, 
with  9,000,000  acres  under  a  rotation 
system  of  scientific  husbandry.  They 
nowhaduuder5,000,000  acres  under  such 
husbandry,  with  some  5,000,000  like- 
wise of  inhabitants.  Were  the  reduced 
number  better  off  now  than  the  larger 
number  had  been  ?  Secondly,  what  was 
**  covering  '*  the  4,000,000  acres  now  let 
down  into  permanent  pasturage  since 
1 846  ?  In  1 868  they  touched  the  highest 
figure  of  sheep  — just  5,000,000,  In 
1883  they  were  just  above  8,000,000  of 
sheep.  They  were  stationary  at  about 
4,000,000  of  cattle.  Such  appeared 
their  maximum  production.  Other  live 
stock  was  in  sympathy  with  these  data. 
Whoa  the  rainy  seasons,  which  cuU 
minatod  in  1879,  set  in,  the  farmers 
were  very  hard  hit ;  but  then  one  sec- 
tion at  least  of  them  escaped  altogether. 
Those  were  the  graziers ;  but  that  sec- 
tion of  the  farming  community  had  been 
the  hardest  hit  of  any  this  time,  as  cattle 
were  worth  a  trille  less  now  than  they 
cost  in  the  spring  months ;  and,  with  a 
lot  of  their  cattle  still  on  hand,  a  hay 
famine,  or  nearly  equivalent  to  it,  in  the 
country,  the  outlook  of  the  graziers  was 
anything  but  an  enviable  one.  Those 
whose  main  dependence  was  on  sheep 
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were  no  better  ofiP  than  their  beef-raising 
neighbours,  as  the  sheep,  too,  had  been 
fearfully  depreciated  in  value,  in  many 
cases  fully  33  per  cent  under  former 
years'  quotations.  Gbod  butter  was 
sold  in  1879  at  80«.  per  cwt.  During 
the  past  summer  it  was  not  quite 
so  low;  but  the  "make"  was  fully  a 
fourth  below  that  of  the  year  above, 
named.  Now,  the  question  arose,  had  any 
remedies  been  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment? So  far  from  that  being  so,  he 
regretted  to  say  that  no  single  step  ap- 
peared to  be  contemplated  in  that  direc- 
tion. About  three  years  ago  mention 
was  made  in  the  Queen's  Speech  of  the 
agricultural  depression;  since  then  the 
question  seemed  completely  to  have 
dropped  out  of  the  Eoyal  mind.  He, 
like  the  preceding  speaker,  did  not  ask 
for  Protectionism ,  though  he  observed  that 
at  the  Oobden  Club  one  speaker  main- 
tained that  if  we  had  Free  Trade  in  one 
thing  we  ought  to  have  it  in  all,  and, 
therefore,  in  land.  Let  them  have  uni- 
versal Free  Trade  or  Protectionism. 
They  had  Free  Trade  now  with  a  ven- 
geance as  to  the  products  of  land ;  let 
them  have  the  Law  of  Primogeniture 
and  Entail  repealed,  and  all  costs  of 
transfer  of  land  abolished,  so  that  land 
itself  could  pass  in  small  quantities,  and 
as  free  as  its  products  from  hand  to 
hand.  He  had  little  faith  in  the  Govern- 
ment principles  of  partial  Free  Trade, 
whilst  feudal  restrictions  kept  the  land  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  people,  and  amongst  a 
privileged  class  alone.  What  he  pro- 
fessed was  that  Free  Trade  principles 
should  be  fairly  tested;  but  he  by  no 
means  admitted  that  obliterating  the 
land  classes  would  be  beneficial  to 
Nationality  or  Imperialism,  or  that  re- 
ducing the  population  of  the  United 
Kingdom  to  the  level  of  mere  '*  Cosmo- 
politans" would  tend  to  the  stability  or 
maintenance  of  the  British  Empire.  On 
the  contrary,  the  Free  Trade  principle 
tended  to  teach  the  population  that,  pro- 
vided a  man  grubbed  and  vegetated 
well,  it  was  immaterial  under  what  flag 
the  land  of  his  habitation  flourished. 
The  land  classes  were  the  kernel  and 
bulwark  of  the  individuality  of  nations. 
Under  agriculture  nations  rose  and 
commerce  beheld  their  decline  and  fall 
in  the  history  of  mankind.  So  early  as 
1636,  Lord  Stafford  made  a  Report  to 
the  King  and  Council,  in  which  he  ex- 
pressed his  fears  that-— 

Mr»  Marum 


**  They  (th«  Irish)  might  beat  ns  out  of  th« 
trade,  by  underselling,  which  they  were  able 
to  do." 

In  1672,  Sir  William  Temple,  writing 
to  the  then  Lord  Lieutenant,  says — 

"  Regard  must  be  had  to  those  points  where- 
in the  trade  of  Ireland  comes  to  interfere  with 
any  main  branch  of  the  trade  of  England,  in 
which  case  the  encouragement  of  said  tnde 
ought  to  be  declined,  or  moderated,  and  so  give 
way  to  the  trade  of  England." 

And  in  1698,  in  reply  to  an  appeal  from 
the  English  Parliament,  William  lU. 
stated — **Iwill  do  all  in  my  power  to 
discourage  the  woollen  manufactures  of 
Ireland ; "  and  he  kept  his  word.  In  the 
Eeign  of  Queen  Anne  an  Act  was  passed 
allowing  Irish  manufactured  goods  to 
the  West  Indies,  provided  they  were 
sent  in  English  ships,  subject  to  duty. 
Again,  in  the  Heign  of  George  I.  Acts 
were  passed  **  for  the  more  effectual 
suppression  of  the  woollen  manufac- 
tures of  Ireland,"  and  so  on  till  the 
Volunteers  of  Dungannon  inscribed  on 

their  cannon,  **Free  Trade  or  else " 

He  (Mr.  Marum)  contended  that  some 
compensatory  equivalent  was  due*  from 
this  country  to  Ireland.  They  must 
now  look  at  these  things  in  the  light  of 
past  experience,  and  give  up  dreaming 
of  a  state  of  things  continually  pro- 
mised and  never  realized.  They  were 
told,  on  the  one  hand,  that  their  manu- 
facfurers  experienced  difficulty  in  meet- 
ing foreign  competition;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  that  tne  imposition  of  a  duty 
on  foreign  goods  would  weaken  their  own 
competition  with  those  foreign  rivals. 
Those  propositions  were  contradictory, 
and  mutually  destructive.  The  foreign 
rivals  whose  goods  displaced  their  own 
belonged  to  protected  nations,  and  worked 
under  import  duties.  Therefore,  if  the 
imposition  of  protective  duties  incapaci- 
tated and  disqualified  manufacturers  of 
foreign  competition,  how  was  it  that 
French  and  German  textile  and  iron 
manufacturers  were  successfully  invad- 
ing this  free  market  ?  They  were  saffer- 
ing  not  only  from  positive  bounties  given, 
but  also  from  protective  duties  imposed. 
If  30  per  cent  were  levied  in  Germany 
upon  imported  woollen  goods,  the  mana- 
facturer  there  had  created  for  him  a 
profitable  internal  market,  and  the  trade 
there  furnished  him  with  resources  to 
invade  the  free  market  of  England,  and 
to  undersell    those  who  were  working 
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under  Free  Tracle.  Thus,  foreiga  manu- 
faotiirera  were  enabled  to  dispose  of 
goods  for  which  they  would  otherwise 
have  difficulty  in  finding  a  market. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  were  anxious  to  pre- 
vent undue  competition  within  this 
country  j  but  how  long  were  we  to  be 
subject  to  unrestricted  competition  out- 
side the  country?  The  low  prices  of 
imports  benefited,  to  a  small  degree 
oven,  our  artizans  in  their  capacity  of 
csonsumers.  But  we  paid  a  high  price 
for  this  in  the  depression  of  rents  and 
profits,  and  there  was  going  on  a  de- 
pression of  wages  also.  In  every  centre 
of  industry  the  consequences  of  this  un- 
limited competition  were  being  felt, 
while  a  small  class  of  persons  were 
making  enormous  incomes  by  foreign 
investments.  There  was  no  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom  upon  which  this 
grossly  unfair  system  had  produced 
more  unfortunate  results  than  Ire- 
land, which  depended  so  largely  upon 
home  productions.  So  much  as  to  com- 
merce. Now,  as  to  home  agricul- 
ture, the  Biohmond  Commission,  which 
made  a  very  exhaustive  inquiry^  recom- 
mended certain  remedies,  not  one  of 
which  had  been  applied.  They  reported 
that  bad  seasons  and  foreign  competition 
were  the  two  great  causes  of  the  agri- 
cultural depression.  With  regard  to  bad 
seasons,  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Dublin  (Dr,  Lyons)  had  made  pro- 
posals for  planting  trees,  which,  if 
adopted,  would  have  the  effect  of 
checking  the  effects  of  rainfall,  and 
benefiting  the  climate  and  increasing 
the  productive  power  of  the  country  ; 
and  Irish  Members  had  pressed  for 
arterial  drainage,  which  also  would 
have  a  very  considerable  effect  on 
the  soil  and  climate  of  Ireland ;  but  in 
neither  case  was  anything  done.  And 
as  to  foreign  competition,  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr, 
Pell)  carried  Motions  in  two  different 
years  for  the  relief  of  local  burdens,  no- 
thing was  done.  The  gross  valuation 
of  Ireland  was  £10,500,000,  and  her 
local  taxation  was  £3,500,000,  or  about 
33  per  cent.  That  was  on  the  nominal 
value  ;  but  local  taxation  in  Ireland  was 
about  50  per  cent  of  the  actual  or  mar- 
ketable value  at  this  moment.  The  shift- 
ing of  some  of  the  local  burdens  by  the 
re-adjustment  of  local  taxation  wasone'of 
the  reoommendations  of  the  Eichmond 
Commiasion ;  but  it  wa?  entirely  ignored ; 


and  how  was  it  that  a  Motion  on  the  sub- 
ject twice  carried  in  successive  years  in 
the  House  was  also  entirely  ignored 
in  a  Constitutional  country  ?  Now,  that 
Commission,  which  was  not  a  Party  one, 
alluding  to  the  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws, 
stated  that  the  pressure  of  foreign  com- 
petition had  far  exceeded  the  apprehen- 
sions of  those  who  were  in  favour  of  the 
Com  Laws,  and  the  expectation  of  thoso 
who  had  opposed  them.  That  was  a 
valuable  admission.  Why,  he  asked, 
had  the  Govornraent  not  considered  the 
recommendations  of  the  Eoyal  Commis- 
sion? One  of  those  recommendationa 
was  that  there  should  be  a  transference, 
under  the  Poor  Law,  of  the  indoor  poor 
relief,  including  the  lunatics  and  the  dis- 
trict snhools ;  another  was,  that  certaia 
local  licences  should  be  g^ven  to  the  local 
authorities  in  alleviation  of  local  bur- 
dens. Why  had  the  Government  ignored 
those  recommendations  ?  Some  time  ago 
a  Resolution  was  carried  in  that  House 
in  respect  to  a  Minister  of  Commerce  and 
Agriculture,  And  what  had  the  Go- 
vernment done  ?  They  had  appointed  a 
Committee  of  five  or  six  persons.  In 
Ireland  they  had  lost  within  30  years 
a  population  equal  to  that  of  one  Euro- 
pean State — ^Switzerland — nearly  over 
3,000,000  of  the  pick  and  flower  of  the 
people,  who  went  to  enrich  and  develop 
the  resources  of  every  country  but  their 
own.  The  loss  of  that  industrious  popu* 
lation  left  their  inland  towns  falling  into 
decay  ;  it  took  away  so  much  local  de- 
mand from  their  local  shopkeepers  and 
traders-  The  shops  of  the  South  of 
Ireland  were  empty  of  customers  by  the 
depopulation  of  the  country,  the  re- 
sources of  which  were  but  half  deve- 
loped. And  the  Government,  instead 
of  trying  to  keep  the  instruments  of 
labour  at  home,  and  furnish  customers 
for  their  shops,  were  anxious  and  ready 
to  grant  £1,000,000  sterling  to  promote 
further  emigration.  Take  the  county  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent — Kilkenny. 
At  one  period  the  population  was  202,000 
souls;  it  was  now  under  99,000  odd. 
Shopkeopers  now  had  but  one-half  of 
their  former  customers,  instead  of  hav- 
ing the  number  doubled,  as  would  be 
the  case  if  the  Government  of  any  other 
country  of  the  globe,  not  to  speak  of 
ourselves,  was  ruling  our  destinies. 
What  was  the  valuation  of  the  popula- 
tion lost  ?  Why,  they  had  emigrated  at 
the  rate  of  100,000  for  30  years  past, 
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The  slaye  was  sold  for  £80  to  £100— 
nay,  the  bounty  paid  during  the  American 
Civil  War  ranged  from  £80  to  £150. 
Viewed  as  industrial  elements  at  £100 
per  head,  they  had  suffered  a  drain  of 
£10,000,000  sterling  per  annum  during 
that  period,  which,  if  capitalized,  would 
represent  one-third  of  the  National  Debt. 
Trade  in  Ireland  was  paralyzed  ;  instead 
of  the  Government  taking  hold  of  their 
railways  to  counteract  the  effect  of 
foreign  competition  by  low  internal 
rates,  it  allowed  the  population  of  this 
impoverished  country  to  be  fleeced  by 
high  charges,  to  the  destruction  of 
home  commerce  and  agriculture.  He 
would  give  the  tables.  As  regards  the 
passenger  traffic  the  following  facts  and 
calculations  appeared — 

Number    Journeys  per    Beceipts 

of  head  of  per 

Passengers.  Population.  Passengeiti 

England  ..  612,972,444  23  8|</. 

Scotland  ..    62,069,461  13-6  llrf. 

Ireland     ..    19,308,292  3*8         Ud. 

Here,  again,  Ireland  presented  a  bad 
appearance — on  paper.  It  would  thus 
appear  that,  as  far  as  passenger  traffic 
was  concerned,  railway  facilities  were 
utitized  in  England  nearly  twice  as 
much  as  in  Scotland,  and  seven  times 
as  much  as  in  Ireland.  But  the  Bich- 
mond  Commission  recommended  a  very 
considerable  re-adjustment  of  railway 
rates  as  well  as  other  rates,  now  that 
America  was  brought  absolutely  as  a 
town  park  within  reach  of  the  great 
English  centres  of  population ;  but  no- 
thing had  been  done.  Ireland  was  a 
purely  agricultural  countiy,  and  should 
be  legislated  for  on  agricultural  prin- 
ciples, and  not  from  a  simply  commercial 
point  of  view.  Its  economic  interests  were, 
to  a  great  extent,  antagonistic  to  those  of 
England.  But  when  that  and  like  con- 
siderations were  put  forward,  the  House 
should  not  imagine  that  Irish  Members 
were  altogether  absorbed  in  a  mere  hos- 
tile separation  idea.  He,  for  one,  main- 
tained that  unless  they  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  legislating  from  an  agricultural 
standpoint,  and  as  long  as  they  were 
legislated  for  from  a  purely  commer- 
eifid  point  of  view,  they  could  have 
little  hope  of  prosperity.  If  the  prin- 
ciples of  Irish  Government  were  not 
altered.  Irishmen  naturally  desired  to 
alter  the  governing  power  itself. 

Me.  SAMUEL  SMITH :  The  discus- 
sion which  has  taken  place  has  had  the 


Mr,  Marum 


effect  of  eliciting  a  very  interestangf 
speech  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Ecroyd),  and  also  one  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Yiee  President 
of  the  Council  (Mr.  Mundella).  I  think 
it  is  highly  desirable  that  the  ques- 
tion of  the  depression  of  trade  should 
occupy  the  attention  of  the  House  for 
at  least  one  evening,  when  it  is  remem- 
bered how  much  suffering  there  is  in 
all  our  large  commercial  communities, 
and  how  natural  it  is  that  people  who 
are  out  of  work  and  starving  should 
think  that  Parliament  ought  to  consider 
this  sad  state  of  affairs,  and  devise  the 
best  remedies  possible.  I  will  go  so  far 
as  to  say  that  the  proceedings  of  this 
evening  will  be  read  with  much  greater 
interest  by  the  great  mass  of  the  people 
than  even  the  exciting  proceedings  of  the 
night  before,  and  I  think  it  is  a  far  more 
legitimate  thing  to  expend  time  upon. 
As  to  the  depression  from  which  we  are 
suffering,  I  may  speak,  as  representing 
one  of  the  largest  commercial  communi- 
ties in  the  country,  with  some  degree  of 
personal  cognizance  of  the  facts ;  and  I 
am  sorry  to  state  that  in  the  great  com- 
munity of  Liverpool  we  have  scarcely 
ever  before  experienced  so  severe  a  orisiB 
as  that  through  which  we  are  at  the  pre- 
sent time  passing.  I  have  known  of  more 
acute  crises  lasting  for  a  few  months; 
but  the  present  depression  is  not  of 
that  kind.  It  is  a  dull,  weary,  dragging 
period  of  bad  trade,  affecting  specially 
the  shipping  interest,  and  also  every  trade 
in  which  the  community  is  engaged. 
We  have,  indeed,  been  passing  through 
a  very  stagnant  state  of  trade  in  England 
for  many  years  past,  and  the  serious  na- 
ture of  the  crisis  arises  from  the  fact  th|it 
it  has  been  more  or  less  prolonged  for  a 
period  of  10  years.  I  think  I  am  within 
the  mark  when  I  say  that  the  great 
manufacturing  trades  of  the  country 
have,  with  little  exception,  had  bad 
times  for  10  years  past.  The  great  cotton 
trade  of  Lancashire,  of  which  I  have 
had  some  experience,  is  certainly  enjoy- 
ing but  little  of  its  former  prosperify. 
There  have  been  long  periods  of  depres- 
sion when  the  bulk  of  the  manufacturers 
have  not  been  covering  cost.  It  is  vain 
to  ignore  the  fact  that  the  prosperity  of 
the  country  has  received  a  very  severe 
check  during  the  last  decade,  such  as 
has  not  been  known  since  the  introduo- 
tion  of  Free  Trade.  That  great  buoyancy 
which  distinguished  British   trade   for 
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the  20  years  that  followed  the  repeal  of 
the  Corn  Laws  has  entirely  disappeared, 
aud  the  profits  of  all  classes  of  manu- 
factui^ing  and  commercial  adventure 
have  been  almost  ml  for  some  time.  I 
have  made  a  rough  calculation  as  to 
the  average  profits  on  manufacturing 
business  during  the  past  10  years^  and  I 
question  whether  all  the  manufacturing 
and  mining  industries  throughout  Eng- 
land have  yielded  more  than  2  or  3  per 
cent  per  annum  on  an  average.  During 
that  time  several  concerns  have  had  to 
live  without  paying  any  dividend  to  the 
shareholders  at  alL  This  is  a  serious 
state  of  atlairs,  and  one  tbnt  ought  to  en- 
gage the  attention  of  tho  House.  Per- 
sonally, I  do  not  feel  so  much  interested 
in  it  from  the  side  of  the  capitalist 
as  from  that  of  the  labourer.  The 
labouring  class  of  this  country  is  at 
present  suffering  very  severely,  and  in 
all  the  great  centres  of  population  large 
masses  of  people  are  unemployed  in 
whole  or  part.  A  friend  of  mine  told 
me  only  the  other  day  that  recently  he 
vi&ited  one  of  the  large  schools  in  the 
East  of  London,  and  that  he  was  in- 
formed 400  children  oame  to  that  school 
without  breakfast,  their  parents  being 
out  of  work.  Further,  I  was  told  that  on 
the  public  wharves  of  London  four  times 
aa  many  men  sought  for  employment 
as  were  able  to  get  it.  This  is  a  state  of 
things  too  common  throughout  the  coun* 
try.  There  are,  however,  brighter  sides 
to  the  picture.  Thus  the  woollen  trade 
has  at  last,  after  long  depression,  taken 
a  start.  I  think,  too^  I  see  some  signs 
of  improvement  in  the  cotton  trade,  and 
I  am  told  some  of  the  minor  industries 
are  beginning  to  look  more  cheerful. 
But  the  fact  has  to  ^be  faced,  that  this 
great  commercial  country,  which  for 
yeara  mad©  such  wonderful  progress  by 
leaps  and  bounds — aa  the  Prime  Mi* 
nister  in  one  of  his  speeches  described  it 
— has  for  some  years  past  shown  a 
tendency  towards  retrogression.  There 
are,  no  doubt,  many  causes  for  this  that 
lie  upon  the  surface — one  of  the  prin- 
cipal is,  that  we  have  lost  that  unique 
supremacy  which  we  had  for  so  many 
years.  The  Great  Napoleonic  Wars  gave 
great  advantages  to  this  country.  We 
were  the  first  to  introduce  steam  ma- 
chinery»  and,  up  to  30  years  ago,  had 
almost  a  monopoly  of  the  great  trades  of 
the  world;  but  the  Continental  nations, 
and    especially  the   Germans^   through 


their  devotion  to  scientifio  education, 
their  indu^^try,  and  their  admirable  tech- 
nical schools,  have  came  quite  abreast 
of  us,  and  anyone  who  reads  the  valu- 
able Beport  of  the  Technical  Commission 
will  see  that  all  the  apparatus  of  in- 
dustry on  the  Continent  is  equal  to  our 
own.  We  have  also  to  admit  the  fact 
that  the  Free  Trade  policy  of  this  coun- 
try  has  not  been  imitated  by  the  rest  of 
the  world.  Nearly  all  the  great  civilized 
nations  have  clung  most  portinaoiously  to 
thefiystom  of  Protection,  andmany  of  them 
have  even  gon  e  back  wards  by  raising  their 
tariffs.  The  general  condition  of  British 
trade  now  may  be  said  to  be  this.  That 
we  have  only  the  control  of  the  neutral 
markets— India,  China,  and  the  Colo- 
nies, and  the  less  advanced  States  of  the 
world,  such  as  the  South  American 
ones.  But  as  to  the  great  civilized 
countries — the  United  States^  France, 
and  Germany — we  have  less  trade  with 
them  than  we  had  at  an  earlier  period. 
In  faet|  we  have  much  less  command  of 
their  market  than  we  had  20  years 
ago.  Now,  as  to  the  remedy  for  that 
state  of  things;  I  have  listened  with 
much  interest  to  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Ecroyd),  and 
have  before  had  occasion  to  read  with 
at  ton  ti  on  some  of  his  pamphlets  and 
speeches  on  this  subject.  I  think, 
though  I  cannot  agree  with  him  in  his 
views,  that  the  country  is  indebted  to  him 
for  the  very  original  manner  in  which 
he  brings  under  discussion  fresh  views, 
to  some  extent^  upon  our  commeroial  rela- 
tions compared  to  those  which  existed 
before.  I  will  go  to  this  extent  with 
him — that  if  it  were  possible  to  bring 
about  reciprocal  Free  Trade  in  a  states- 
manlike and  practical  manner,  there  ia 
a  great  deal  to  be  said  for  it,  [**  Ilear, 
hear  !  "]  No  person  not  blinded  by  pre- 
judice  can  deny  that  reciprocal  Free 
Trade  is  better  than  one-sided  Free 
Trade.  \^Confi6rvativs  ^A#*r*.]  I  am 
afraid,  however,  I  shall  not  receive  the 
same  amount  of  applause  when  I  pro- 
ceed a  little  further.  After  carefully 
considering  the  solution,  I  am  not  able 
to  see  that  there  has  been  any  practicable 
scheme  put  forward.  The  fact  is,  the 
position  of  our  country,  speaking  broadly, 
is  that  of  a  large  importer  of  the  first 
necessaries  of  life.  Nearly  half  our 
population  live  by  foreign  food.  Nearly 
half  the  raw  materials  of  our  ti-ade 
are  produced   by   foreign   labour,   and 
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it  is  of  the  utmost  importance  to  us 
to  have  cheap  food  and  cheap  raw 
materials.  It  is  not  possible  to  tax 
such  articles  without  injuring  our- 
selves far  more  than  we  injure  those 
against  whom  the  tax  is  directed.  On 
the  other  hand,  this  country  is  the  largest 
exporter  of  common  articles  of  manufac- 
ture. We  are  excelled  by  some  foreign 
countries  in  articles  of  taste;  but  it  is 
vital  to  us  to  be  the  cheapest  producer 
of  the  coarser  manufactures.  The  only 
condition  on  which  we  can  hold  our  pre- 
dominant position  is  that  we  are  the 
cheapest  producers.  Therefore,  as  re- 
spects the  largest  part  of  our  trade,  it 
is  not  possible  for  us  to  go  in  for  a 
system  of  restriction  or  Protection ; 
but  I  cannot  see  the  strong  objection 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  below  me 
(Mr.  Mundella)  has  to  taxes  on  imported 
articles  of  luxury.  I  consider  this  to 
be  a  fairly  debatable  question ;  and  I 
think  that  with  such  articles  as,  say, 
silks,  articles  of  taste  and  vertu^  bran- 
dies, wines,  and  other  such  articles,  fiscal 
considerations  should  prevail,  and  I  will 
not  admit  that  the  cry  of  danger  to  Free 
Trade  should  hinder  us  from  placing  a 
duty  on  articles  consumed,  or  almost 
entirely  consumed,  by  the  richer  classes. 
However,  the  relief  we  should  thus  obtain 
would  go  but  a  very  small  way  in  the 
direction  my  hon.  iViend  wishes.  His 
views  are  much  wider.  His  object  is  to 
band  together  all  parts  of  the  Empire 
into  something  like  a  ZoUverein,  in 
which  exchange  shall  take  place  among 
300,000,000  of  people,  exclusive  of  the 
outside  world.  There  is  no  one  who 
has  advocated  this  so  ably  as  my  hon. 
Friend.  I  may,  perhaps,  concede  this 
much — that  if  it  had  been  practicable  we 
might  have  tried  it  with  advantage  50 
years  ago.  If  we  could  have  foreseen 
our  treatment  by  the  rest  of  the  world, 
and  even  by  our  own  Colonies,  some 
of  whom  have  treated  the  Mother 
Country  more  like  a  stepmother,  it 
might  have  been  a  very  reasonable 
thing  that  it  should  have  been  made 
a  condition  that  there  should  be  ab- 
solute Free  Trade  between  all  parts  of  the 
British  Empire,  and  that  we  would  not 
undertake  the  protection  of  the  Colonies 
on  any  other  condition.  It  might  have 
been  a  reasonable  thing  that  we  assured 
certain  advantages  to  our  Colonies  on 
condition  that  they  adopted  this  prin- 
ciple; and  had  we  done  so,  we  shoum  be 
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doing  a  much  larger  trade  with  our  Colo- 
nies than  we  now  are ;  and  it  is  not  alto- 
gether impossible  that  by  the  leverage 
thereby  afforded  we  might,  to  some  ex- 
tent, have  broken  down  the  restrictive 
tariff  of  the  United  States.  But,  in  my 
judgment,  the  time  has  passed  away  for 
statesmen  to  undertake  such  an  immensely 
difficult  task.  Our  Colonies,  which  were 
then  young,  have  grown  to  man's  estate. 
Colonies  like  Canada  and  Australia  would 
resent  any  attempt  to  impose  upon  them 
compulsory  Free  Trade.  A  large  part  of 
our  population  is  fed  by  imports  from  the 
United  States,  and  depends  upon  that  sup- 
ply almost  for  existence,  and  it  is  a  sheer 
impossibility  to  shut  out  such  a  supply. 
These  are  my  general  views  as  regards 
what  is  called  Reciprocity ;  but  I  do  not 
look  upon  the  scheme  as  so  utterly  ab- 
surd as  some  do.  I  do  not  believe  in  Free 
Trade  as  a  sort  of  ^'  Fetish,''  as  some  do. 
I  believe  that  Free  Trade,  like  all  eco- 
nomic doctrines,  is  limited  and  qualified 
by  practical  considerations ;  and  I  have 
never  felt  disposed  to  regard  the  United 
States  or  our  Colonies  as  so  utterly  devoid 
of  common  sense  in  adopting  the  system 
they  act  upon  as  most  of  our  economists 
do.  Free  Trade  must  be  founded  on  prac- 
tical, as  well  as  theoretical,  considera- 
tions ;  but,  looking  at  this  subject  prac- 
tically, I  am  Dot  able  to  see  how  we  pos- 
sess in  this  country  the  leverage  to  bring 
about,  to  any  extent,  reciprocal  Free 
Trade.  We  have  to  face  the  fact  that  the 
economical  position  of  this  country  is  de« 
termined  for  us  by  inexorable  laws  we 
cannot  overleap.  We  are  a  small  Island 
with  a  dense  population — with  the  ex- 
ception of  two  or  three  small  countries, 
the  densest  population  on  the  face  of  the 
globe.  We  draw  half  the  food  of  this 
population  from  abroad,  and  I  am  sorry 
to  think  the  amount  of  food  produced  at 
home  is  diminishing.  We  are  growing 
less  in  the  aggregate  than  we  were  20 
years  ago.  It  comes  to  this,  therefore— 
that  the  growing  population  of  the 
country  must  be  fed  increasingly  with 
foreign  food.  At  the  present  time  nearly 
half  the  population  are  so  fed,  and  in 
the  not  distant  future  three-fourths  must 
be  so  fed.  These  are  facts  that  govern 
us,  and  we  cannot,  as  far  as  I  can  see, 
alter  them  by  legislative  means ;  but 
I  will  glance  at  one  point  of  great  im- 
portance, though  it  is  slightly  aside  from 
the  main  subject  of  this  debate.  I  do 
believe  that  in  this  country  there  is  onQ 
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great  leak  wliieli  drains  a  lai'g^e  amount 
of  the  wealth  of  England.  We  spend 
in  tbia  country,  in  spite  of  the  spread  of 
the  temperance  movement,  which  we  all 
hail  with  satiefaction,  £125,000,000  ster- 
ling a*jear  in  strong  drink  ;  and  I  shall 
carry  the  general  opinion  of  the  House 
with  me  when  I  say  a  great  part  of  this, 
at  least,  is  mere  waste — as  much  waste 
as  if  it  were  poured  into  the  Thames. 
It  involves,  further,  a  great  waste  of  the 
labour  power  of  the  countn,%  and  adds 
heavily  to  our  burden  of  pauperism  and 
crime.  My  belief  is  that  it  is  quite 
within  the  power  of  legislation,  and 
opinion  out-of-doors  would  support  such 
legislation,  to  place  such  restrictions  on 
this  traffic  as  would  save  for  the  country 
one- third  of  the  amount  I  have  men- 
tioned— say,  including  indirect  losses, 
£50,000,000  sterling. 

Themain  elements  of  our  national  posi- 
tion may  be  described  briefly  as  follows : 
— ^We  have  a  decreasing  production  of 
food  at  home ;  a  trade  nearly  stationary ; 
at  all  events,  a  non-elastic  trade.  We 
exported  £240,000,000  last  year,  and 
12  years  ago  £250,000,000.  It  is 
quite  true  the  fall  in  prices,  to  some 
extent,  accounts  for  this.  [Mr.  Muw- 
BEiXA  :  Much  more.]  Nevertheless,  the 
trade  of  the  country  is  very  stag- 
nant ;  profits  are  extremely  small ;  and 
a  very  considerable  portion  of  our  popu* 
lation  have  the  greatest  difEoulty  to 
exist.  Another  point  is  that  with 
this  decrease  of  the  means  of  living,  a?*  I 
may  call  it,  we  have  a  most  rapidly 
increasing  population.  The  House 
may  be  surprised  to  hear  that  in  the  last 
10  years  we  have  added  to  our  popu- 
lation in  this  Island  as  many  people  as  in 
the  600  years  following  the  Norman  Con- 
quest. Unless  Members  have  studied 
the  question,  they  will  be  surprised  at 
the  leaps  and  bounds  by  which  the 
population  of  Great  Britain  has  in- 
creased— not  including  Ireland— it  has 
risen  from  10,500,000  to  31,000,000  in 
1884,  and  by  the  end  of  the  century  it  will 
nearly  reach  40,000,000— that  is  to  say, 
within  the  century  we  have  nearly  quad- 
rupled the  population  of  this  lalaud.  We 
have  to  face  the  fact  that  about  half  have 
to  be  fed  by  foreigu  food,  and  the  time 
is  near  when  the^y  will  principally  depend 
on  that  source.  Now,  I  confess  to  me  this 
opens  a  prospect  anything  but  cheering. 
It  is  fraught  with  serious — indeed,  with 
anxious  considerations  for  both  philan- 


thropists and  statesmen,  and  I  think 
this  question  ought  to  be  faced  and 
discussed  far  more  fully  than  it  has 
been.  We  should  not  wait  until  we 
have  to  struggle  for  existence  with  re- 
volution or  desperate  Communism.  We 
have  a  large  margin  of  our  labouring 
class  in  a  semi-starving  condition,  ana 
that  margin  is  increasing.  We  shall  be 
deceived  if  we  look  to  the  statistics  of 
pauperism.  Pauperism  appears  to  de- 
crease, because  we  are  applying  more 
rigorously  the  workhouse  teat ;  but  out- 
side the  workhouse  there  is  an  enormous 
mass  of  miserable,  half-fed,  half-starved^ 
destitute  people.  I  eon  speak  of  my  own 
constituency,  and  I  believe  I  am  within 
the  mark  in  saying  that  there  are  20,000 
dock  labourers  there  who  for  several 
years  past  have  not  had  more  than  three 
days'  work  in  the  week  as  a  rule,  and  whoss 
average  earnings  have  not  been  more 
than  I5i,  a- week.  I  am  told  that  the 
case  is  worse  in  London,  and  in  all  our 
large  towns  thero  is  the  same  miserable 
state  of  things.  This  element  among 
our  population  will  incrc^ase,  and  the 
pressure  of  existence  wiU  become  greater. 
How  can  you  relieve  it.  I  have  pointed 
out  one  direction  where  you  migbt  find 
a  great  deal  of  relief.  Sobriety  of  habitt 
will  afford  much  beneBt  for  a  time  ;  but  it 
will  not  permanently  tide  over  the  diffi- 
culty. We  have  to  face  a  growing  mass 
of  people  in  this  country  who  never  under 
any  circumstances  can  be  maintained  in 
comfort ;  and  for  practical  relief  we  must 
turn  to  that  Greater  Britain,  60  times 
the  extent  of  Great  Britain,  where  the 
people  are  now  one  or  two  to  the  square 
mile,  while  here  we  have  450  (in  Eng- 
land and  Wales)  to  the  square  mile.  It 
is  just,  it  is  necessary,  it  is  right  that  out 
sui^lus  population  should  find  a  home  in 
this  Greater  Britain.  If  the  county  of 
Kent  had  a  population  100  times  as  dense 
as  the  rest  of  the  Kingdom,  should  we 
not  see  tbe  absurdity  of  perpetuating 
such  a  congestion  of  population  ?  So  it 
is  in  England,  as  compared  with  the 
Colonies.  I  am  told  that  Manitoba 
alone  could  grow  food  for  the  whole 
population  of  Europe.  I  could  dilate 
upon  this,  and  travel  far  beyond  the 
limits  of  this  debate ;  but  I  hope  at  a 
future  time  I  may  be  allowed  to  go  more 
fully  into  this  social  question,  which  I 
have  studied  closely  for  20  years.  I  have 
been  in  the  closest  contact  with  the 
suffering  classes.     We  have  a   sectioa 
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of  the  popalation  unskilled,  intempe- 
rate!, and  incapable  of  earning  a  decent 
livelihood,  and  nseloes  for  emip:ration» 
becaufie  they  have  learned  nothinfr  of 
value  in  their  youth.  I  am  driven 
step  by  step  to  the  conclusion  that 
we  shall  never  get  rid  of  this  helpless 
mass  of  semi -pauperism  until  we  under- 
take the  training  of  the  young  in  a  more 
thorough  manner — ^until  wo  give  the 
obildren  of  this  miserable  class  an  in- 
dustrial training  which  will  fit  them  for 
earning  a  living  in  the  Colonies  if  they 
cannot  get  it  at  home,  I  will  not  proceed 
further,  inviting  as  the  subject  is.  I 
am  obliged  to  the  House  for  having 
given  me  the  opportunity  of  expressing 
aome  of  the  thoughts  and  feelings  which 
lie  deep  in  my  breast.  The  subject 
is  a  grave  and  serious  one,  and  I  am 
tiiankful  that  the  House  has  had  tbis 
opportunity  of  discussing  it  in  its  various 
bearings ;  and  I  am  sure  the  people  of 
this  country  wiU  be  grateful  to  the  House 
for  taking  this  subject  into  its  earnest 
consideration. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
he  thought  the  House  was  greatly  in- 
debted to  the  lion.  Member  for  Birken- 
head (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  for  introducing  this 
question  to  the  House,  and  also  to  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Eoroyd)and  the  right  hon. Gentleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  Mundella)  for  ihvit  most  in- 
teresting speeches.  He  had  also  listened 
with  great  interest  to  the  speech  of  tbo 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  ( Mr.  S.  Smith), 
who  possessed  so  special  a  knowledge 
of  the  subject  of  trade.  This  question 
was  too  grave  a  one  for  Party  poli* 
tics*  Both  sides  of  the  House  should 
look  at  it  as  part  of  a  great  and  im- 
portant whole,  and  endeavour  by  every 
means  in  their  power  to  solve  the  difficult 
problem.  If  ^  some  years  ago,  they  had 
lormed  that  ZoDverein  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  mentioned,  no  doubt  it 
would  have  been  an  exceedingly  good 
thing  ;  but  it  was  not  too  late  even  now 
to  do  something  of  that  kind.  If  we 
found  arms  and  musdea  for  our 
Colonies,  why  should  we  not  make 
aome  stipulations  in  favour  of  our  trade  ? 
All  the  speakers  had  shown  how  wrapped 
up  in  one  another  were  the  interests  of 
agriculture,  trade,  and  commerce.  When 
agriculture  prospered,  trade  and  com- 
merce prospered,  and  it  was  but  natural 
when  people  bad  money  in  their  pockets 
they  would  spend  it,  and  no  one  could 
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spend  his  money  more  profitably  than  in 
his  own  country.  He  wa-?  sorry  that 
nothing  was  said  in  the  Queen*s  Speecli 
about  the  depressed  condition  of  agri« 
culture,  especially  when  they  remembered 
that  in  the  Speech  dismissing  tbem  for 
the  Eecess  Her  Majesty  said — 

"  I  acknowledge  with  thankf  ulnesa  the  f^vourvl 
able  Beaaon,  and  the  proepcct  it  affords  of  imi 
alleviation  of  the  preAfluie  which  haa  ao  loD|n 
and   ao  Bererely  affected  the  agricultural  in. 
duatry  of  the  country.'* 

A  word   of  commiseration  at  this  time 
would  have  gone  far  to  show  that  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  were   alive   to   the 
present    condition    of    agriculture    and 
trade,  notwithstanding  the  magnificent 
harvest  weather  we  bad  had,  and  for 
which,   indeed,    we  were   most  deeply 
grateful.  Let  them  look  for  one  moment 
at   the   present   condition  of   the   agri- 
cultural industry  and  at  the  present  price 
of  wheat,  and  he  would  venture  to  eay 
that  no   one  could   assert    that   wheat 
could  be  grown  at  a  profit  in  this  country. 
Th0    Economist   was    a    very    moderate 
and  fair  paper ;  and  taking   its  calcu- ' 
lations,    based     on    the    present    pnce 
of   wheat,   the  loss  per  acre    was  £2. 
He    had    some    other    oalculationa    by 
him ;    but    they  were   none     of    them 
lower   than  £2.     Were   they  going   to 
allow  the  great  industry  of  wheat-grow- 
ing  to  be  absolutely  destroyed  ?     Some 
time   ago   we  had  4,000,000    acres  of ' 
wheat  under  cultivation  in  this  country; 
at  the  present  moment   only  2,600,000 
acres  wore  under  that  crop.     Taking  it 
in  round  terms,  the  yield  of  wheat  was 
9,504,000  quarters ;  but  large  quantities 
of  that  would  be  used  as  feeding  stuff — 
as  much  as  504,000  at  least — thus  leaving 
9,000,000  only  to  meet  the  requirements 
of    this    country,    which   were    put    at 
26,000.000  quarters.    If  4,000,000  aor^s 
were  now  under  cultivation,  as  they  were 
a  few  years  ago,  the  produce  would  pro- 
bably have  been  15,000,000,  instead  of 
9,604,000.     They  must  remember  that 
in  case   of  war,  if   all   these  propheta 
were  right  who  had  been  looking  into 
the  state  of  the  Navy — he  knew  him- 
self something  of  the  state  of  the  Army 
—they  would,  in  ca^e  of  any  reverse, 
be  beset  with  the   greatest  difficulties 
in   regard   to   the   food   supply  of  this 
country,  and  what  kind  of  an  indemnity 
would  be  exacted  from  us  under  suoh 
circumstances  ?    He  meant — which  Ghxl 
forbid!— in  case  of  a  defeat,  when  we 
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had  no  supplies  in  the  coimtrj.  The 
17,000,000  quarters  of  imported  wheat 
thia  country  would  consume  during  tho 
year  represented  £25^500,000,  taking 
the  price  at  30^.  a-quarter.  How  were 
they  to  get  that  money  back  from 
abroad  ?  Some  lion.  Members  with 
whom  he  talked  said  that  invostmentB 
abroad  furnished  the  funds  which  paid 
for  thoso  imports ;  but  he  found  those 
gentlemen  who  insisted  on  free  imports 
were  mostly  men  with  fixed  incomes 
derived  from  investments  from  abroad, 
to  whose  advantage  it  was  that  the 
highest  purchasing  value  should  be  given 
to  their  money  regardless  of  the  conse- 
quencee  upon  the  condition  of  commerce 
and  agriculture  at  home.  He  would 
turn  to  another  point.  He  had  before 
him  the  price  of  wheat  for  the  last  1 04 
years,  and  it  was  a  very  curious  fact 
that  for  the  last  half  of  this  year  the 
price  of  wheat  would  be  lower  than  any 
which  had  occurred  during  that  period. 
It  was  quite  true  that  in  1780  the  price 
was  £l  16«.,  which  was  at  present  the 
lowest  price  on  record  ;  but  during  the 
first  half  of  this  year  the  price  had 
fallen  to  £l  17*.  8*^.,  and  for  the  latter 
it  would  recede  below  £l  16*.  With 
regard  to  the  crops,  he  took  The  Ttmu 
report,  which  was  an  excellent  one,  and 
found  the  average  stated  at  29^  bushels 
per  acre.  He  believed,  however,  it 
would  not  tbrash  out  over  *28  bushels 
per  acre.  They  knew  that  barley  was 
not  an  average  crop  j  they  also  know 
that  the  colour  was  not  good,  and,  as  a 
ooQsequence^  the  price  was  not  good 
also ;  they  knew  that  oats  were  a  bad 
crop,  beans  and  peaa  nothing  like  an 
average  crop,  though  potatoes  were  re- 
markably good  and  cheap.  The  truth 
waa  that  farmers  would  get  but  a  very 
small  return  for  such  of  their  crops 
as  were  plentiful^  in  consequence  of 
their  being  so  cheap  this  year.  Taken 
aa  a  whole,  this  year  had  not  come 
up  to  even  an  average  year.  No  doubt, 
fltock  had  increased  owing  partly  to 
the  saving  of  heifer  calves  for  dairy 
and  other  purposes,  and  partly  to  the 
di£^culty  of  selling  stock  resulting  from 
the  foot-and-mouth  disoase,  particularly 
in  Ireland.  He  was  deeply  grateful 
that  foot-and-mouth  disease  had  for 
the  time,  at  all  events,  been  extin- 
gnished.  No  greater  blessing  could 
Save  been  conferred  upon  this  country 
than  the  extinction  of  that  subtle  dis- 


ease, which  had  been  brought  about  by 
the  restrictions  on  the  importation  of 
cattle  ;  and  he  hoped  that  the  Lord  Pre- 
sident would  take  care  that  on  no  ac- 
count should  cattle  be  imported  from  in- 
fected countries.  The  rijjht  hon»  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  W,  K.  Foreter) 
had  said  that  those  restrictions  wonld 
make  meat  much  dearer,  whereas  the 
fact  was  that  meat  had  become  much 
cheaper.  The  increase  in  the  dead  meat 
trade  from  Australia  and  New  Zealand 
had  far  more  than  made  up  for  the  loss 
of  food  occasioned  by  the  restrictions  on 
the  importation  of  live  cattle.  The  price 
of  mutton  had  fallen  during  the  year 
from  1 9,  to  1#,  6rf,  a- stone,  and  of  beef 
from  8<f.  to  ^d.  a- stone.  Another  diffi- 
culty which  farmers  had  to  contend  with 
was  the  abnormally  high  price  of  store 
stock,  which  scarcely  alio  wed  thesmallest 
margin  of  profit  to  the  farmer.  In  his 
opinion,  agricultural  depression  had 
never  been  as  great  as  it  was  at  the 
present  time,  and  had  never  lasted  so 
long.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Binningbam  (Mr.  John  Bright)  had 
put  the  loss  to  the  tenant  farmers, 
caused  by  agricultural  depression  at 
from  £130,000,000  to  £160,000,000 ;  but 
he  was  afraid  that  it  would  reach  over 
£200,000,000.  In  this  state  of  things 
half  of  the  present  occupiers  of  farms 
would  be  unable  to  continue  in  their 
holdings  unless  something  were  done  for 
their  relief.  The  great  difficulty  bad 
always  been  to  say  what  ought  to  be 
done.  He  would  be  justified,  perhaps, 
in  saying  that  it  was  sufficient  for  the 
farmers  to  put  their  case  before  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  great  country,  and  to 
leave  them  to  devise  a  remedy  for  the 
state  of  things  that  existed.  He,  how- 
ever, was  prepared  to  make  one  or  two 
suggestions  in  a  n on- controversial  spirit. 
He  remembered  that  years  ago  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  South 
Devon  (Sir  Massey  Lopes)  carried  a  Re- 
solution in  favour  of  the  relief  of  local 
burdens  by  a  majority  of  over  100,  when 
a  Liberal  Government  was  in  Office  ;  but 
no  notice  whatever  had  been  taken  of 
that  Resolution  until  a  Conservative  Go- 
vernment came  into  power,  when  certain 
subsidies  in  aid  of  the  local  rates  were 
granted  to  the  agricultural  interest.  Ano- 
ther Resolution  with  regard  to  Local  Taxa- 
tion had  been  carried  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr* 
Pell)  in  the  last  Session ;  but  no  notice 
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had  been  taken  by  the  Government  of 
the  views  of  the  majority  of  the  House. 
What  he  now  suggested  was  that  some 
more  such  subsidies  should  be  granted. 
Eelief  ought  to  be  given  in  respect  of 
the  main  roads,  the  police,  and  the  in- 
door paupers.  An  opportunity  should 
also  be  given  to  the  landowner  to  free 
his  land  from  tithes  on  equitable  and 
easy  terms ;  but  such  terms  should  espe- 
cially be  just  as  regarded  the  interest  of 
the  clergy.  This  was  a  question  that 
was  rapidly  coming  to  the  front,  and 
which  deserved  serious  consideration.  As 
to  the  question  of  Free  Trade,  he  was  not 
one  of  those  who  argued  that  there 
ought  to  be  an  import  duty  on  corn ;  but 
at 'the  same  time  he  would  say  that  a 
greater  mistake  was  never  made  than 
when  that  \s,  duty  on  corn  was  taken 
off.  He  saw  no  reason  why  that  \s, 
per  sack  should  not  again  be  re- 
placed, and  even  1«.  per  sack.  No 
one  felt  it,  and  it  would  be  found  a 
great  help  and  leverage  towards  the 
payment  of  local  taxation.  He  believed 
that,  by  a  fair  re-adjustment  of  the  Cus- 
toms duties  on  such  articles  as  had  been 
suggested,  the  taxation  on  Customs 
might  be  raised  by  something  like 
£10,000,000  a-year  without  hurting  the 
consumer  at  all.  Was  this  the  only 
wise  nation  in  the  world  ?  He  did  not 
suppose  there  was  a  man  in  the  House 
who  would  say  that  Prince  Bismarck 
was  a  fool ;  and  when  they  found  the 
wisest  statesman  in  Europe  keeping  his 
country  in  the  strongest  bond  of  Protec- 
tion, they  must  admit  that  he  had  some 
good  reason  and  some  good  cause  for 
the  course  he  had  pursued.  Surely  an 
inquiry  could  do  no  harm.  He  would 
say  to  the  Government — **If  you  are  so 
strong  in  your  saddles  that  you  think 
you  have  it  all  your  own  way,  and  have 
nothing  to  do  but  shake  your  horse's 
reins  in  order  to  win  in  a  canter,  let  us 
have  the  inquiry  we  ask  for."  The 
agriculturists  would  ride  their  horses  as 
well  as  they  were  able,  and  all  they  asked 
was  that  a  fair  and  impartial  inquiry 
should  be  allowed  them ;  but  whether 
that  inquiry  was  granted  or  not,  he 
thought  that,  at  any  rate,  they  who  sat 
in  Parliament  had  a  right  to  demand 
that  there  should  be  a  fair  consideration 
of  the  question  in  all  its  bearings,  and 
that  the  agriculturists  should  have  a  fair 
adjustment  of  that  local  taxation  which 
was  now  raised  upon  real  property  alone, 
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which  class  of  property  was,  at  the  pre' 
sent  moment,  least  able  to  bear  it. 

Mb.  W.  FOWLEE  said,  he  thought 
there  had  been  some  exaggeration  as  to 
the  situation  of  the  country,  at  any  rate 
as  regarded  the  state  of  trade  in  the 
manufacturing  districts.  He  understood 
that  in  the  great  Union  of  Manchester 
there  never  was  so  little  pauperism  as  at 
the  present  moment.  That  did  not  show 
that  the  industries,  round  Manchester  at 
all  events,  were  quite  so  depressed  as  they 
were  led  to  understand.  He  was  also 
told  that  there  were  2,000,000  spindles 
now  being  put  up  in  the  cotton  district, 
which,  with  other  facts,  hardly  bore  out 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Ecroyd)  as  to  the  condition 
of  Manchester  and  the  cotton  trade. 
While  he  quite  agreed  that  the  condition 
of  agriculture  was  very  serious,  and  he 
might  almost  say  naturally  alarming, 
he  did  not  think  that  they  should  so 
away  with  the  impression  that  the  wh^e 
country  was  on  the  verge  of  ruin.  He 
thought  the  Government  had  been  per- 
fectly right  in  not  putting  this  paragraph 
into  the  Queen's  Speech,  because  it 
would  have  given  the  impression  that 
Parliament  could  do  something  by  in- 
quiry to  get  rid  of  the  present  condition 
of  things.  But  he  did  not  believe  our 
difficulties  were  such  as  it  was  in  the 
power  of  this  House  to  deal  with.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  told  them  the  other  night  at 
Leamington  that  foreign  competition 
was  destroying  agriculture  and  paralyzing 
trade.  He  was  not  prepared  to  agree 
with  him.  In  his  opinion,  the  nine  bad 
seasons  we  had  passed  through  had 
much  more  to  do  with  it.  In  1851  the 
price  of  wheat  was  very  little  higher  than 
it  was  now,  and  meat  was  about  half  the 
present  price,  and  yet  the  farming  inte- 
rest was  not  so  depressed  as  at  present. 
That  showed  that  some  cause  was  at 
work  besides  the  mere  scale  of  prices. 
Then  again,  as  they  had  been  told  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  the  same  depres- 
sion existed  in  France  and  Germany  and 
Switzerland.  They  could  not  control 
the  seasons,  and  one  good  season  would 
not  restore  a  better  state  of  things.  He 
was  free  to  confess  that  the  cultivation 
of  wheat  was  not  profitable  at  the  pre- 
sent moment.  But  wheat  was  not  our 
only  crop.  He  should  like  to  ask 
whether  those  who  came   there  to  i^x* 
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struct  them  as  to  what  was  necessary  for 
the  renovation  of  agriculture  had  gone  as 
fully  into  the  question  as  they  ought  ? 
He  would  like  to  point  out  once  more 
how  enormous  was  our  importation  of 
articles  which  we  f'ould  perfectly  well 
grow  at  home.  Let  them  take  only  tw^o 
groups  from  the  last  Returns,  First, 
taking  live  cattle^  sheep,  and  pigs.  Of 
these,  there  were  imported  in  1864  to 
the  value  of  £4,275,000;  in  1874, 
£5,265,041  J  and  in  1883,  £11,983,754, 
Secondly,  the  import  of  other  pro^^Bions, 
such  as  beef,  mutton,  pork,  bacon, 
hams,  poultry,  game,  eggs,  butter,  and 
cheese,  amounted  in  1 864  to  the  value  of 
£12,500,000;  in  1874,  £25,300,000; 
and  in  1883,  £10,500,000;  and  the 
total  value  of  aU  the  provisions  im- 
ported in  those  three  years  was  respec- 
tively £58,658,000,  £112,496,000,  and 
£  157,500,000.  Look  at  ^^^^  and  butter 
separately.  They  imported  in  1883 
e^^f^  to  the  value  of  £2,732,000,  and 
butter  to  the  value  of  £  1 1,773,000.  He 
thought  they  might  well  consider  whe- 
ther more  of  these  articles  might  not  be 
produced  at  home.  They  had  the  best 
markets  in  the  world,  and,  perhaps,  the 
highest  price  in  the  world  for  such 
articles  was  paid  in  England.  But  hon* 
Members  did  not  discuss  such  questions. 
They  came  demanding  other  remedies. 
Again,  that  evening  Local  Taxation  had 
been  brought  forward.  For  his  part,  ho 
asked  for  ju&tiee  as  to  Local  Taxation, 
He  would  join  with  anyone  in  reducing 
tho  burdens  on  the  land  if  they  could  be 
shown  to  be  unfair.  But  he  denied  that 
any  such  proceeding  would  act  as  a 
remedy  for  present  troubles.  The  losses 
bj  taxation  were  as  nothing  compared 
to  the  effect  of  prices.  He  supposed 
that  if  all  that  was  asked  as  to  looal 
taxes  were  given,  it  would  not  aid 
the  farmer  to  the  extent  of  2«.  an  acre — 
[OiM  o/'*Not  U."]— and,  therefore, 
this  question  of  Local  Taxation  was  not  so 
important  as  it  looked.  If  the  farmer 
had  lost  2*.  in  the  last  year  by 
taxes,  he  had  lost  32«.  an  acre  by 
the  fall  in  wheat  since  October,  1883. 
But  there  were  other  questions  behind 
far  mor'e  serious.  The  fact  was  that 
their  old  friend  **  Protection"  was  at  the 
bottom  of  the  matter.  But  Protection 
would  do  the  farmers  no  good  unless  they 
got  a  higher  price  for  iheir  corn.  He 
Bhould  like  to  read  a  few  words  which, 
on   the    nth    of   February^   1851,    Mr. 


Disraeli  used  when  speaking  on  this 
subject — 

*'  If  I  ffivo  my  opinian,  which  I  do  moat  ain- 
ceroly,  tnnt  a  moaerato  fixed  duty  would  not 
raise'tho  prio©  to  the  consumer,  I  wish  perfectly 
to  guard  myself  from  being  BU])po8«d  to  auggeat 
it  as  any  favour  to  the  agricultural  inter6»t/* 
—(3  Barnard,  [114]  410.) 

Ho  evidently  did  not  think  highly  of  it 
as  a  remedy  for  distress.  And  8ir  James 
Graham,  on  the  next  day,  in  the  course 
of  a  speech,  said — 

**  You  may  convulse  the  country— you  may 
enc]ang;or  property — you  may  shake  our  institu- 
tions to  the  foundations ;  but  I  am  aatiafied 
that  there  is  no  power  in  England  which  can 
permanentlv  enhance  by  forc43  of  law  tke  price 
of  bread/*— (/A/cf.  528,) 

Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  must,  there- 
fore, dismiss  from  their  mind  this  idea 
of  putting  on  a  duty.  It  could  not  be 
done,  and  would  not  be  done.  The 
remedy  must  be  found  elsewhere — in 
their  own  skill  and  industry.  It  was 
not  to  bo  found  in  any  hocus-pocus  ar- 
rangement of  duties.  The  improvement 
must  be  obtained  by  their  intelligence, 
good  sense,  and  by  the  power  of  the 
money  which  was  so  abundant  in  this 
country.  To  give  the  farmer  the  idea 
that  this  House  was  able  to  do  much  for 
him  by  way  of  legislation  was  to  delude 
him  ;  and  to  have  put  a  paragraph  in 
the  Que  en*  a  Speech  would  have  been 
only  to  deceive  him.  They  had  heard  a 
good  deal  of  the  depression  in  trade. 
No  doubt  the  iron,  coal,  and  shipping 
trades  were  now,  and  had  been  for  some 
months,  depressed.  But  the  great  cause 
of  the  loss  of  profits  which  was  so  much 
felt  by  capitalists  was  the  low  condition 
of  prices  all  round.  Prices  had  not  been 
ao  low  since  1848.  It  had  been  said  that 
times  of  high  prices  were  good  times ; 
but  they  were  sometimes  bad  times. 
There  might  be  high  prices  and  very 
low  profits,  and  low  prices  and  fairly 
large  profits.  At  present  there  certainly 
was  a  great  diminution  of  profits,  and 
capitalists  were  not  receiving  the  income 
for  their  r^apital  which  they  used  to  do. 
The  poor  man,  however,  was  not  suffer- 
ing a  similar  loss.  His  wages  were  not 
being  materially  reduced — 0€trtainly  not 
in  proportion  to  the  fall  in  profits.  On 
the  other  hand,  they  must  remember 
that  in  the  ooal  and  iron  mania  of  1 871*2, 
though  wages  were  high,  they  were  as 
nothing  compared  with  the  enormous 
profits  that  were  being  made.  The  poor 
man's  turn  had  now  come.    His  wages 
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were  not  materially  reduced,  and  he  was 
far  more  comfortable  than  he  used  to  be. 
Hon.  Members  might  ask  for  the  cause 
of  this  tremendous  fall  in  prices.  It  had 
been  set  down  to  the  scarcity  of  gold. 
He  did  not  believe  there  was  any  such 
scarcity.  But  there  was  an  enormous 
supply  of  every  article.  That  arose  from 
cheap  carriage  by  land  and  water.  The 
railway  and  the  steamship  brought 
enormous  supplies  of  everything,  and 
hence  the  fall  in  prices.  In  one  year 
freight  from  America  had  fallen  50  per 
cent.  Nor  was  this  the  only  influence 
at  work.  The  telegraph  had  a  powerful 
effect.  It  was  not  necessary  now  to 
hold  great  stocks  of  goods.  They  could 
be  ordered  by  telegraph,  and  ^e  old 
system  of  business  was  a  thing  of  the 
past.  An  hon.  Member  had  told  him 
that  the  old  merchant  was  no  longer 
needed.  The  telegraph  had  extin- 
guished him.  These  things  could  not 
be  altered  by  Parliament.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers would  not,  he  supposed,  wish  to  get 
rid  of  the  railways,  the  steamers,  and 
the  telegraph;  but  they  would  like  a 
little  protective  duty — a  kind  of  differ- 
ential duty  in  favour  of  our  Colonies.  But 
on  what  was'this  duty  to  be  imposed  ?  If 
it  was  imposed  on  the  raw  material  our 
trade  would  be  ruined,  for  we  should  no 
longer  be  able  to  compete  with  foreign 
countries.  Was  it  to  be  on  manufac- 
tures ?  If  so,  on  which  ?  Silk  had  been 
the  only  one  mentioned,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  (Mr.  Mundella)  had  disposed  of 
that.  The  fact  was  that  they  could  not  deal 
with  this  matter  by  any  legislative  Act,  but 
by  educating  the  people  and  increasing 
.  their  skill,  so  as  to  enable  us  to  compete 
in  the  race  of  the  world.  It  was  for  the 
House  to  pass  laws  which  should  leave 
the  people  free  to  do  their  work.  The 
people  could  take  much  better  care  of 
themselves  than  could  Parliament.  The 
condition  of  the  people  depended  more 
upon  their  own  habits  and  their  own 
efforts  than  upon  Acts  of  Parliament. 
If  the  people  were  wasteful  in  spending 
money  in  drink  or  in  other  things,  no  Act 
of  Parliament  could  prevent  them  from 
coming  to  grief.  The  House  of  Com- 
mons could  not  prevent  disaster  over- 
taking men  in  trade  who  did  not  do  their 
duty;  and,  therefore,  in  his  opinion,  it 
would  be  the  greatest  folly  in  the  world 
for  the  House  to  hold  out  an  expectation 
which  it  could  not  fulfil.    The  more  he 
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looked  into  this  matter  the  more  he  WM 
satisfied  that  they  had  done  right  in 
getting  rid  of  the  protective  system  root 
and  branch,  and  in  declining  to  ask  a 
contribution  from  the  people  for  tilie 
benefit  of  one  particular  class.  The  fact 
was,  they  could  not  do  this  thing ;  they 
could  not  return  to  this  system.  If  any 
class  of  men  ought  to  be  protected,  they 
ought  to  begin  by  protecting  the  farmer. 
They  had  taken  away  his  protection  in 
1846;  and  if  they  were  going  to  intro- 
duce Protection,  they  must  begin  by 
first  protecting  him.  The  landed  inte- 
rest were  bound,  however,  to  look 
after  their  own  affairs  without  assist- 
ance from  the  House  of  Commons. 
In  his  opinion,  the  system  of  law 
by  which  the  land  had  been  held  for 
centuries  in  this  country  was  one  which 
had  done  a  great  deal  to  repress  the 
landed  interest.  He  did  not  believe  in 
this  system  of  one  man  holding  the  land 
while  the  rest  of  the  family  were  depen- 
dent upon  him.  It  frequently  happened 
that  under  this  system  the  land  became 
starved  and  impoverished.  He  did  not 
think  any  alteration  of  the  law  would 
make  a  great  change ;  but  if  a  natural 
state  of  Taw  had  existed  for  the  past  100 
years,  the  state  of  the  land  would  have 
been  much  better  than  it  now  was.  The 
present  position  of  things  was  one  which 
brought  one  in  contact  with  events  which 
were  rather  extraordinary,  no  doubt; 
but  still  with  events  which  they  could 
not  control  by  the  power  of  the  House. 
He  asked  the  House  to  reject  this  Mo- 
tion, because  he  believed  that  to  accept 
it  would  be  to  hold  out  expectations 
which  would  be  quite  futile  and  illusive 
in  their  character. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  asked  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  just  spoken  what  were  the 
remedies  which  he  proposed  for  the  alle- 
viation of  the  present  distress  ?  The  hon. 
Member  said  that  if  the  people  of  this 
country  spent  their  money  in  drink  they 
must  suffer  for  their  misdeeds  ;  if  they 
were  wasteful  and  extravagant  they 
must  pay  for  the  wastefulness  whicn 
they  committed;  if  they  were  careless 
in  trade  they  must  suffer  likewise.  He 
ventured,  on  behalf  of  this  class,  •  to  re- 
pudiate those  innuendoes  against  the 
working  people  of  this  country.  These 
were  not  the  causes  of  the  sufferings 
which  prevailed  so  widely  at  present. 
As  far  as  the  hon.  Member  and  his 
Friends  were  concerned  in  the  sugges- 
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tion  of  a  remedy,  the  future  of  tho  work- 
ing classes  of  tho  country  migbt  be  one 
of  despair.  IJe  waa  astonished  that  no 
Member  of  tlie  Governraenfc  had  at- 
tempted to  reply  to  the  speech  whioh 
had  been  made  by  tho  Seconder  of  the 
Motion.  He  had  heard  tho  p^reater  part 
of  the  speech  of  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council ;  but,  instead  of  replying  to 
tho  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend,  the  right 
hon  Gentleman  had  favoured  the  House 
with  a  great  variety  of  details  regard- 
ing the  amount  of  his  in  vestments  at 
home  and  abroad,  for  what  purpose  he 
had  been  unable  to  discover.  They  might 
have  been  an  admirable  advertisement 
for  the  business  of  the  lirm  with  which 
he  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  connected-  The  defence  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  altogether  unneces- 
sary, because  he  imdei^stood  that  what 
fell  from  his  hon.  Friend  had  been  cited 
not  in  any  respect  as  a  personal  attack, 
but  simply  as  an  illustration  of  the  evils 
of  the  system  wLioh  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman supported.  It  was  the  more  re- 
markable that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  attempted  to  reply  to  the  speech 
of  his  Lon.  Friend,  because  a  more  able, 
more  fearlesf,  or  more  valuable  contri- 
bution to  the  discussion  of  the  industrial 
crisis  had  never  been  delivered  to  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  even  seem  to  think  it  necessary  to 
remain  in  the  House  during  the  debate; 
but  had  shown  the  courage  of  his  opi- 
nions in  running  away,  as  he  had  dune 
on  many  occasions  before.  He  shared 
the  surprise  which  had  been  expressed 
that  no  mention  had  been  made  of  the 
prevalent  distress  in  the  Gracious  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  Apparently,  the  Go- 
vernment thought  it  one  of  the  last 
mattei^  which  concerned  them.  This 
was  on  a  par  with  all  their  proceedings 
in  matters  of  national  or  Imperial  im- 
portance. Never  were  affairs  in  a  state 
more  critical  for  the  intf^rests  of  our 
Empire  in  three  -  quarters  of  the 
globe  than  at  this  moment ;  and  they 
could  gauge  the  importance  attached  to 
those  matters  by  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment when  they  remembered  that 
only  the  other  day  a  Cabinet  Minister 
got  up  and  described  it  as  a  waste  of 
time  to  discuss  the  murder  of  a  British 
Agent  and  the  condition  of  affairs  in 
8outh  Africa.  It  now  seemed  that  pre- 
cisely the  same  spirit  actuated  the  Mi- 
nistry in  regard  to  vital  and  urgent  home 


affairs  \  and  that,  although  thousands  of 
working  men  in  all  parts  of  the  country 
were  daily  rejJorted  to  be  :ut  of  employ- 
ment, and  unable  to  support  their  fami- 
lies, the  Government  cjiild  only  occupy 
themselves  with  a  purely  Party  measure; 
while  all  those  far  more  imnortant 
and  momentous  matters  demanaed  tho 
most  anxious  consideration.  With  four 
years*  experience,  however,  of  the 
effects  of  their  rule  on  the  fortunes  of 
the  Empire,  he  could  understand  the 
necessity  which  induced  them  to  raise  a 
cloud  of  controversy  on  a  Party  question, 
in  order  to  blind  the  eyes  and  divert  tho 
attention  of  the  people  from  their  disas- 
trous failures.  He  was  glad  that  both 
the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Amend- 
ment, who  were  so  closely  connected 
with  the  trading  and  manufacturing 
interests  of  the  country,  had  so  clearly 
recognized  the  most  important  fact  that 
the  present  grave  depression  in  trade 
was  in  the  main  caused  by  the  depres- 
sion which  had  so  long  affected  the 
agricultural  interest.  They  bad  had  a 
prolonged  and  exhaustive  inquiry  into 
the  causes  of  agricultural  depression. 
The  Beport  of  the  Commission  spoke  in 
the  plainest  and  strongest  possible  terms 
of  the  severity  of  that  depression  ;  they 
indicated  its  causes,  and  also  made 
certain  recommendations  for  its  relief. 
It  was  true  that  the  main  and  primary 
cause  had  been  the  bad  seasons ;  but 
they  had  just  had  one  of  the  best  seasons 
known  for  many  years  past,  and  yet  the 
prospects  of  agriculture  had  probably 
never  been  gloomier  than  thoy  were  at 
present.  Whatever  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council  or  others  might  say,  the 
real  and  true  cause  of  agricultural  de- 
pression now  was  the  low  prices,  and 
nothing  else  but  the  low  prices,  which 
were  the  inevitable  result  of  excessive 
foreign  competition.  The  Vice  President 
of  the  Council  seemed  to  charge  prospec- 
tively the  Members  of  the  Commission 
with  changing  their  views  on  that  ques- 
tion. Well,  he  could  not  answer  for  his 
Colleagues  ;  but  so  far  as  he  himself  was 
concerned,  as  a  Member  of  the  Commis- 
sion, he  frankly  confessed  that  he  had 
changed  his  views  on  the  subject.  He 
had  appended  a  Memorandum  to  tho 
Report,  urging  the  whole  question  of 
foreign  competition^  because  he  thought 
it  had  received  in  the  Beport  nothing 
like  the  attention  it  deserved.  He  ex- 
pressed in  his  Memorandum  the  opinion, 


rsi 


Addreu  in 


[COMMONS} 


Answer  to  J7«r 


732 


after  weighing  the  evidence,  that  they 
would  probably  be  able  in  future  success- 
fully  to  contend  with  any  foreign  com- 
petition they  would  have  to  undergo. 
That  opinion  he  based  upon,  among  other 
things,  the  latest  evidence  received  by 
the  Commission,  and  especially  from  one 
of  the  Sub-Commissioners  whom  they  sent 
to  inquire  in  America,  and  who  placed 
before  them  the  view  that  wheat  could 
not  be  produced  and  sold  in  America  at 
anything  like  the  prices  at  which  it  had 
been  sold  up  to  that  time.  Moreover, 
he  thought  that  the  price  of  wheat  had 
considerably  risen  since  their  inquiry 
began,  and  that  it  promised  to  be  higher 
than  it  was  at  the  present  moment.  He 
confessed  that  his  hopes  and  expecta- 
tions had  not  been  realized  in  that 
respect;  and  unquestionably  the  price 
was  lower  now  than  it  had  ever  oeen 
in  the  past  100  years.  Consequently, 
agriculture  was  proportionately  de- 
pressed, and  that  depression  was  likely 
to  remain  until  some  means  were  found 
for  its  relief.  He  now  turned  to  the 
subject  of  trade.  Trade  was  now  de- 
pressed because  the  markets  had  been 
failing.  The  foreign  market  had  failed 
for  an  obvious  reason — namely,  simply 
because  of  the  hostile  tariffs  imposed  on 
the  goods  which  we  should  send  to 
foreign  countries,  if  they  would  only 
allow  us  to  do  so.  Then  there  was  the 
home  market.  Why  was  it  failing? 
There  ought  to  be  a  complete  and  search- 
ing inquiry  into  that  subject  at  the 
present  time.  There  might  be  many 
reasons  for  its  failure ;  but  the  real  and 
main  reason  was  simply  the  depression 
of  agriculture,  which  represented  the 
chief  element  in  the  home  market.  As 
long  as  agriculture  was  depressed  the 
home  market  was  certain  to  fail.  He 
was  sorry  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
senior  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
John  Bright)  had  left  the  House, 
because  he  would  have  liked  to  have 
asked  him  a  question  on  which  he 
wished,  if  possible,  to  elicit  a  frank 
answer  from  those  who  professed  the 
Free  Trade  views  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  one  of  the  stoutest  allies  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston,  because  he  had 
always  told  the  working  men  of  this 
country  that  the  depression  in  their 
trade  was  the  consequence  of  bad 
harvests.  He  would  ask  a  hundred 
times  if  necessary,  till  he  got  an  answer, 

Mr.  Chaplin 


if  the  influence  of  bad  harvests  oaosed 
such  depressioof  to  other  trades,  what 
would  be  the  condition  of  trade,  when, 
instead  of  bad  harvests,  we  had  none  at 
all  ?  This  was  what  might  happen,  for  he 
denied  that  any  human  being  could  grow 
wheat  at  32ii.  a-quarter  in  this  country 
without  absolutely  losing  by  the  trans- 
action. Then  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cambridge  (Mr.  W.  Fowler)  had  said 
that  they  might  grow  something  else ; 
but  he  had  not  indicated  anything  that 
could  take  the  place  of  the  great  wheat- 
growing  industry  of  this  country.  It  re- 
minded him  of  the  advice  of  the  Prime 
Minister  some  time  ago,  when  he  had 
told  the  farmers  to  produce  jam.  Jam 
was  a  very  good  thing  in  its  way,  so 
were  market  gardening,  cheese,  and 
dairy  farming,  and  he  considered  that 
there  was  room  for  expansion  in .  those 
directions ;  but  all  of  them  together 
could  not  take  the  place  of  that  great  in- 
dustry of  wheat  growing.  There  was  no 
subject  which  the  Boyal  Commission 
had  more  carefully  gone  into  than  the 
endeavour  to  obtain  a  satisfactory  reply 
to  the  question  of  what  produce  could 
be  grown  which  could  take  the  place 
of  wheat  growing  if  it  should  become 
unremunerative  in  the  future.  But  no- 
thing had  been  suggested  that  could 
take  its  place  with  any  reasonable  pros- 
spect  of  giving  a  profit.  Some  hon. 
Members,  and  especially  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  CoUings), 
were  great  advocates  of  this  view — 
'^  Change  your  whole  system  of  land 
tenure,  and  divide  your  holdings  into 
smaller  ones,  and  then  you  will  see 
what  you  will  see."  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  had  any  practical  experience  on 
this  subject,  if  he  had  gone  into  cer- 
tain parts  of  the  country  and  witnessed 
the  absolute  failure  of  that  system,  and 
had  seen  the  state  of  poverty  and  ruin 
into  which  thousands  of  the  freeholders 
of  Lincolnshire  had  been  thrown,  owing 
to  the  price  of  agricultural  produce,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Member  would  abandon 
these  Utopian  ideas.  They  had  had  an 
exhaustive  inquiry  into  the  state  of  agri- 
culture; in  his  opiaion,  the  time  had 
now  arrived  when  they  must  also  have 
an  inquiry  into  the  state  of  trade ;  and  if 
it  were  done  by  no  one  else,  he  would 
himself  move  for  such  an  inquiry.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  had  told 
them  that  the  meaning  of  the  inquiry 
had  been  to  raise  the  price  of  focKl  for 
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the  people,  and  would  say  probalily  that 
that  would  bo  the  object  of  the  inquiry 
now  suggested.  But  he  was  getting 
BCcuetoraed  to  these  taunts.  The  same 
cr}^  had  been  raised  with  regard  to  the 
proposals  made  last  Session  with  respect 
to  the  importation  of  foreign  cattle, 
whereas  the  result  had  been  exactly  the 
contrary  to  what  had  been  suggested, 
Thtt  fact  was,  that  since  the  passing  of 
the  Cattle  Bill,  from  whatever  cause,  tho 
price  of  boef  had  fallen. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Not  through  that 
BilL 

Mb.  CHAPLIN:  He  did  not  say 
through  that  BiU.  He  said  from  what- 
ever cause ;  but  he  would  venture  to 
prophecy,  if  that  Act  was  properly  ad- 
ministered by  the  Government  of  the 
day,  it  would  encourage  the  production 
of  meat  in  this  country,  and  lead  to 
a  still  further  reduction  in  its  price.  It 
did  not  necessarily  follow  that  a  rise 
of  4*.  or  5^.  a-quarter  in  the  price  of 
wheat  made  any  difference  in  the 
price  of  bread.  On  ti^e  other  hand,  a 
fall  of  5i.  a-quarter  in  the  price  of  wheat 
constantly  occurred  without  altering  the 
price  of  bread.  It  hiid  heen  found  that 
concuiTently  with  tho  highor  prices  of 
wheat  the  pooxde  had  always  been  most 
prosperous.  He  re  mem  h  ere  d  the  time 
when  th«?  Prime  Minister  described  the 
prosperity  of  the  country  as  advancing 
by  leaps  and  bounds,  and  yet  that  was 
exactly  tho  time  when  the  price  of  wheat 
was  between  bOa.  and  60«.  a-quarter. 
He  did  not  suppose  that,  even  in  their 
most  angry  moments,  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  would  really  credit  Gentlemen 
on  the  Conservative  side  of  the  House 
with  any  intention  or  desire  to  raise  the 
price  of  food  for  the  people.  Even  if 
they  had  that  intention  and  desire,  they 
would  not  be  able  to  do  so.  The  people 
of  this  countr5%  happily^  were  very  much 
better  educated  than  they  used  to  be. 
They  might  have  been  misled  at  onetime; 
they  often  had  been  in  the  past;  hut  he 
did  not  think  it  would  be  very  easy  to 
do  so  again.  They  were  well  able  to 
judge  and  weigh  all  these  questions  on 
their  merits  for  themselves,  and  they 
would  not  be  misled  in  the  future,  as 
they  had  been  in  the  past,  by  the  fana- 
ticism of  the  bigots  of  Free  Ti-ade. 
Well,  then,  he  would  conclude  his  ob- 
servations by  heartily  endorsing  the 
views  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Eioroyd)  when  he  demanded  an  in- 


quiry into  the  present  position  of  our 
trade.  And  when  that  had  been  granted, 
if  it  could  be  shown,  as  he  thought  it 
would  be  shown,  that  he  and  his  Frienda 
were  right  in  the  views  they  ex  pressed » 
that  the  real  cause  which  laid  at  the  root 
of  the  depression  of  trade  at  the  present 
moment  was  the  serious  depression  ol 
agriculture,  it  would  then  be  for  the 
people  and  for  the  working  classes  of 
the  oountry  to  decide  whether  they 
would  submit  any  longer  to  the  present 
state  of  things,  or  whether  they  would 
not  insist  on  some  general  reconsidera- 
tion of  the  present  fiscal  system  of  the 
country,  which  should  mitigate,  or 
greatly  reduce,  at  all  events,  the  painful 
effects  of  foreign  competition  on  the 
great  industries  of  the  country. 

Mr,  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
had  commenced  his  speech  with  an  attack 
upon  the  Yioe  Pi-esident  of  the  CounciL 
The  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  he  had 
listened  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  a  short  time,  and  then  became  tired 
of  waiting,  and  left  the  House,  having 
heard  no  reply  to  tho  observations  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Ecroyd).  He  was  quite  sure  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  had  waited  a  little  longer 
ho  would,  with  the  rest  of  the  House, 
have  agreed  that  the  Yice  President  of 
the  Council  had  completely  answered 
the  speech  of  tho  hon.  Member  for 
Preston, 

Mb.  CHAPLIN :  No  doubt,  that  is 
the  view  taken  on  that  side  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Preston,  in  his  in- 
teresting and  eloquent  speech,  had 
asked  that  speakers  on  the  Liberal 
side  of  the  House  should  not  '' pooh, 
pooh!"  the  question  of  agricvdtural  dis- 
tress in  the  country*  Hon.  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  House,  as  well  as  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side,  lam  en  tod 
that  there  should  be  any  distress  through- 
out the  country  ;  but  they  believed  that 
the  amount  of  distress  had  been,  in  many 
cases,  very  considerably  exaggerated. 
He  knew  it  was  of  no  good  arguing  the 
question  from  what  had  always  in  the 
past  been  taken  as  tests  of  national 
progress  and  national  wealth.  At  thia 
moment  they  were  regarded  no  longer 
by  speakers  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  as  tests.  They  were  no  longer 
allowed  to  congratulato  themselves  ou 
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the  poor  rate  having  decreased,  nor 
were  they  to  congratulate  themselves 
npon  the  fact  that  the  country  received  a 
larger  amount  in  the  shape  of  Income 
Tax,  and  that  there  were  a  greater  num- 
ber of  Income  Tax  payers  who  now  paid 
the  tax  than  there  were  a  few  years  ago. 
They  were  further  told  that  the  increase 
in  the  Savings  Bank  deposits  was  no  test 
of  the  increase  of  the  national  prosperity; 
and  the  volume  of  trade,  whion  was 
larger  last  year  than  it  ever  was  before, 
instead  of  encouraging  hon.  Members 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  seemed 
to  fill  them  with  alarm.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin), 
in  spite  of  the  fact  that  last  year's  total 
exports  were  larger  than  they  ever  were 
before,  except  in  the  year  1872-3,  delibe- 
rately asserted  that  the  exports  of  the 
country  had  largely  diminished. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  remarked  that  he 
had  not  said  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said,  that  no 
one  would  deny  that  trade  was  bad.  It 
was  bad  in  this  sense — ^that  there  had 
been  a  very  considerable  amount  of 
over-production,  and  that  prices  were 
very  low.  He  confessed  that  he  had 
been  somewhat  astonished  to  hear 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr. 
Mac  Ivor)  suggest  that  we  ought  to 
adopt  the  French  system  of  assisting 
the  shipping  trade,  because  if  there  was 
one  industry  in  which  there  had  been 
more  over-production  than  in  another, 
he  thought  it  was  generally  acknow- 
ledged that  it  was  the  shipping  trade. 
Nevertheless,  the  hon.  Gentleman  sug- 
gested that  the  Government  should  fos- 
ter that  trade,  and  thereby  vastly  in- 
crease the  over-production  which  now 
existed.  In  this  state  of  things  there 
was  ono  alleviation,  and  that  was  that, 
the  price  of  everything  being  so  low, 
the  consumer  had  been  gaining.  He 
had  been  rather  surprised  at  a  remark 
which  fell  from  the  hun.  and  gallant 
Baronet  the  Member  for  West  Sussex 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot).  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  made  the  some- 
what astounding  assertion  that  when 
the  price  of  corn  was  high  trade  was 
good. 

Sir  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT 
begged  the  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon; 
he  had  not  said  anything  of  the  kind. 
What  he  said  was,  that  it  so  happened 
that  when  agriculture  flourished  trade 
and  oommerce  flourished  also. 

Mr,  Sydney  Suxton 


Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  mooepted 
the  explanation.  He  had  misundersSood 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  and 
would  withdraw  the  observation  he  had 
made.  He  had,  however,  certainly  un- 
derstood the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
to  state  what  he  had  suggested.  They 
might  lament  the  existing  state  of  affairs; 
but,  after  all,  what  were  the  remedies 
that  had  been  proposed  that  evening? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  theYioe  FVesi- 
dent  of  the  Council  had  suggested  the  in- 
crease of  education,  and  especially  of 
technical  education — remedies  which  lie 
(Mr.  S.  Buxton)  thought  would  com- 
mend themselves  to  the  sense  of  tilie 
House.  Then  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Mr.  S.  Smith),  who  seemed 
to  have  a  sort  of  hankering  after  Fair 
Trade,  but  whose  common  sense  brought 
him  up  short  whenever  he  came  in  con- 
tact withtheactualresults  of  inquiry,  had 
suggested  State-aided  emigration  as  a 
remedy  for  the  evil.  The  only  sugges- 
tion made  by  the  other  side  of  the 
House  was  that  there  should  be  an  in- 
quiry into  the  state  of  trade.  Before  they 
agreed  to  an  inquiry,  he  wanted  to 
know  what  inquiry  was  proposed  to  be 
made  ?  Was  it,  or  was  it  not,  to  be  a 
veiled  attack  directed  against  Free 
Trade  ?  They  knew,  of  course,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Ecroyd) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead 
(Mr.  Mac  Ivor)  had  the  courage  of 
their  opinions ;  but  probably  some  of 
those  who  were  sitting  on  the  opposite 
Benches  were  not  equally  as  courageous 
as  those  hon.  Members,  because  he  ga^ 
thered  from  some  of  the  speeches  which 
had  been  delivered  in  the  course  of  the 
evening  that,  although  they  would  hot 
as  yet  go  in  for  the  cry  of  Fair  Trade,  it 
was  possible  that  they  might  hereafter 
do  so.  He  confessed  that  he  had  been 
much  interested  the  other  day  by  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  in  reply  to  a 
Free  Trade  deputation  at  Birmingham. 
He  knew  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  a  very  great  master  of  the  art  of  say- 
ing ** nothing"  when  there  was  nothing 
to  be  said,  and  on  that  occasion  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  carried  that  art  to  its 
greatest  extent.  But  he  thought  that 
the  House  and  the  country  wanted  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  Leaders 
of  the  Opposition  to  say  **  something," 
and  to  declare  what  they  really  meant  on 
this  matter  of  Fair  Trade.     Were  their 


m 


Majetiy^i  Mt^d 


[OcfTOBKK  31,  1884}  Gracwui  8pmh, 


708 


minda  still  op<?n>  or  were  thoy  closedi 
upon  the  question  of  Free  Trade  *?  Some 
lion.  Gentlemen  aaid  that  Party  cou- 
siderations  ought  not  to  be  brought  into 
the  matter^  and  in  that  he  fully  agreed ; 
but  ho  thought  that  the  House  and  the 
oountry  ought  to  kno^v  what  tlie  Leaders 
of  the  Opposition,  and  those  who  were 
rea|>on8ible,  really  thought  upon,  this 
matter  of  Free  Trade.  Did  they,  or  did 
they  not,  indorse  the  speeches  the  House 
had  listened  to  that  evening  from  the 
hon.  Members  for  Preston  and  Birken- 
head ?  The  position  of  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers was  clear  enough.  They  told  the 
House  that  practically  they  wanted  to 
obtain  reciprocity  by  means  of  retalia- 
tion. As  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
said*  he  required  Protection  as  a  lever,  in 
order  to  obtain  universal  Free  Trad^ ;  and 
the  hon.  Member  fur  Birkenhead  declared 
that  it  was  necessary  for  this  country  to 
retaliate  in  order  that  we  might  be  ablb 
to  open  the  ports  of  the  world  to  our 
own  commerce.  There  wa^  he  (Mr.  8. 
Bujtton)  thought,  a  good  deal  of  loose 
talk  on  this  question  of  Fair  Trade ;  and 
he  wanted  to  know  what  those  who  ad- 
vooated  it  proposed  to  do,  and  how  far 
it  would  rt^ally  improve  the  state  of 
things  as  they  at  present  existed  ?  The 
hon*  Member  for  Preston  had  taunted 
those  on  that  side  of  the  House  with 
being  responsible  for  the  depressed  state 
of  trade  in  England  ;  but  the  trade  of  the 
protected  countries  was  as  bad,  or  worse, 
and  he  thought  the  onus  of  proof  lay 
Bot  on  those  who  were  defending  the 
existing  system,  but  on  those  who  pro- 
posed to  change  our  fiscid  system.  The 
propobition  of  Ileciprocity,  or  Fair 
Trade,  was  founded  on  the  very  erro- 
[>us  and  exploded  theory  that  the  in- 

_  of  one  country  was  the  benefit  of 
another.  It  was  now  generally  acknow- 
ledged that  the  bencht  of  one  country 
was  the  benefit  of  all.  He  woidd  not 
attempt  to  discuss  the  question  from  the 
point  of  expediency^  or  from  the  point 
of  principle,  because  that  had  already 
been  discussed  and  threshed  out  by  pre- 
vious speakers.  He  would  prefer  to  point 
out  the  al>9olute  impossibility  of  carrying 

i  out  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
I^rt^stou.  That  proposal  looked  simple 
©uujugh.  They  saw  that  their  imports 
exceeded  their  exports,  and  it  look^nl  a 

I  Tory  simple  matter  just  to  dap  a  duty 
upon  the  imports,  In  order  that  the 
foreigner  might  be  brought  to  his  genses, 

VOL.  CCXCm.    Tthibb  series.] 


and  be  induced  to  accept  our  exports 
freely.  But  there  was  juet  this  diffi- 
culty in  tlie  way — the  difficulty  of  know- 
ing upon  which  of  the  large  amount 
of  imports  we  coidd  really  impose 
a  duty.  One  thing  which  had  been 
generally  acknowledged  that  evening, 
oven  by  speakers  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  was  that  it  was  practically 
quite  impossible  to  tax  articles  of  food. 
He  thought  it  was  equally  acknowledged 
that  it  was  quite  impossible  to  tax  th» 
imports  of  raw  material.  Everyone  ad- 
mitted that  that  would  be  fatal  to  our 
power  of  competition  in  the  open  mar- 
ket. The  consequence  was  that  those  twa 
great  portions  of  the  imports  had  first 
to  be  eliminated  before  they  could  dis- 
cover on  what  articles  retaliatory  duties 
could  really  be  placed.  Hti  fuund  that 
our  imports  amounted  to  £  12tij(NJO,000, 
and  that  out  of  them  as  much  as 
£340,000,000  belonged  to  those  two 
great  categories  ;  and  represented, 
to  the  extent  of  £195/000,000.  articles 
of  food,  and,  to  the  extent  of 
£145,000,000,  raw  materials  imported. 
Therefore,  the  small  balance  that  was  left, 
which  they  could  ellettually  tax  by  retalia- 
tory duties,  only  amounted  to  £85,000,000, 
and  of  that  £85»U00,000  something  like 
£25,000,000  or  £30,000,000  represented 
semi-manufactured  articles,  which  were 
just  in  the  same  poi*ition  as  raw  material, 
and  were  alao  unfitted  for  taxation.  The 
remaining  £50,000,000  or  £60,000,000 
represented  imported  '*  manufactures," 
on  which,  perhaps,  retaliatory  duties 
might  be  placed  ;  thuugh  even  this  sum 
should  be  reduced  by  the  amount  of  re- 
exports, and  of  articles  of  fancy  wear, 
&e.,  which  ivould  not  repay  any  imposi- 
tion of  duties.  Granting,  however,  the 
whole  of  this  sum.  it  seemed  a  con^ider• 
able  amount.  But  if  they  looked  at 
the  other  side  of  the  question  they 
would  find  that,  while  other  nations 
might  bo  vulnerable  to  the  extent  of 
£50,000,000  or  £r)0,000,000,  we  our- 
selves exported  manufactured  and 
semi-manufactured  goods,  on  which 
duties  were  and  could  be  placed,  to  the 
extent  of  £213,000,000,  and  would  be 
liable  to  be  attacked  to  that  extent. 
So  that  it  came  tu  this — that  for  every 
injury  we  c^uld  inflict  upon  the  foreigner 
by  retaliatory  duties,  he  could  injure 
us  three  or  four  times  as  much.  That 
seemed  to  him  to  be  conclusive  as  far 
as  regarded  the  possibility  of  putting  on 
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theaa  duties  ;  and^  therefore,  he  tliought 
it  remained  for  those  who  desired  to 
put  on  the  duties,  and  who  desired  to 
re-invigorate  the  country  by  imposing 
import  duties,  to  show  in  what  way 
they  were  to  impose  them  8o  as  to  be 
able  to  bring"  the  forei^er  to  terms. 
It  stood  to  reason  that,  unless  we  injured 
the  foreigaer  more  than  he  could  injure 
UB,  we  should  fail  to  bring  him  to 
his  senses.  Being  interested  in  pro- 
tective duties,  the  foreigner  would  do 
his  best  to  protect  bis  protective 
duties,  and  for  every  pound  imposed 
by  us  as  a  tax  upon  foreign  imports 
he  would  put  a  Bimilar  sum  upon 
our  exports ;  and,  as  he  (Mr,  S.  Buxton) 
had  already  pointed  nut,  the  foreignc?r 
had  this  pull  over  us — -that  his  retali- 
ation to  our  attack  would  be  as  four 
to  one.  If  our  trade,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mao 
Iver)  seemed  to  suppose,  were  almost 
entirely  a  home  trade  for  home  con- 
sumption, and  if  we  had  no  foreiga  trade, 
then  ho  thought  thei'e  might  be  some* 
thing  to  be  said  on  behalf  of  the  view  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman ;  but,  aa  had  been 
well  pointed  out  by  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Counidl»  at  present  any  attempt 
to  resort  to  Protection  in  the  case  of  one 
article  would  necessitate  Protection  for 
others,  and  the  cost  of  production  would, 
consequently,  be  seriously  raised  all 
round,  and  not  only  would  our  power 
of  competing  in  hostile  markets  be 
greatly  diminished,  but  we  should  lose 
our  supremacy  in  the  neutral  markets  of 
the  world.  He  would  not  detain  the 
House  at  greater  length  upon  this  sub- 
ject, and  he  was  much  obliged  to  hon. 
Members  for  the  patience  with  which 
they  had  listened  to  him. 

Mtt.  SALT  said,  that  as  this  was 
really  a  discussion  upon  an  Amendment 
to  the  Address,  he  did  not  think  it  right 
that  he  should  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  for  more  than  a  very  few  minutes, 
notwithstanding  the  importance  of  the 
subject  which  was  now  raised.  Indeed, 
it  was  a  subject  of  such  great  importance 
to  every  interest  in  the  country,  that  it 
ought  to  be  considered  rather  upon 
an  independent  Motion  than  upon  an 
Amendment  to  the  Address.  He  thought, 
nevertheless,  that  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mac  Iver) 
and  his  hon.  Friend  the  Jlember  for 
Preston  (Mr,  Ecroyd)  were  quite  correct 
in  the  view  they  entertained,  that  some 
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'notice  of  this  important  subject  should 
be  taken  by  the  House  and  the  country. 
He  conceived  from  their  speeches  that, 
although  they  had  frankly  and  honestly 
expressed  their  opinions,  as  they  always 
did,  their  view  did  not  go  further  than 
that,  and  that  they  only  desired  to  bring 
the  matter  prominently  before  the  House 
and  the  country.  The  question  which 
naturally  arose  was,  whether  the  condi- 
tion of  agriculture  and  trade  was  in  euch 
a  state  as  to  demand  special  attention 
at  the  present  moment  ?  And  upon  that 
point  it  occurred  to  him  that  two  opinionii 
might  be  held  and  two  voices  might  ba 
raised  in  Parliament.  Speaking  from 
his  own  experience,  and  he  believed  that 
every  Member  of  the  House  who  had 
had  similar  experience  would  say  tho 
same»  for  many  years  he  did  not  re- 
member —  indeed,  he  might  saj  he 
had  not  known  —  a  time  in  which 
every  man  connected  with  business  of 
any  kind  suffered  so  much  anxiety, 
Hon.  Members  who  listened  to  him 
must  have  been  in  communication  with 
many  persons  carrying  on  business  in 
different  parts  of  the  country,  and  they 
would  be  p'^rfectly  aware  that  in  BY^ry 
quarter,  without  exception,  there  had 
been  this  expression  of  opinion — '*We 
never  knew  such  a  long  depression.  W© 
really  do  not  know  how  to  carry  on. 
We  are  making  the  smallest  possible 
profits,  or  we  are  carrying  on  our  businesa 
at  a  loss.  Sometimes  we  think  the  eloudi 
is  lifting,  and  then  affairs  relapse  ondj 
become  worse  than  before."  That  waa< 
the  opinion  expressed  everywhere  by 
people  connected  with  business,  and  he 
had,  therefore^  looked  into  the  question 
in  order  to  see  how  far  the  depression 
of  agriculture  and  commerce  really  justi- 
fied that  view,  because  it  occurred  to 
him  that  it  might  sometimes  happen  that 
they  came  across  a  few  persons  who 
were  in  such  an  unfortunate  position, 
and  possessed  such  a  constitution,  that 
they  were  in  the  habit  of  taking  a  de* 
spairing  view  of  everything.  There  ^ 
were,  however,  two  or  three  tests  which 
afforded  good  evidence  of  the  condition 
of  trade  in  the  country.  The  first  wo 
the  carrlago  on  the  railways,  the  second^ 
was  the  volume  of  trade  passing  in  and 
out  of  the  country,  and  the  third  wai^ 
the  state  of  the  Hevenue,  He  did  notf 
want  to  go  into  figures  at  that  lata  hour 
of  the  night ;  but  hon.  Members,  if  they 
wished  to  have  these  three  figures,  would 
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easily  be  able  tofiod  them  for  themselves. 
In  regard  to  the  railway  returns,  the  con- 
dition of  the  foreign  trade  in  and  out  of 
the  country,  and  the  position  of  the  Re- 
venue— upon  all  those  points,  if  the 
figures  were  not  actually  disheartening^ 
they  were,  at  any  rate,  weak^ — they  had 
either  given  way  to  some  extent,  or  they 
were  showing  signs  of  giving  way.  This 
entirely  confirmed  the  opinion  which 
private  individuals  expressed,  and,  to 
a  large  extent,  justified  the  existing 
state  of  anxiety  and  uneasiness.  He 
did  not  say  that  we  were  in  a  condition 
in  which  we  ought  to  despair.  He  had 
no  desire  to  take  too  gloomy  a  view  of 
the  state  of  affairs,  and,  notwithstandiTig 
the  returns  to  which  he  had  alluded, 
no  doubt  there  was  still  at  the  presf*nt 
moment  an  immense  volume  of  trade 
passing  in  and  out  of  the  Kingdom,  and 
an  immense  carriage  both  of  goods  and 
passengers  over  the  whole  of  our  rail* 
way  system,  and  we  might  possibly  look 
for  brighter  times ;  hut  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  the  depression  had  now  gone 
on  for  a  very  long  time.  In  1874— ju&t 
after  that  wonderful  year  1873,  which 
some  hon.  Gentleman  that  night  had 
aaid  was  a  great  miBfortiuie  to  the  coun- 
try—  in  1874  he  remembered  saying 
himself  that  he  believed  that  we 
were  on  the  eve  of  the  longest 
and  worst  depression  of  trade  which 
this  country  had  ever  known,  and 
that  opinion  had  been  more  than  fully 
justified.  The  question  was  when  would 
that  state  of  things  be  changed?  It 
was  that  question  to  which  they  required 
an  answer,  and  it  was  for  that  reason 
he  conceived  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem* 
ber  for  Preston  (Mr,  Ecroyd)  pressed 
for  an  inquiry.  His  hon.  Friend  went 
somewhat  further  than  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mac  Tver).  He 
did  not  content  himself  with  saying  that 
this  matter  ought  to  have  been  noticed 
in  the  Queen*8  Speech,  but  he  said  also 
that  there  ought  to  be  an  inquiry.  As 
he  understood  his  hon.  Friend,  he  did 
not  press  Her  Majesty's  Govemment 
further  than  that  at  the  present  mo- 
ment ;  but  he  contended  that  the  condi- 
tion of  trade  was  such  as  to  demand  in- 
quiry, investigation,  and  information  on 
the  part  of  the  Government.  He  (Mr. 
Bait)  did  not  propose  to  commit  him- 
self to  what  his  hon.  Friend  or  anyone 
else  had  said  that  night ;  but  ho  went 
entirely  and  thoroughly  with  his  hon. 


Friend  in  regard  to  the  matter  of  in- 
quiry. The  condition  of  the  trade  of 
the  country  during  the  past  20  or  30 
years,  and  its  condition  at  the  present 
moment,  were  such  that  a  public  in- 
quiry by  an  independent  Commission 
would  be  a  very  great  boneBt.  There 
were  other  reasons  besides  these.  The 
condition  of  trade  was  peculiar  in  cer- 
tain ways.  In  the  first  place»  he  had 
noticed  the  extreme  length  of  the  de- 
pression, which  was  altogether  peculiar. 
The  ordinary  experience  of  the  last  40 
or  50  years  was  that  depressions,  when 
they  occurred,  endured  for  a  compara- 
tively brief  period  ;  they  only  lasted  for 
six  or  seven  years,  and  then  the  oloud 
lifted,  and  a  brighter  state  of  things  waa 
brought  about ;  but  if  there  had  been 
any  kind  of  improvement  on  the  present 
occasion,  it  had  been  slow*  uncertain,  and 
short,  and  then  things  fell  back  again 
to  the  state  in  which  they  were  before. 
That  was  one  of  the  things  in  the 
condition  of  trade  which  waa  peculiar — 
namely,  the  extreme  length  of  the  de- 
pression. There  was  another  matter 
that  was  peculiar  and  demanded  in- 
quiry also.  It  was  generally  supposed 
that  when  food  and  material  were  cheap 
it  was  a  time  of  prosperity  in  the  coun- 
try ;  but  it  had  not  been  so  in  this  in- 
stance, and  why?  For  this  reason,  that 
with  all  this  great  cheapness  there  waa 
no  purchasing  power.  Purchasing  power 
was  absent,  and,  although  everything 
was  very  cheap,  the  people  had  got  no 
money  to  buy  with.  That  was  quite  pecu- 
liar, and  not  in  accordance  with  what 
was  generally  expected  in  such  a  condi- 
tion of  affairs,  and  it  was  another  rea- 
son, as  ha  understood,  why  his  hon. 
Friends  pressed  for  an  inquiry.  There 
was  a  third  reason  which  it  was  very  dif- 
ficult to  understand  without  inquiry,  but 
which  he  desired  to  point  out  as  anothor 
matter  somewhat  peculiar.  Anyone  who 
had  carefully  watched  the  condition  of 
trade  during  the  last  few  j^ears  would, 
he  thought,  have  observed  that,  while 
the  large  dealers — the  wholesale  dealers 
— had  been  complaining  that  they  were 
unable  to  make  profits  at  all,  the  small 
dealers  had  been  making  considerable 
profits,  and  were  doing  well.  He  said 
this  with  some  hesitation,  because  it 
required  proof ;  but  it  was  not  hia 
own  opinion  only,  other  people  had  ob- 
served the  same  thing.  It  had  the  ap- 
pearance of  a  peculiar  condition  of  trade, 
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and  might  be  made  tlie  subject  of  a  very 
useful  inquiry,  and  not  an  inquiry  in 
any  Party  sense.  It  should  not  be  an 
inquiry  to  the  prejudice  of  anyone,  or  to 
the  prejudice  of  anybody  in  the  world; 
but  it  should  be  an  inquiry  into  matters 
that  were  of  i  in  men  a  a  iu  tor  est  to  the 
country — namely,  what  was  the  cause 
of  this  peculiar  condition  of  trade  ? 
We  muftt  remember  this,  that  if  profits 
were  largely  consumed  by  the  retail 
dealers,  and  were  not  ehared  by  the 
wholesale  dealers,  then  the  bulk  of  the 
people  did  not  receive  benefit  from  them 
—in  other  words,  the  benefit  of  cheap 
products  did  not  reach  tht3  consumer. 
Surely  that  was  a  matter  of  very  great 
importance.  There  was  one  other  point, 
and  one  only,  to  which  he  desired  to 
direct  the  attention  of  the  House— 
namely,  the  nondition  of  the  people 
themselves— be  meant  of  those  people 
who  worked  with  their  hands.  He  had 
observed  that  whenever  any  thing  was 
Baid  about  the  poverty  of  the  people, 
they  were  referred  to  statistics  to  prove 
that  the  people  wore  very  well  off.  His 
observation  was  this — that  at  the  pre- 
aent  moment  the  country  was  not  sutfer- 
ingf  from  acute  distress,  except,  perhaps, 
in  Sunderland,  or  anythiuf^  like  the  dis- 
tress which  occun^ed  in  the  Lancashire 
cotton  famine  j  but,  at  the  earn©  time,  it 
was  suffering  from  a  general  sense  of 
poverty.  Many  poor,  respectable  people 
aaid  nothing  about  tbeir  poverty.  In- 
stead of  having  full  wages  for  the  last 
three  or  four  years,  they  had  only  been 
able  to  get  work  for  two  or  three  days 
a- week,  and  they  were  beginning  to  get 
very  poor  indeed,  and  the  sense  of  their 
poverty  was  pressing  upon  them  very 
much,  because  they  could  not  see  the 
end  of  it  at  all.  This  poverty  wont  on 
from  day  to  day,  from  week  to  week, 
and  from  month  to  month,  and  almost 
from  year  to  year,  pressing  on  the  people 
in  clothes,  in  food,  in  the  care  of  their 
children,  and  in  their  comforts;  and 
there  seemed  to  be  no  end  of  this  in- 
creasing povert}',  and  no  way  out  of  it. 
That  was  the  result  of  his  observation. 
At  the  same  time,  he  had  to  reoonciie 
that  fact  with  the  statistics  put  forward 
as  to  there  being  better  houses,  better 
wages,  and  bettor  food  among  the  work- 
ing classes  than  there  were  20  or  30  years 
ago ;  all  of  whicli  was  perfectly  true,  He 
had  had  some  dithculty  in  satisfying  his 
mind  as  to  the  cauae  ;  but  he  believed  it 
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to  be  this.  There  were  really  two  ranks 
of  working  people  in  this  country  who 
worked  with  their  hands.  There  waa 
one  class — and  he  was  happy  to  say  a 
large  class— of  mechanics  who,  under 
the  altered  circumstances  which  ate  am, 
coal,  and  railways  had  produced  during 
the  last  half -century,  had  brought  them- 
selves into  an  extremely  good  position. 
They  were  most  jntelligent  and  abb 
men,  and  the  strength  nnd  wealth  of  the 
country  was  constituted  by  this  better 
class  of  the  working  people.  Theao 
were  the  persons  whose  houses  were  so 
good,  whose  clothes  were  so  good,  and 
who  were,  in  fact,  excellent  men  in  every 
way.  But  there  was  another  class — 
namely,  the  class  of  very  poor  people 
who  had  not  had  the  opportunity  or 
energy  enough  to  raise  themselves  in  a 
similar  manner.  Among  these  poor  people 
at  the  present  time  very  great  poverty 
existed,  and  they  were  unable  to  obtain 
those  necessaries  in  the  shape  of  food 
and  clothing  which  were  even  conducive 
to  health.  lie  hoped  he  had  not  taken 
up  too  much  of  the  time  of  the  House. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  Motion 
for  a  Commission  of  Inquiry  would  be 
pressed;  but  he  would  only  say  that 
if  the  hon*  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Ecroyd)  did  press  it,  he  would  give  him 
his  cordial  support.  Before  he  sat  down 
he  might  mention  one  other  speech 
which  had  been  made — namely,  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool (Mr.  8.  Smith).  With  almost  all 
the  hon.  Member  had  stated  he  cordially 
agreed.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  that 
he  agruod  with  every  word  the  hon» 
Member  said ;  but  he  could  accept  nearly 
all  he  had  said,  and  there  was  very  little 
difference  between  them,  especially  with 
regard  to  the  use  which  might  be  made 
of  the  Colonies  for  the  purpose  of 
rendering  assistance  to  our  English 
trade  and  our  English  poor.  He  ad- 
mitted that  that  was  a  question  that 
was  very  large  and  difficult ;  but  ho 
felt  there  were  working  people  of  this 
country  who^  having  these  Colonies  aa 
their  inheritance,  ought  in  some  way  to 
be  able  to  make  use  of  them,  not  only 
for  the  benefit  of  themselves,  but  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Colonies  and  the  whole 
world  at  large.  Another  pressing  reason 
why  the  inquiry  asked  for  should  bo 
granted,  although  in  no  Party  sense, 
might  be  found  in  the  history  of  Free 
Trade  itself.     In  discussing  this  question 
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of  Free  Trade  he  had  frequently  felt 
that  he  had  adduced  infinitely  better  ar- 
guments on  the  side  of  Free  Trade  than 
Free  Traders  themselves  had  brought 
forward.  Many  avowed  Free  Traders 
did  not  condescend  io  argue.  They 
were  quite  ready  to  tell  their  opponents — 
**  You  are  exceedingly  stupid  ;"  but  they 
never  put  forward  a  case  for  Free  Trade 
which,  to  his  (Mr.  Salt's)  mind,  was  as 
strong  Bs  it  should  be  to  satisfy  the 
country.  What  was  often  done  on  the 
part  of  avowed  Free  Traders  was  this — 
they  gave  instances  of  the  effects  pro- 
duced by  Free  Trade,  and  quoted  in- 
Btances  of  universal  prosperity,  and  so 
forth  J  but  the  instances  manifestly  arose 
from  different  causes  altogether.  That, 
in  his  view,  was  another  reason  in  favour 
of  inquiry.  We  had  had  the  system  of 
Fi'ee  Trade  for  the  last  40  years,  and  the 
country  might  havepi*ospered,  or  it  might 
not,  by  reason  of  t bat  system.  Whether 
this  was  the  case  or  not,  it  would  be 
found  that  scarcely  any  other  country 
In  the  world  had  adopted  the  same 
fi3nstem.  As  he  had  said,  the  avowed 
Free  Traders  scarcely  ever  condescended 
to  argument,  or,  if  they  did,  they  brought 
forward  arguments  which  evei-y  sensible 
man  knew  had  no  bearing  upon  Free 
Trade  at  all.  He  did  not  know  whether 
the  Government  were  going  to  accept  the 
Amendment  or  not ;  but  he  trusted  that 
nrheu  the  time  came  for  proposing  that 
%  Commission  of  Inquiry  should  be  ap- 
pointed, in  no  hostile  or  Party  spirit,  but 
with  the  idea  of  ascertaining  what  was 
really  good  for  trade  and  for  the  people 
of  the  country,  the  Government  would 
consent  to  the  proposal  of  his  hon. 
Friend  that  a  Commission  of  Inquiry 
should  be  issued. 

Mb.  8LAGG  said,  he  must  confess 
that  he  alwaypi  listened  to  the  speeches 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Pres- 
ton (Mr.  Ecroyd)  with  very  great  in- 
terest. They  must  all  agree  that  his 
hon.  Friend  evinced  great  intelligence 
in  the  manner  in  which  he  explained 
his  views  to  the  House  ;  and  in  reference 
to  a  remark  which  had  been  made  that 
they  might  possibly  lose  the  presence 
of  the  Member  for  Preston  among  them, 
be  would  only  say  this — -that  he  would 
rather  submit  to  the  annual  recuiTence 
of  this  debate  on  Fair  Trade  tliau  lose 
the  companionship  of  so  agreeable  a 
Member.  The  debate  that  night  had 
taken  eaaentially  an  agiioultural  turn, 


and  he  would  not  presume,  in  the  pre- 
sence  of  so  many  high  agricultural 
authorities  opposite,  to  attempt  to  en- 
lighten the  House  upon  the  subject* 
Bat  surely  it  must  occur  to  hon.  Mem* 
hers  who  asked  for  inquiry  as  to  the 
effect  of  Protection  in  regard  to  agri- 
cultural produce,  that  that  inquiry  had 
already  been  made  over  and  over  again 
in  the  experience  of  this  country.  They 
had  gone  through  the  experience  of 
Protection  ;  they  knew  what  results  it 
produced  ;  they  knew  that  it  made  the 
people  poor  and  starving,  and,  instead 
of  assisting  agriculture  and  the  farmers, 
they  knew  that  it  had  succeeded  only  in 
putting  a  little  into  the  pockets  of  the 
landlord^.  He  would  be  quite  willing 
to  concur  with  his  hon.  Friend  as  to  the 
desirableness  of  an  iuLjuiry,  if  it  were 
only  directed  to  discovering  some  method 
of  agriculture  which  might  increase 
the  profits  of  those  engaged  in  that  par- 
ticular industry.  But  it  was  perfectly 
clear  that  that  was  not  what  hon.  Mem- 
bers wanted,  They  wanted  something 
totally  different,  and,  to  put  it  in  plain 
words,  what  they  were  asking  the 
House  to  assent  to,  by  some  process 
more  or  less  roundabout,  was  a  recur- 
rence to  the  system  of  Protection,  plain 
and  simple.  They  complained,  in  so 
many  words,  of  the  curse  of  cheap  food. 
Now,  he  could  not  agree  with  them  that 
cheap  food  was  undesirable.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  the  Member  for 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
said  that  lambs  were  too  cheap,  that 
heifers  were  too  cheap,  and  that  com 
was  too  cheap. 

8tr  WALTER  B.  BABTTELOT :  I 
did  not  say  anything  of  the  kind. 

Ma.  8LAGQ  said,  he  had  understoodi 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  to  deplore 
the  cheapness  of   those    articles.     Ho 
thought  the  expression  used  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  was  that  they  wer#  ^ 
deplorably  clipap. 

SiE    WALTEE    B.    BABTTELOT: 
No;  I  did  not  say  so. 

Mb.  8LAGG  said,  he  was  sorry  if  he 
had  misrepresented  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet.  He  (Mr.  Slagg)  always  looke<i| 
upon  cheap  food  as  the  great  blessing  • 
to  the  country ;  and  when  hon.  Members 
talked  of  commercial  depress^ion,  he 
would  ask  them  what  that  commercial 
depression  would  be  if  it  were  accom- 
panied at  this  moment  by  dearness  of 
food  ?    They  had  tried  Protection,  and, 
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in  hia  opinion,  it  had  absolutely  failed ; 
and  he  was  perfectly  sutg  that  it  was  in 
vaia  for  hon.  Members  tn  seek  to  induce 
the  coyntry  to  accept  such  a  monstrous 
system  again.  Coming  to  the  textile 
industries  of  the  country,  he  altogether 
dissented  from  the  description  which 
had  been  giv^en  by  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite as  to  the  extreme  degree  of  desti- 
tution which  existed  in  the  coaimercial 
world.  Such  destitution  did  not  exist- 
He  would  not  weary  the  House  with 
those  always  accepted  and  strong  indi- 
cations  of  the  prosperity  of  the  country, 
such  as  the  Savings  Banks,  Income 
Tax,  and  Pauperism  Keturns;  but  he 
would  tako  the  condition  of  industry 
in  his  part  of  the  world — of  which 
ho  might  be  supposed  to  know  some- 
thing— and  he  dech'ned  to  admit  that 
there  was  anything  in  the  condition  of 
tbat  large  textile  industry,  the  cotton 
trade,  wTiich  could  afford  the  slightest 
gi»ound  for  the  belief  that  our  manufac- 
tures were  languishing.  On  the  con- 
trary, they  were  largely  increasing  in 
productive  power,  and  the  people  en- 
gaged in  them  did  not,  as  a  rule,  act  as 
if  they  entertained  an  idea  that  their 
industry  was  in  a  condition  of  despair. 
He  bad  always  been  taught  to  believe 
that  the  prosperity  and  well-being  of 
the  Inrge  masses  of  the  people  was  far 
more  important  than  the  profits  of  the 
limited  few.  The  industrial  population, 
aa  a  whole»  were  in  a  condition  that  would 
compare  most  favourably  with  any  pre- 
vious condition  with  which  it  could  be 
compared.  It  was  perfectly  true  that 
the  profits  wore  not  so  excessive  to  the 
manufacturer  and  the  merchant,  and,  in 
his  humble  judgment,  they  were  not 
very  likely  ever  to  be  so  again  ;  but  if 
they  looked  at  the  price  of  ordinary 
Stock^for  instance,  at  the  investments 
in  the  best  railways— they  surely  afibrded 
a  fair  index  of  what  they  migbt  expect 
in  regard  to  any  other  sort  of  industry. 
The  fact  was  that  they  were  sufiEering^ 
if  they  were  suifering  from  anything  at 
all,  from  over-production,  and  he  ven- 
tured to  say,  in  some  aspects,  from  over- 
prosperity.  There  was  a  very  great  deal 
of  money  in  the  country  seeking  invest- 
ment; the  competition  was  very  great, 
and,  as  a  natural  consequence,  profits 
had  been  reduced.  That  was  the  case, 
clearly,  in  the  cotton  trade,  where  the 
enterprize  was  as  great  as  ever.  Ho  dare 
say  hon.   Members  would  tell  him  that 


there  were  other  industries,  such  as  the 
iron,  coal,  and  shipbuilding  trades,  which 
were  not  so  well  off.  But  they  were  suf- 
fering also,  he  suspected,  from  over-pro- 
duction. And  it  stood  to  reason  that  if 
we  supplied  10,000  tons  or  10,000  pieces 
where  only  5,000  could  be  consumed,  it 
was  unreasonable  to  expect  that  a  con- 
siderable profit,  or  in  many  cases  any 
profit  at  all,  could  be  realized.  He 
should  have  been  more  gratified,  and 
certainl}^  more  enlightened,  if  this  de- 
bate had  taken  the  turn  of  conferring 
some  definite  information  as  to  what 
hon.  Members  wanted  by  the  inquiry 
they  asked  for.  He  had  been  very  much 
impressed  by  one  or  two  remarks  which 
had  fallen  from  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Vice  President  of  the  CounciL  He 
cordially  agreed  with  his  right  hon. 
Friend  that  an  inquiry  into  those  methods 
of  manufacture  and  those  special  indus- 
tries in  which  this  country^was  not  m 
efficient  as  it  ought  to  be,  would  be  very 
useful.  Our  commerce,  in  his  opinion, 
was  suffering  at  the  present  day  from 
two  fundamental  causes— one  was  over- 
production in  the  industries  which  we 
knew  and  understood,  and  in  which  we 
were  still  able  to  rival  the  whole  world ; 
while  the  other  was  the  fact  that  we 
were  imacquainted  with  very  many 
branches  of  industry  in  regard  to  which 
we  ought  to  supply  ourselves,  instead  of 
being  supplied  by  foreign  nations.  He 
had  had  the  honour  of  sitting  on  a 
Eoyal  Commission  appointed  to  inquire 
into  Technical  Instruction  ;  and  during 
the  course  of  the  journeys  he  had 
made  to  several  Continental  countries, 
he  had  been  strongly  impressed  with 
this  fact— that  in  those  industries  in 
which  artistic  excellence  took  a  part, 
and  in  those  industries  which  depended 
on  high  scientific  skill  and  knowledge, 
this  country  did  not  occupy  the  position 
which  it  certainly  ought  to  occupy. 
If  we  would  only  bestir  ourselves,  as 
his  right  hon.  Friend  knew  so  well  how 
to  do,  in  matters  of  technical  education, 
he  was  perfectly  satisfied  that  we  should 
hear  in  future  a  very  great  deal  less  of 
depression  of  trade.  He  would  ask 
hon.  Members  opposite  what  amount  of 
Protection — because  that  was  really  in 
their  minds — could  possibly  avail  the 
industries  of  this  country  ?  It  was  ob- 
vious that  the  competition  with  which 
we  were  contending  was  not  an  artificial 
but  a  natural  competition.      His  hon* 
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Friend  the  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
EcTOyd)  advocated  a  large  railway  ex- 
tenfiion  ia  India.  No  doubt,  his  hon. 
Friend  was  aware  that  such  an  exten- 
sion had  already  been  considered  and 
eanctioned  by  a  Comraittee  of  the  TIouRe 
of  Commons,  aod^  iu  the  course  of  the 
next  few  years  there  would  be  laid  down 
in  India  probably  some  6^000  or  7,000 
additional  miles  of  railway.  What  were 
those  railways  going  to  do  ?  They 
would  bring  over  to  this  country  from 
India  wheat  at  a  lower  price  than  it 
coald  be  produced  for  here.  In  some 
parts  of  India  wheat  could  be  grown  for 
as  little  nn  6s,  a-quarter ;  and  he  would 
aak  hon.  Members  how  they  could  hope 
to  compete  with  such  a  figure  as 
that  ?  The  result  would  be  that  wheat 
would  bo  brought  over  at  a  very  low 
rate,  and  it  would  be  necessary,  in  order 
to  endure  such  competition,  for  farmers 
to  consider  carefully  in  what  way  they 
could  best  cultivate  the  soil  rather  than 
trust  to  the  cultivation  of  wheat,  wliich 
was  evidently  not  best  adapted  to  the 
agricultural  requirements  of  the  country. 
Again,  looking  at  the  condition  of  the 
working  classes,  he  could  not  see  any 
reason  for  this  Motion.  There  was  one 
indication  always  juteresting,  and  that 
was  the  way  in  which  that  class  spent 
their  earnings  and  occupied  their  leisure ; 
and  he  thought  hon.  Members  must 
agree,  that  if  they  were  able  to  spend 
considerable  sums  of  money  in  recrea- 
tion— if  they  could  go  in  enormous 
numbers,  as  they  did,  to  the  seaside — 
their  case  could  not  be  a  very  hard 
one.  The  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool (Mr,  8.  Smith)  had  said  that  the 
people  of  the  country  wasted  a  good  deal 
of  money,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
£125.000,000  was  spent  annually  on  al- 
coholic liquors.  Surely  this  was  not 
all  needed.  Finally,  he  believed  that 
the  welfare  of  the  working  classes  was 
to  be  attained  in  other  ways  than  by 
the  expedient  which  hon.  Members  op- 
posite had  in  view — namely,  by  the  ex- 
tension amongst  them  of  technical  edu- 
cation, and  by  promoting  the  improve- 
ment and  enlargement  of  our  industries, 
by  diffusingamongst  them  a  knowledge 
of  science  and  art,  and  by  developing 
foreign  markets.  Those  means,  he  was 
convinced^  would  do  a  great  deal  more 
to  improve  the  condition  of  the  national 
commerce  than  debates  of  this  kiml, 
treading  on  the  fringe  of  an  obsolete 


system  which  was  not  likely  to  be  again 
adopted  bv  the  people  of  this  country. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Slagg) 
had  made  a  most  becoming  speech  ;  no 
one  could  bave  doubted  that  it  was  the 
expression  of  the  opinions  of  that  hon. 
Member,  whose  argument,  although 
neatly  put»  was  solely  in  favour  of  his 
own  constituenny.  The  hon.  Member 
had  glanced  at  the  condition  of  several 
branches  of  trade  and  industry,  and  the 
drift  of  his  address  was  this^that  he 
recommended  that  all  employed  in  agri- 
culture and  manufactures  should  seek 
further  knowledge  of  tlieir  business.  He 
(Mr.  Newdegate)  confessed  that  he 
needed  education,  but  did  not  and  would 
not  accept  education,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Manchester  was  ready  to  do,  ex- 
cluBively  from  the  Yice  President  of  the 
CouuciL  It  had  rather  amused  him  to 
hear  the  hon.  Member  speak  as  he  had 
of  the  **  miserable  condition"  of  the 
trade  in  textile  fabrics  in  the  Midland 
Counties.  He  (Mr.  Newdeffate)  had  re- 
presented the  ribbon  and  silk  trade 
while  it  existed  in  Coventry  and  North 
Warwickshire.  But  was  it  in  a  miser- 
able condition  ?  He  was  in  a  position 
to  afford  the  House  an  illustration  of 
its  condition.  Kibbon  made  within  four 
miles  of  his  house  was  exkibited  at  the 
Silk  Exhibition  in  Paris,  and  won  the 
first  prize.  Did  that  show  a  miserable 
condition,  or  a  want  of  ekill,  such  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester  imagined 
to  exist  in  the  trade?  But  the  right* 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  suc- 
ceeded in  passing  the  Treaty  of  July, 
I860;  and  what  was  the  cnnaequence  ? 
In  the  following  8eptember,  he  (Mr, 
Newdegate)  was  Chairman  of  of  a  Be- 
lief Committee  with  21,000  persons  to 
provide  for.  That,  he  said,  was  an  in- 
stance of  the  danger  to  all  classes  in  the  '^ 
country  of  the  Qovemmental  teaching 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester 
would  have  the  House  acknowledge. 
The  subscribers  to  the  Belief  Fund  he 
had  alluded  to  included  Her  Majesty, 
who,  with  her  wonted  benevolence,  sent 
lOOguiueas;  the  Prince  of  Wales,  who 
sent  2U0  guineas;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister,  who  sent 
100  guineas,  to  assist — which  probably 
ho  would  not  have  done  had  he  been  of 
the  same  temper  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cambridge  (Mr.  W.  Fowler),  who 
said  he  denied  that  the  Government  or 
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Parliaraent  of  this  country  were  bound 
to  pravide  the  people  with  the  means  of 
living.     He  asked  himself  whether  the 
Educators  of  the  people  intended  to  pro- 
pose a  repeal  of  the  Poor  Law^  and  to 
what  ler-gththis  form  of  political  economy 
would  extend?  Again^  the  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  spoke,  as  a  mild  illus- 
tration  of  his  argument^  of  a  Petition 
that  came  years  ago  from  Maaohester, 
in   which   the   capitalists   of  that   city, 
whose  profits,  it  appeared,  were  tolerably 
large,  declared  that  their  capital  owed 
no  allegiance  to  the  soil.  Ha  via  g  studied 
the  subject  for  years^  he  was  able  to  say 
that  the  only  distinct  and  systematic  list 
of  Oustoraa  Duties  of  all  nations  then  in 
the  Library  of  the  House  of  Commons 
was  his  production,  so  determined  had 
been  successive  Governments  not  to  afford 
the  means  of  education  iu  that  respect ; 
and   he  received   for  the   document  in 
question  the  thanks  of  the  agrioidtural 
and  comoiercial  interests  in  the  United 
Kingdom.     In   preparing  that  list,    he 
had  been  actuated  by  a  desire  to  show 
Her  Majesty's  Government  how  practi- 
cable a  thing  it  was  to  put  the  infor- 
mation at  their   command  into  a  form 
that  would  be  iotwlltgible  to  the  people 
at  large.     He  repeated  that  ho  needed 
education  in  this  matter  j  and  he  claimed 
for  his  constituents   more   than    that— 
namely,    impartial    evidence^    together 
with  the  power  on  the  part  of  a  Commit- 
tee or  Boyal  Commission  which  should 
force  the  production  of  facts.     The  edu- 
cation of  the  school  to  which  the  hon* 
Member  for  Manchester  belonged,  and 
which,   so  far  as  it  was  represented  in 
the  Government  Department  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  spoken  third 
that  evening  (Mi%  MundoUa),  habitualiy» 
wiliuUy,    and   persistently    denied    the 
people  of  the  country  access  to  the  tariffs 
of  foreign  countries  in  a  form  that  they 
could  understand*     Believing  that  in  the 
event  of  war  the  safety  of  this  country, 
together  with  its   greatness   and   inde> 

Sendence  as  the  centre  of  the  Empire, 
epended  on  her  people  and  her  armies 
having  a  proper  food  supply — believing 
that  men  must  eat  before  theyc  ould  fight, 
even  in  defence  of  their  hearths  and 
homes — he  was  naturally  anxious  as  to 
the  state  of  the  National  Commissariat. 
Had  the  National  Commissariat  not  been 
imder  skilful  management  in  1803-6, 
this  country  would  have  been  starved 
into  subjection  to  the  First   Napoleon*  ] 
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Our  population  was  then  only  1 7,000,000,  J 
as   against   36,000,000   at   the   pi*esentT 
time.  In  1802*6  we  had  provision,  home»l 
grown,  for  nine  months,  while  at  thill' 
moment  we  had  not  provision  for  more 
than  seven  months.     Our  Navy  was  de- 
ficient. And  for  that  and  the  other  reasons 
stated  he  could  not  join  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Manchester  and  Cambridge  in 
the  views  they  entertained  with  regard  to  , 
what  he  considered  to  be  the  prima  _ 
means  of  national  defence.     Therefore^^ 
in  their  opinion,  he  needed  education^ 
and  he  should  consider  it  a  manifesta- 
tion of  Parliamentary  hard-heartedneail 
if  they  denied  him  the  opportunity  whichi 
he  desired  of  becoming  better  informed* | 
The  OHANCELLOK  of  the  EXGHE-] 
QUEIi  (Mr.  Childbhs)  :   Sir,  we  havtl 
listened  for  some   hours  to  a  very  in- 
teresting and,  to  my  mind,  useful  debate, 
and  it  is  my  intention  to  contribute  to 
it  at  this  time  (12.35)  but  a  very  few 
words.      Amongst   the  speeches   which 
have  been  delivered  in  the  course  of  the 
debate,  I  wish  to  refer  particularly  to 
that  of  the  hon.   Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Ecroyd),  who  has  contributed  very 
useful  matter  to  the  discussion,  although, 
as  a  Free  Trader,  I  cannot,  of  cour«e, 
agree  with  him  on  many  points.     With 
regard  to  the  general  subject,  the  com- 
plaint of  the  hon.  Member  for  Birken- 
head (Mr.  Mao  Iver)  is  that  there  is,  in 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  no  para- 
graph   directing  our   attention    to    the 
depressed  condition    of  Commerce  and 
Agriculture.     I  have  listened  attentively 
to    all    the    speeches    on    this   Motion, 
and   I    would   ask   what   really   is    the 
omission  of  which  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site complain  ?     The  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  at  the  end  of  last  Session,  re- 
ferred  to   the   favourable    condition   of 
the   weather  up   to   that   time,    and   to 
the  prospects  of  a  tine  autumn  ;  and  the 
fact  has  been  that  during  the  months 
which  have  since  elapsed,  the  weather 
has  been  all  that  could  be  desired,  and 
has  realized  the  expectations  which  Her 
Majesty  placed  before  Parliaraent.    The 
summer  and  autumn  have  beon  the  most 
remarkable   that   the  country   has   en- 
joyed for  20  years  past     What   is  it, 
then,   that   Her    Majesty*©  Government 
ought     to    have     said  ?      Ought    they 
to  have  put  into  Her  Majesty's  mouth 
words    of   this    kind — **  The    anticipa- 
tions which  I  put  before  you  oonoei*n- 
ing  the  weather  have  proved  to  be  cor- 
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reot.  We  have  had  very  6ne  weather;  and 
the  prices  of  the  first  commodities  required 
for  the  enjoyment  and  comfort  of  the 
people,  are  lower  than  they  have  been 
for  a  long  time  past?"  Sfr,  I  think 
that  to  have  put  such  words  into  the 
mouth  of  Her  Majesty  three  months 
after  the  Speech  at  the  end  of  last  Sea- 
I  flion,  would  only  have  been  ridiculous. 
But  the  dtseuBsion  has  not  been  directed 
to  certain  words  which  might  have 
been  introduced  into  that  Speech  ;  the 
complaint  of  most  speakers  being  that 
we  have  not  indicated  a  wish  to  appoint 
a  Joint  Committee  or  a  Royal  Commission 
to  inquire  into  the  present  state  of  Agri- 
culture and  Commerce.  That,  there- 
fore, is  practically  a  complaint  which  is 
I  covered  by  words  very  different  fr^im 
those  of  the  Amendment  before  us;  and 
here  I  may,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to  point 
out  the  great  inconvenience  resulting 
from  a  debate  upon  something  totally 
diOerent  from  that  contained  in  the 
Motion  on  which  the  debate  arises. 
Then,  Sir,  I  would  a^k  what  is  the  line 
of  argument  taken  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birkenhead,  who  commenced  this 
discussion,  and  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston,  who  followed  him  ?  The  line  of 
argument  of  those  hon.  Membtrs  has 
bean  very  remarkable.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birkenhead  said  that  he  dis- 
believed all  statistics  and  all  the  news 
to  be  met  with  in  the  newspapers ;  and 
what  he  really  founded  his  view  of  the 
present  condition  of  trade  upon  was  his 
experience  of  the  failure  of  a  woollen 
mill  in  which  he  was  a  partner,  the 
failure  of  that  mill  having  led  him  to 
,  believe  that  the  state  of  the  woollen 
Trade  was  altogether  unsatisfactory. 
Now,  on  the  question  so  raised  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  am  only  going 
to  make  one  remark,  and  that  is  this. 
He  wishes  the  House  to  believe — and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Ecroyd),  who  followed  him  in  the  same 
line,  wishes  the  House  to  believe — that 
it  is  our  interest  to  promote  the  export 
of  our  manufactured  goods  by  putting 
duties  upon  similar  goods  imported 
6'om  foreign  countries.  Now,  the 
answer  to  that  I  venture  to  give  in 
one  word.  I  will  not  take  past  years, 
but  the  present  year.  The  only  figures 
I  should  like  the  HouBe  to  notice  and  to 
^eighi  are  these — that  during  the  tirst 
t«  months  of  the  present  year  we  ex- 
ported in  manufactured  goods  to  other 
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countries,  £158,000,000  worth,  and  that 
we  imported  manufactured  goods  from 
other  countries,  £41,0D0,000worth.  These 
figures  apjiear  to  me  absolutely  conclu- 
sive thnt^  so  far  from  our  taking  any 
steps  with  respect  to  duties  an  manu* 
factured  goods  coming  to  this  country 
which  might  provoke  the  foreigner, 
oiu'  great  interest  is  the  interest  of  an 
exporting  country,  and  that,  therefore, 
there  could  not  be  any  worse  policy 
than  risking  that  enormous  amount  of 
exports  by,  in  any  way,  irritating  our 
foreign  customers  by  placing  a  duty  upon 
the  comparatively  small  amount  of  manu- 
factured goods  that  comes  Into  this  coun- 
try. I  will  not  carry  the  argument  fur- 
ther, but  leave  these  figures,  which  I  do 
not  think  have  been  given  in  this  debate 
previously,  with  the  House,  They  show, 
I  think,  what  oui*  interest  is  in  respect 
of  manufacturers — namely,  that  of  a 
large  exporter  and  a  comparatively  small 
importer.  Let  me  now  deal  with  the 
only  other  illustration  of  declining  trade 
which  was  given  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr,  Mac 
Iver).  The  hon.  Gentleman  was  very 
pressing  with  respect  to  the  state  of  the 
shipbuilding  trade.  He  gave  us  figures 
to  show  that  we  wei'e  in  considerable 
peril  from  the  rivalry  between  our  ship- 
building business  and  tliat  of  other  na- 
tions, especially  that  of  France.  Again^ 
I  will  only  give  one  set  of  figures.  The 
tonnage  of  ships  built  in  this  country 
has  increased  rapidly  of  late,  until,  in 

1882,  it  reached  783,000  tons,  and  in 

1883,  892,000  tons,  of  which  106,000 
and  123,000  tons  respectively  were  built 
for  the  foreigner.  Now,  the  entire 
tonnage  of  ships  built  in  France  dur- 
ing the  year  1882  was  56,000  — that 
is  to  say,  something  like  l-15th  part  of 
what  is  built  in  this  country — and  the 
country  which  used  to  be  our  great  rival 
in  shipbuilding,!  mean  theUnited  States, 
only  built  in  1883,  265,000  tons,  that  is 
to  say,  considerably  less  than  a  third  of 
the  amount  of  shipbuilding  in  this  coun- 
try. The  fact>  therefore,  is  that,  so  far 
from  the  rivalry  of  France  being  a  matter 
of  any  considerable  importance,  France 
is  shown  to  have  built  altogether  very 
much  lees  tonnage  in  ships  than  we  our- 
selves built  for  foreigners  alone,  putting 
aside  altogether  the  very  large  amount 
that  we  built  for  ourselves.  The  notion 
that  there  is  some  great  danger  to  our 
shipbuilding  interest  from  the  rivalry  of 
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France,  the  tonnage  uf  which  is  dimi- 
iiisliing  instead  of  increasing,  is,  there- 
fore, out  of  the  question.  Let  me  eay  a 
word  or  two  in  reference  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon,  Gotitleman  the  Memher  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Ecroyd).  Let  me  ask  the 
hon.  Member,  however,  what,  after  all,  hia 
speech  came  to  ?  He  gave  us  some  factf^ 
as  to  the  state  of  the  cotton  and  iron 
trades^  and  beginning  with  the  year  1869 
he  carried  his  comparison  down  to  1883. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr*  Mundella) 
has  proved  conclusively  that  the  com- 
parisons he  gave  are  unfair,  becatise  the 
peculiar  circumstances  of  the  years  1870, 
1871,  and  1872,  affocted  by  the  Franco- 
German  War,  rendered  a  comparison 
of  that  time  with  the  subsequeot  period 
impossible.  And  what  is  the  case  when 
you  compare  the  present  time  with  1869, 
which  was  not  disturbed  by  the  Franco- 
German  War?  In  1869  the  exports  of 
cotton  manufactures  exceeded  the  imports 
by  £52,000,000,  while  in  1883  the  excess 
amounted  to  £60,000,000.  The  expe- 
rience was  just  the  same  with  respect  to 
iron  and  steel.  In  1809  the  exports  ex- 
ceeded the  imports  by  £21,500.000, 
and  in  1883  the  excess  amounted  to 
£25,250,000.  These  6gure8  show  a 
great  improvement  in  the  two  trades  in 
18S3  over  1869, 

Me,  ecroyd  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  allow  me  to  make  an  expla- 
nation? I  took  the  two  periods  as  being, 
the  first  period  the  first  five  years,  and 
the  latter  period  the  last  five  years,  of 
the  last  16  years,  I  may  remark  that 
in  the  first  two  years — 1869  and  1870 — 
prices  were  low. 

The  CUANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  CuiLOKHs):  But  the  first 
period  was  one  of  extreme  inflation  in 
consequence  of  the  Franco-German  War. 
I  ask  the  bon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ecroyd) 
what  are  the  other  plans  which  are  put 
before  the  House  this  evening  ?  The 
hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to  have  a  sys- 
tem of  what  is  popularly  called  **Fair 
Trade." 

Mr,  ECROYD:  I  pui'posely  avoided 
entering  into  the  dt^tails  of  those  plans 
wLich  I  laid  before  the  House  in  detail 
a  year  or  two  ago, 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Chii,ders):  I  am  entitled 
to  take  the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  of 
to-night  in  conjunction  with  his  for- 
mer speeches  \  we  have  to  deal  distinctly 
with  the  proposal  with  which  the  hon. 
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Member  has  so  long  been  identified. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  not  only  proposed 
the  alteration  of  our  fiscal  system,  which 
would  be  involved  in  the  adoption  of  the 
principles  of  '"  Fiiir  Trade,**  but  he  pro- 
posed that  £20,000,000  or  £30,0(H),000 
sterling  might  be  expended  every  year 
on  railways  in  India — that  we  should 
take,  by  loan  or  otherwise,  out  of  i 
this  country,  £20,000/000or  £50,000,000 
sterling  every  year,  and  spend  it  on  In- 
dian railways.  He  suggested  that  tht> 
necessary  amount  shoidd  be  raised  by 
taxes  on  American  corn. 

Mfi,  ECHO  YD :  I  must  beg  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  When  I 
alluded  to  the  taxing  of  American  cora 
as  a  means  of  promoting  the  conetmction 
of  Indian  railways,  it  was  with  the  view 
of  the  effect  of  a  preferential  treatment 
applied  to  India  in  inducing  private 
enterprize  to  find  the  money  ueoessarv- 

The CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Chilpers)  :  I  do  not  quite 
see  the  difference.  At  any  rate,  as  part 
of  his  proposition,  there  is  to  be  a  tax 
on  American  com.  Let  me  ask  the 
House  whether  that  is  not  simply  a  pro- 
posal that  this  country  should  go  back 
from  Free  Trade  and  commence  again 
a  system  of  differential  duties  based  upon 
Reciprocity  arrangements?  We  are  asked 
in  1 884  to  go  back  to  those  Reciprocity 
arrangements  which  Parliament  gave 
up  10  years  ago.  It  is  very  well  we 
should  know  that  when  we  are  invited 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Man  Iver) 
who  made  this  Motion,  and  by  other 
hon.  Gentleman^  to  undertake  an  exa- 
mination of  the  present  condition  of 
trade,  that  examination  is  proposed  by 
them  with  the  express  hope  that  that 
will  be  the  result  of  the  examination, 
1  am  addressing  a  body  of  Gentlemen 
wlio,  I  believe,  are  by  a  very  large  ma- 
jority confirmed  Free  Traders ;  and  it  ia 
only  fair  to  ask  what  is  the  use  of  our 
entertaining  a  proposal  to  reverse  Free 
Tradij  in  favour  of  Reciprocity,  whoa  it 
is  perfectly  well  known  tbat  the  country 
will  not  listen  for  a  moment  to  such  a 
proposal  ?  [•»  Oh.  oh  !  "]  Well,  that  is 
my  view,  and  I  have  stated  it  in  very 
moderate  terms.  Then,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B,  Barttelot),  who 
supported  this  Motion,  dealt  not  so  much 
with  the  questions  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Ecroyd)  as  with  the  other 
recommendatious,  which  he  hoped  would 
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be  the  outcome  of  the  proposed  inquiry. 
He  proposed,  in  the  first  place,  that 
Local  Authorities  should  have,  what  he 
called,  more  subsidies.  My  hon.  and 
g;alhint  Friend  went  on  to  give  his 
Yiows  with  respect  to  Free  Trade.  He 
said  that,  without  any  hesitation,  he 
would  propose  to  raise  £10,000,000 
sterling  a-year  by  way  of  Ctistoms 
duties;  and  he  begged  us  to  follow  the 
example  of  Prince  Bismarck,  who,  ho 
said,  kept  his  country  io  the  strongest 
bonds  of  Protection. 

SiE  WALTER  B,  BAETTELOT :  No, 
Bir ;  I  did  not  say  anything  of  that  kind. 
What  I  did  pay  was  this,  that  it  was  a 
7ei*y  extraordinary  thing  that  we  alone 
of  all  countries  were  Free  Traders ;  and 
although  some  penplo  might  use  very 
strong  language,  I  did  not  think  they 
would  call  Prince  Bismarck  a  fool,  and 
yet  he  is  a  Protectionist. 

TflE  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
aUER  (Mr.  CiiiLDEBs)  r  I  really  do  not 
see  the  difference.  He  certainly  said 
that  Prince  Bismarck  kept  hia  country 
in  the  strongest  bonds  of  Protection,  and 
that  this  was  no  folly.  If  not  approv- 
ingly, I  do  not  quite  know  what  object 
the  hon.  and  and  gallant  Gentleman  had 
in  referring  to  Prince  Bismarck  at  all. 
Something  has  been  said  about  an  Im- 
perial Zollverein.  If  time  permitted ^  I 
think  I  should  be  able  to  show  the  House 
that  anything  like  the  adaptation  of  the 
German  Zollverein  system  to  our  Em- 
pire, with  its  distant  Colonies,  would  be 
absolutely  impossible,  I  have  endea- 
voured to  condense  in  the  very  smallest 
compass  my  observations  upon  the  pro- 
posals which  have  been  made  to-night 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House.  My 
observations  may  be  sumra^ed  up  thus. 
Is  the  House  prepared  to  censure  us  for 
not  ha\Tng  referred  to  the  present  con- 
dition of  Agriculture  and  Commerce  in 
the  Queen's  Speech,  and  is  it  prepared 
to  censure  ua  for  that  omission  on 
the  ground  stated  by  those  who  have 
proposed  the  censure  —  namely,  that 
this  country  ought  to  give  up  the 
system  of  Free  Trade  and  adopt 
again,  either  as  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Ecroyd)^  or 
as  proposed  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Sussex 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot),  a  system 
which  is  nothing  more  or  less  than  Pro- 
tection— protection  of  certain  interests 
in  thid  country  which  are  supposed  to 


be  benefited  by  duties  levied  on  imported 
goods  similar  to  those  which  we  either 
produce  or  manufacture?  That  seems 
to  me  to  be  the  simple  question  before 
us  to-night;  and  I  must  say  I  should 
be  very  much  disappointed  if  the  House, 
which  as  yet  has  never  shown  itself  dis- 
posed to  adopt  Protectionist  doctrines, 
did,  under  cover  of  a  Resolution  of  this 
kind^  censure  the  Government.  I  have 
been  very  much  tempted  to  carry  the  case 
further.  I  should  have  liked  to  have  re- 
ferred to  the  Report  of  the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond's Commission,  and  to  the  remarks 
which  have  been  made  as  to  the  portions 
of  that  Report  which  we  have  adopted 
or  have  not  adopted  ^  but  I  think  I 
shall  be  consulting  the  convenience  of 
the  House  if  I  now  conclude  by  an  ex- 
pi*easion  of  the  hope  that  the  House  will 
negative  this  Resolution. 

Sir  EDMUND  LECHMERE  said,  he 
would  not  detain  the  House  more  than 
a  few  moments;  but  representing,  as 
he  did,  both  agriculture  and  trade,  and 
trade,  perhaps,  more  than  agriculture, 
he  wished  to  make  a  few  observations. 
By  the  remarks  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, he  could  not  but  feel  that  the 
question  had  been  presented  to  the 
House  on  a  false  issue.  What  the 
trading  classes  of  the  country  asked 
for  was  simply  an  inquiry.  They 
were  not  de&irous  of  pafising  a  Yote 
of  Censure  on  the  Government;  but 
they  felt  that  the  experience  they  had 
had  of  Free  Trade  during  the  last 
30  years  was  such  as  to  render  it  desir- 
able that  an  inquiry  should  take  place 
into  its  working.  The  House  had  bad  suf- 
ficient proof  to-night  that  there  was  great 
depresftiion  in  trade ;  but  whether  or  not 
that  depression  should  be  mentioned  in 
the  Que  en*  8  Speech  was  a  matter  of  opi* 
nion.  There  could,  however,  be  but  one 
opinion  that  the  time  had  come  when  there 
should  be  a  fair  and  impartial  inquiry 
as  to  the  desirability  of  continuing  the 
policy  of  Free  Trade.  America,  by  its 
Protective  Duties,  had  brought  about 
the  establishment  of  large  steel  and  iron 
interests,  which  were  completely  exclud- 
ing our  iron  from  their  markets.  France, 
Germany,  Italy  were  excluding  our 
traders  from  their  markets ;  and  our  own 
Colonies  made  us  pay  duties  on  our 
cotton  manufactures  imported  to  them. 
This  being  the  state  of  affairs,  the  time 
seemed  to  have  arrived  for  a  fair  in- 
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quirj ;  and  he  hoped  kis  hon.  Friend 
the  Mtsmber  for  Prestoa  (Mr,  Ecroyd) 
would  decide  the  question  by  going  to  a 
Division. 

Question  put. 

The  Kou&&  divided: — Ayes  67;  Noes 
86:  Majority  19.  — (Dir.  List,  No.  3.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  sexton  moved  the  adjourn^ 
xnent  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
^{Mr,  Stfrlon,) 

The  OnANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEK  (Mr.  Ciiilders)  said»  he  noticed 
that  to-day  the  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mi\  Sexton)  had 
placed  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper; 
and  what  he  had  to  ask  the  hon.  Gen- 
tle man  to  do  was  to  allow  the  Address 
to  be  passed  now,  and  take  his  Amend- 
ment on  Report.  [**No!"]  He  was 
appealing  to  the  hon.  Geo  tie  man  the 
Member  for  Bligo,  and  was  asking  him, 
considering  the  great  importance  of  time, 
and  the  necessity  of  getting  through  the 
stages  of  the  Address  as  rapidly  as  pos- 
sible, to  take  his  Amendment  on  Eeport, 
which  would  he  the  first  Order  on 
Monday.  The  hon.  Gentleman  would  then 
be  able  to  make  his  statement  at  length, 
and  by  adopting  the  suggestion  would 
greatly  promote  the  interests  of  Public 
Business. 

Mr,  HEALY  :  As  a  point  of  Order, 
Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  ask  you  to  put  the 
Question  ? 

Me.  SPEAKER  ;  I  put  the  Question, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
That  is  the  Question  before  the  House, 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  listened  very 
attentively  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  j  but 
he  failed  to  see  he  made  out  his  case — 
that  any  time  would  be  gained  by  the 
adoption  of  the  course  which  he  urged 
upon  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton).  The  case  that  the  Irish  Party 
had  to  make  against  the  gen  end  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  in  Ireland  was 
distinguished  from  the  particular  ad- 
ministration of  law  as  exemplified  by 
the  Maamtrasoa  case,  and  it  would  take 
|ust  as  much  time  to  state  properly.  It 
would  not  take  any  less  time  if  taken  on 
the  Report  stage  of  the  Address  than  if 
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it  were  taken  on  the  present  stage.  Be- 
sides, the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Brighton  (Mr.  Marriott)  had  given 
Notice  of  an  Amendment  on  the  Report 
stage,  and  as  that  Motion  would  hare 
precedence  over  any  Motion  which  could 
now  be  put  down  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Sexton),  if  his  hon.  Friend 
were  to  accede  to  the  request  which  had 
been  made  to  him  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  he  would  be  required  to 
defer  the  statement  he  wished  t<)  make 
until  a  later  day  than  he  was  otherwiaa 
required  to.  They  would,  thereforei 
lose  an  advantage  they  had  now  got. 
They  would  derive  no  compensating 
benefit  for  the  loss  of  that  advantage, 
nor  would  the  Government  or  the  House 
or  the  country  generally  derive  any  gain 
whatever  in  the  matter  of  sjjeed  or  in 
the  greater  progress  of  the  debate.  It 
was  really  a  question  of  robbing  Peter 
to  pay  Paul.  If  they  look  the  discussion 
on  the  Address  it  would  occupy  exactly 
the  same  time  as  it  would  take  on  the 
Report.  On  the  other  hand,  if  they 
yielded  to  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  they  would,  as  he  had 
shown,  lose  a  very  important  advantage, 
and  one  which  they  considered  all  im- 
portant^ which  they  had  now  got  by  the 
position  in  which  the  Amendment  of  hit 
hon.  Friend  now  stood  upon  the  Notice 
Paper, 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said,  he 
did  not  know  whether  he  could  alter  the 
views  of  hon.  Members  opposite, 
only  wished  to  say  that  the  hon.  Mei 
ber  for  the  City  of  Oork  (Mr.  Parne 
was  under  a  misapprehension,  as  there 
was  no  Notice  down  for  the  Report. 
Therefore,  no  other  Motion  would  haT© 
priority  over  this  if  it  were  put  down 
for  the  Report.  No  Motion  could  bo  put 
down  until  the  present  stage  was  passed, 
and  there  coukl  be  no  recordid  priority 
over  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  trusted 
that  hon.  Members  opposite  would  con* 
sent  to  discuss  the  question  they  were 
anxious  to  raise  on  the  Report,  and  it 
would  certainly  promote  the  public  in- 
terests, if  the  present  stage  of  the 
dress  were  now  taken. 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  he  failed  to  see 
why  the  Irish  Members  should  give 
way,  and  deprive  themselves  of  the  ad- 
vantage they  now  possessed.  They  hud 
had  sufiRcient  experience  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  know  that  they  were  not  likeijr 
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to  study  or  concern  themselves  with  the 
feeling  of  the  Irish  people  in  regard 
to  the  administration  of  the  law.  He, 
ereforo,  did  not  see  why  the  Irish 
embers  should  allow  themselves  to  be 
ornof  the  advantage  they  had  gained, 
Mr.  HEAXY  said,  he  had  ivaited 
itentively  to  see  whether  the  Home 
retary  would  point  out  to  the  House 
advantage  would  be  gained  by 
llowing  the  course  suggested.  He 
ad  listened  with  great  respect  to  the 
two  speeches  which  had  been  delivered 
that  question ;  but  ho  failed  to  see 
e  slightest  advantage  that  would  be 
tained.  They  were  all  anxious  to  get 
but  not  the  smallest  advantage  had 
en  shown  to  the  Irish  Members  why 
should  aecept  the  proposal  now 
ade  to  them.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
ember  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
said  that  the  time  lost  now  would 
it  on  the  Report,  and  the  Govern- 
ment must  remember  that  the  lives  and 
liberties  of  the  Irish  people  w>?re  at 
stake.  They  had  alr»:fady  been  treated 
in  the  foulest  manner  in  the  Cornwall 
trial.  He  did  not  wish  to  go  into  that 
matter ;  but  he  would  adduoe  that  case 
as  an  instance.  Therefore,  at  that  late 
hour  of  the  night  (1.30),  he  had  no 
doubt  the  Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer 
ould  withdraw  his  suggestion. 
The  OHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE^ 
.UER(Mr.CHinjKRS)Baid,  that,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House^  he  would  make 
an  explanation.  If  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Cfontleman  were  taken  on  the  pre- 
ient  stage  of  the  Address,  there  would 
fitill  remain  another  day  before  the  Re- 
port could  be  taken ;  whereas,  if  it  were 
taken  on  the  Report,  a  day  would  bo 
ved.  He  hoped  he  made  himself 
deratood  ? 

Mr.  HEALY:  No. 
The  CHANCELLOR  of  tub  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Child EBs)  would  explain 
again.  The  House  was  now  engaged 
on  the  consideration  of  the  Address,  II 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  were 
not  pressed  now  the  Address  would  be 
voted,  and  the  Report  stage  only  would 
remain.  The  Amendment,  in  that  case, 
would  be  taken  on  Monday  at  exactly 
the  same  hour  as  it  would  be  taken  if 
the  debate  on  the  Address  were  now  ad- 
journed ;  but  a  day  would  in  reality  be 
gained,  because,  if  the  debate  were  ad- 
journed, the  Report  of  the  Address  could 
not  be  taken  until  Tuesday. 


Mh.  BIGGAR  said,  he  realty  knew  as 
much  about  the  matter  as  he  did  before. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  the  Government 
had  some  special  object  in  evading  the 
real  point  of  the  case.  If  the  discussion 
took  place  and  ended  on  Monday,  the 
Report  would  be  taken  on  Tuesday  j 
and  supposing  they  finished  the  debate 
stage  that  night,  and  the  Report  stage 
on  Monday,  the  matter  would  be  just  in 
the  same  position.  Ho  really  did  not 
see  why  the  suggestion  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  been  made  at  all, 
and  he  thought  that,  in  common  fairness 
to  those  who  were  asked  to  give  way, 
the  Government  should  state  their  real 
motive. 

Mb.  gray  said,  he  did  not  think  the 
difficulty  in  which  the  Government  were 
placed,  and  which  had  induced  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  make  hia  sug- 
gestion, was  insuperable ;  whereas  the 
sacrifice  he  asked  of  hia  hon.  Friend 
was  a  more  serious  one  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think.  There 
was  nothing,  as  he  (Mr.  trray)  under- 
stood, in  the  Forms  of  the  House  to  pre- 
vent the  Report  stage  being  taken  after 
the  present  stage,  on  the  same  night,  by 
the  leave  of  the  House,  Assuming  the 
debate  on  the  Address  to  be  satisfactorily 
closed  on  Monday,  he  imagined,  although 
he  did  not  profess  to  be  a  master  of  the 
technical  Xiules  of  the  House,  that  it 
would  be  perfectly  cornpeteut  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  propose,  with 
the  leave  of  the  House,  that  the  Report 
stage  be  taken  the  same  night.  That 
would  dispose  of  the  difficulty  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  prei^uming  there 
was  no  desire  to  continue  the  debate 
over  Monday.  Assuming  the  House  to 
be  satisfied  with  the  debate,  the  two 
stages  could  be  taken  un  Monday  as 
easily  as  the  one.  But  the  difference  to 
his  hon.  Friend  would  be  a  very  serious 
one.  His  hon,  Friend  wished  to  raise  a 
question  which  he  deemed  to  be  of  vital 
importance.  If  he  raised  it  on  the  pre- 
sent stage,  and  the  reply  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  unsatisfactory,  he  would  be 
within  his  right  in  raising  it  again  on 
the  Report  stage.  If,  on  the  contrary,  he 
agreed  to  the  proposition  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  the  reply  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  unsatisfactory,  he  would  lose 
the  opportunity  he  now  had  of  again 
raising  the  question.  Therefore,  he  (Mr. 
Gray)  submitted  that  the  argument  for 
adjourning  the  debate  was  all  on  the 
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aide  of  his  hon.  Friend.  His  hon.  Friend 
was  now  asked  t  i  give  up  a  really  solid 
advantage,  and  the  right  he  now  possessed 
of  raising  the  question  a  second  time  on 
the  Bei>ort,  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  see  that  the  proposal 
was  a  fair  one. 

The  chancellor ofthb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  CuiLDKiia)  said,  he  waa 
much  obliged  to  the  hoo.  Gentleman  for 
hi  a  suggestion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to* 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

MOTIONS, 
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PHIVATE   BILL   LEGISLATION   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hell.vr^  Bill  to  amend  the 
systein  of  Private  Bill  Legislation  in  tlie  United 
Kingdom,  ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Skllar,  Mr,  Davby,  Mr.  Eajkes,  &nd  Sir  Lyon 
Playfair, 

BUXprumted,  and  reivd  the  flrattime.  [BiU  26.] 

PRIKTING, 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committeobe  appointed 
to  asaist  Mr.  Speaker  in  all  matters  which  relate 
to  the  Printing^  executed  by  Order  of  this  House, 
and  for  the  piirpo«o  of  solecting  and  arranging 
for  Printing,  Retuma  and  Papera  preeented  in 
pursuance  of  Motions  made  by  Members  of  this 
House  :  —The  Committee  waa  accordingly  nomi* 
H'lttd  of, — Mr.  Leonatl]>  Coujitn'ey,  Sir  JoiErii 
Pbase,  Mr.  William  Heniiy  Smith,  Mr.  Stakbi- 
FSLDy  Mr.  Raikes,  Mr,  WniTnuEAn,  Mr.  Row- 
land Wufx,  Mr.  Ramsay,  Mr.  Parnell,  and 
Colonel  Tottenham. 

Ordered,  That  Three  bo  the  qnomm.^Jfir. 
Leonard  Courtney,) 

COPYHOLD   ENFRANCHISEMENT   BILL. 

"  On  Motion  of  Mr.  WaitgHp  Bill  to  amend  the 
Copyhold  Acts,  and  to  provide  for  the  genenil 
Enfranohisement  of  Lands  of  Copyhold  and 
Customary  Tennro,  and  of  Lands  flubject  to 
certain  customary  and  oth«:*»T  rights  and  inci- 
dents, ordered  to  bo  brou^Jfht  in  by  Mr.  Wauok, 
Mr.  GBOuaE  HowAun,  Mr.  Staffokc  Howari>, 
Mr.  AiNSWuBTH,  and  Mr.  Fkkguson, 

Bill  presenfed,fiud  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  26.] 

House  adjournod'at  half  after  One 
o'clock  till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 
Mondatf,  Zrd  Novimher^  1684, 


MINUTES.  1  —  Snt  First  in  Parliament  —  The 
Duko  of  Wellington,  after  the  death  of  hia 
ancle ;  The  Lord  Mendip  (Vipcount  Clifd«»}, 

Mr,  Gray 


after  the  death  of  his  father  ;  The  Lord  Petre, 
after  the  death  of  his  father. 
PruLic  Bills— ^iV*^  Reading — Justices'  Jur 
diction*  (2) ;  Law  of  Evidence  Amend 
(3). 

QUEEN'S    SPEECH  — HER    MAJESTY'S 
ANSWER  TO  THE  ADDRESS. 
The   lord    STEWARD   of  thb 
HOUSEHOLD  (The  Earl  Sydney)  r#- 
porUd  Her    Majeaty'a  Answer    to    the 
Address^  as  follows : — 

My  LORDS* 

"  I  THAKK  you  for  your  loyal  and  dutiful 
Address. 

"You  may  rely  on  My  hearty  Desire  to  co- 
openite  with  you  in  all  measures  calculated  to 
maintain  the  peace  and  prosperity  of  My  Em- 
pire. 

"  I. receive  with  satiafaction  your  assurance 
that  the  important  Measure  to  be  submitted  (o 
you  will  receive  yonr  careful  consideration. 

EGYPT  (EVENTS  IN  THE  SOUDAN)— 
RUMOURED  FALL  OF  KHARTOUM. 

QUESTION, 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  1  pro- 
pose  J  at  the  rising  of  the  House,  to  move 
that  we  do  adjoura  to  Thursday  next, 
on  which  day  an  important  Motiou  stands 
ofl  the  Order  Paper  in  the  name  of  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Dunraven)  with 
reference  to  tlie  state  of  trade  and  in* 
duetrv. 

The  Marquess  of  BAI.ISBURY  :  My 
Lords,  on  this  Notice >  I  will  take  the 
opportunity,  in  agi'eeing  to  the  proposal 
of  the  noble  Earl,  to  ask  him  a  Que6tioQ 
with  respect  to  the  very  f?rave  news  that 
has  been  circulated  in  London  during 
the  last  48  hours.  It  is  stated — ^I  do 
not  know  whether  it  is  in  regular  farm 
for  me  to  mention  it,  but  it  appears  in 
all  the  papers — that  Her  Majesty  and 
His  Royal  Highness  the  Prince  of  Wales 
have  received  telegrams  from  theKJhodive 
announcing  the  fall  of  Khartoum.  I 
wish  to  know,  whether,  within  the  know- 
ledge of  the  noble  Earl,  that  is  accurate  ; 
and,  further,  whether  any  information 
has  been  received  from  Sir  Evelyn  Baring 
on  the  point ;  and,  also,  whether  in- 
quiries have  been  addressed  by  the 
Foreign  Office  to  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  or 
to  Lord  Wolseley,  to  know  what  is  the 
latest  state  of  their  information  upon  a 
rumour  which,  unhappily,  is  far  firom 
impossible  ? 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  My  Lordi,  in 
answer  to  the  Question  of  the  noble 
Marquess,  I  have  to  state  that,  on  BdMkg 
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the  paragraph  in  77*^  Times  of  this  morn- 
I  ing,  I  took  tho  liberty  of  inquiring  of 
i|        the  Prince  of  Wales  aa  to  whether  there 

!Wft5  any  truth  in  the  report,  and  I  am 
authorized  by  His  Royal  Highness  to 
state  that  it  is  absolutely  without  foun- 
dation ;  that  he  had  received  no  message 
from  the  Khedive  on  the  subject;  and 
that  the  only  information  he  had  was 
in  a  telegram  courteously  forwarded  to 
him  by  one  of  the  News  Associations  on 
Saturday  evening.  I  may  state  that  I 
also  took  the  liberty  of  iuquiring  at 
•  Balmoral ;  and  I  have  only  this  minute 
received  an  answer  exactly  to  the  same 
I  effect  as  that  from  the  illustrious  Prince 
I  on  the  Gross  Benches  —  namely,  that 
^K  there  is  no  foundation  whatever  for 
^^  Btating  that  Her  Majesty  had  received 
'  any  such  report.  Of  course,  it  is  im- 
j  possible  for  me  to  state  that  any  rumour 
^K  is  without  foundation ;  but  we  have  no 
^B  reason  whatever  to  believe  that  this  one 
^B  is  true.  With  regard  to  the  (luestion, 
^m  w^hether  I  have  made  any  inquiries  my- 
f  aelf  of  Sir  Evelyn  Baring,  I  waited 
^^  yesterday  to  see  whether  any  message 
^m  would  arrive  from  him ;  and  it  is  per- 
^Kfectly  impossible,  if  this  message  had 
^H  really  reached  the  Khedivo,  that  in  the 
^H  course  of  a  day  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  should 
^^Knot  have  given  the  informatiou  to  us. 
^F  But  no  such  information  having  been  re- 
ceived by  us  this  morning,  I  seut  a  tele* 
gram  to  inquire  of  Sir  Evelyn  Baring, 
I  and  we  have  not  yet  received  any  reply 
^K  to  it.  My  own  conviction  is  that  Sir 
^P  Evelyn  Baring  does  not  believe  in  the 
^  rumour  which  has  been  set  on  foot, 
!  Lord    STANLEY    of    ALDERLEY 

asked  whether  the  noble  Earl  had  sent 
[        a   contradiction   to   the   evening  news- 
papers ;  and,  if  not,  why  ? 
I  Earl  GRANYILLE,  in  reply  to  the 

I  Question  why  the  contradiction  had  been 
^^  sent  to  some  of  the  evening  papers  and 
^m  not  to  all,  said,  that  he  had  not  sent  a 
^K  message  to  any  evening  paper,  Who- 
f       ever  had  done  so  seemed  to  have  sent  it 

II  to  one  Conservative   and  one   Liberal 
paper. 


EGYPT  (EXPEDITIONARY  FORCE  TO 
THE  SOUDAN) -INSTRUCTIOXS  TO 
GENERAL  LORD  WOLSELEY. 


^^         TB 
^ft^GE 


OBSERTATIOXS. 


Marquess  of  SALISBURY :  My 
Lords,  I  want^  before  we  adjourn,  to 
aak  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Gran- 


ville) for  some  explanation  with  respect 
to  the  draft  of  the  Instmctions  given 
'to  Oeneral  Lord  Wolseley  which  have 
been  laid  on  tho  Table  since  our  last 
separation.  They  are  very  remarkable 
Instruofcions,  both  in  their  origin  and  in 
their  character.  My  memory  may  mis- 
lead me ;  but  I  doubt  whether  I  have 
ever  seen  the  genesis  of  Instructions 
laid  bare  in  an  official  manner  as  they 
are  in  these  doouments.  Ifcishere  stated 
that  Lord  Wolseley  was  requested  to 
draw  up  his  own  Instructions^  with  the 
help  of  Sir  Evelyn  Baring,  and  they 
were  then  sent  homo  for  confirmation, 
and  were  afterwards  returned  to  that 
noble  and  gallant  Lord.  Of  course,  the 
inconvenience  of  such  a  method  of  draw- 
ing up  of  Instructions  is  obviously  mani- 
fest; for,  by  it,  the  noble  Earl  practically 
escajjes,  on  behalf  of  the  Government, 
from  any  responsibility  for  those  In- 
structions. They  are  the  Instructions, 
not  of  the  noble  Earl,  or  of  any  Member 
of  the  Government,  but  of  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring  and  Lord  Wolseley  and  Lord 
Northbrook»  who  was  not  then  acting 
in  any  Ministerial  capacity.  I  feel  that 
this  is  an  unfortunate  variation  from 
the  ordinary  rule  with  regard  to  such 
matters ;  but  the  matter  of  the  Instruc- 
tions themselves  is  even  more  remark- 
able than  the  mode  of  their  origin.  We 
were  told  at  the  beginning  of  the  year 
that  great  exertions  were  being  made  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  that 
the  great  expense  which  was  being  in- 
curred was  for  the  purpose  of  carry- 
ing out  a  policy  described  in  the  terms 
**  A  policy  of  rescue  and  retire.'*  The 
rescue  was  directed  towards  the  un- 
fortunate garrisons  which  found  them- 
selves enclosed  by  a  hostile  population, 
when  the  Government,  unfortunately, 
announced  their  intention  to  force 
the  Egyptian  Government  to  abandon 
the  Soudan.  The  rescue,  as  I  have 
said,  applied  to  these  garrisons ;  but 
what  we  know  is  that  the  last  great 
effort  made  by  the  Qtjvernment  does  not 
extend  to  all  the  garrisons,  nor  to  any- 
thing like  it.  Thd  Instructions  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  somewhat 
difficult  to  read  or  understand ;  but,  as 
far  aa  I  can  interpret  them,  they  extend 
only  to  two  individuals,  one  of  whom 
there  is  only  too  much  reason  to  believe 
is  past  the  possibility  of  rescue  now  alto- 
gether. Now,  the  words  of  the  Instruc- 
tions at  the  beginning  are  as  clear  as 
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they  possibly  oould  be  deBired.  They 
state  that — 

"  The  primary  object  of  the  Expedition  up' 
the  V^alley  o!  the  Nile  is  to  bring  away  General 
Gordon  and  Colonel  Stewart  from  Khartoum. 
When  that  object  hae  been  eecured,  no  farther 
offensive  operationa  of  &ny  kind  are  to  be  un- 
taken." 

No  doubty  at  the  end  of  the  Instructions, 
there  is  a  reference  also  to  the  poasi- 
biiity  and  the  d63irab]lity  of  bringing 
away  the  Egyptian  troops  and  the  civil 
gmpioyh  from  Khartoum  ;  but  this,  ap- 
parently, is  only  mentioned  as  a  point 
which  arises  in  connection  with  the 
method  of  carrying  the  primary  object — 
the  policy  of  abandonment — into  exeeu- 
tion.  There  is,  however,  no  recall  of 
the  imperative  order  which  is  placed  at 
the  head  of  the  Instructions — namely, 
that  no  further  oflTenBivo  operations 
of  any  kind  are  to  he  undertaken 
when  once  General  Gordon  and  0*>loael 
Stewart  are  in  safety.  It  seems,  thera- 
fore,  that  as  far  as  offensive  operations 
go,  as  far  as  any  forcible  operations  are 
ooncerned,  no  steps  are  to  be  taken  for 
rescuing  the  garrisons  of  Khartoum* 
The  garrison  of  Kassala,  also,  is  not  to 
be  rescued — at  all  events,  by  the  adop- 
tion of  offensive  operations.  It  is  to  be 
brought  about,  if  at  all,  by  negotiations 
with  the  friendly  tribes,  and  this,  it  is 
thought,  can  be  most  effectually  and 
conveniently  undertaken  from  Suakin 
and  Mai^Bowah.  The  garrisons  of  Darfur 
and  Bahr  El  Gazelle  are  summarily  dis- 
posed of,  with  the  statement  that  their 
rescue  is  impossible  ;  while  the  rescue  of 
Sinkat,  Tukar,  and  Sbendy  has,  I  need 
not  say,  already  become  impossible,  be- 
cause, while  the  Government  wore  de- 
laying and  thinking  how  their  policy 
was  to  be  carried  out,  the  garrisons  of 
these  places  have  mostly  been  cruelly 
massacrod — put  to  the  sword.  There 
liow  remains  Sennaar,  and  with  respect 
to  it  the  Instructions  are  in  these  terms — 

**  The  Government  are  not  prepared  to  aaoc- 
tton  an  £xt»edition  of  BrittBh  troopa  op  the  Blae 
Nile  in  oraorto  insure  its  retreat." 

And  nothing  further  is  said  to  show  that 
the  Government  intend  taking  any  other 
eteps  to  rescue  the  garrison  there.  It 
results  from  this  summary  of  the  In- 
structions, therefore,  if  I  have  rightly 
read  the  Instructions,  that  the  policy  of 
*'  rescue  and  retire  *'  now  contines  itself 
entirely  to  the  rescue  of  the  two  men 
who  were  sent  to  accomplish  the  rescue 
of  the  others.     The  declaration  by  the 
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Government  that  the  iSoudaa  was  to  be 
surrendered  placed  all  these  garrisont 
in  imminent  peril.  Before  that  declara- 
tion was  made,  the  Egyptian  garrison 
of  Khai-toum,  under  Colonel  Ooetlogon, 
might  have  been  withdrawn  without 
difficulty;  but,  afterwards,  difficulties, 
no  doubt,  arose.  When  they  heard  of 
Baker's  defeat,  the  only  measure  adopted 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  with  re- 
spect to  the  internal  garrisons  was  to 
send  out  General  Gordon  and  Colonel 
Stewart  to  Khartoum ;  and  now  we  are 
told  that  the  only  offensive  operations 
that  they  will  take  will  be  for  the  pur- 
pose of  remedying  that  wild  aad  ill- 
considered  step,  and  simply  to  rescue  the 
two  men  who  were  sent  on  an  impossible 
mission  in  February  last.  The  whole 
policy  of  rescuing  the  garrisons  has  been 
abandoned  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment But  that  is  not  the  worst.  If 
tliey  are  suocessfnl  in  rescuing  General 
Gordon  and  Colonel  Stewart,  they  will 
not  only  fail  to  rescue  Sennaar,  but  they 
will  absolutely  close  the  door  against 
the  garrison  that  is  in  that  place ;  in 
fact,  they  will  sign  the  death-warrant  of 
the  unfortunate  men  in  that  garrison,  if 
they  are  faithful,  just  as  distinctly  aa  if 
thoy  had  done  it  in  a  more  formal  and 
regular  way.  Perhaps  the  noble  Earl 
will  tell  me  that  these  Instructions  do 
not  boar  the  exact  meaning  that  I  put 
upon  them,  and  that  th^re  is  something 
else  in  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment than  what  I  have  indicated. 
For  the  sake  of  the  reputation  and  hu* 
manity  of  this  country,  I  would  be  glad 
to  believe  that  that  is  so,  because  I  am 
sure  that  the  utter  abandonment  of  these 
unfortunate  men  will  leave  a  stain  on 
the  honour  of  this  country  which  it  will 
require  many  subsequent  victories  to 
remove* 

Eabl  GEANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
have  to  thank  the  noble  Marqueas  oppo^ , 
site  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  for  hia- 
courtesy  in  having  given  me  Notice  that 
he  intended  to  make  these  observations. 
I  should  like,  though,  to  ask  him  whe- 
ther it  has  never  happened  to  him,  in 
the  course  of  his  official  experience  at 
the  India  Office  or  the  Foreign  Office, 
that  Instructions  have  been  drafted  by 
the  person  who  is  to  carry  them  out, 
subject,  of  course,  to  the  sanction,  ap- 
proval, and  correction  of  himself  and 
the  Government,  and  the  entire  respoii- 
sibility   of  the  Government   who   gave 
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ing  aa  extTaordinary  confidence  in  him- 
self, which  has  been,  I  think,  perfectly 
justified^  eren  supposing  this  dreadful 
rumour  be  true.  I  think  that  the*  Gn- 
vernment  nve  in  a  great  deg<*ee  juptilled 
in  the  confidence  which  they  felt  in  that 
extraordinary  man  bein^  able  to  ftr€om- 
pliah  a  policy  which  ho  himself  should 
carry  out.  Th*^  noble  Marquess  goes 
on,  time  after  time,  proaaing  us  to  exer- 
cise force,  sometimes  at  Alexandria, 
sometimes  at  8unkin^  and  in  different 
ways,  and  then  immediately  after  he 
turns  round  and  blames  us  for  doing 
that  very  thing.  But  does  the  noble 
Marquees  say  that  the  advice  of  the 
great  Oonseryative  Party  is  that,  by 
military  operations,  we  should  enable 
every  garrison  in  the  8oudan  to  evacuate 
the  position  that  they  hold  ?  The  noble 
Marquess  refers  to  Khartoum,  and  I  do 
not  think  there  is  any  logic  in  hts  state- 
ment that  we  are  going  to  abandon  the 
Egvptian  garrison  who  have  behaved  so 
well  to  General  Gordon.  The  Instruc- 
tions to  General  Gordon  himself  on  this 
head  are  positive — 


;hem  ?    These  Instructions  were  drawn 
p  by  the  noble  Earl  behind  me  (the 
url  of  Northbrook)  and  by  Sir  Evelyn 
aring,     in     concurrence     with     Lord 
Volseley.     I  cannot  conceive   a   more 
U8inessdike  and  practical  way  of  doing 
lehat  was  to  be  done.     Then  these  draft 
Instructions,  before  they  had  any  validity 
whatever,  wore  submitted  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qovernment,  who  carefully  con- 
sidered them,  and  as  they  did  not  per- 
ceive the  objections  to  them  which  the 
noble  Marquess  has  tried  to  raise^  Her 
Majesty's  Government  took  the  whole 
responsibility  of   sanctioning  these  In- 
structions.    I  cannot  say  that  the  noble 
Marquess  is   more  correct    in   his   his- 
torical statements.     Ho  told  your  LiDrd- 
hips  that  the  garrisons  of  Sinkat  and 
Tokar  and  Shendy  were  ma<*sacred. 

The  Marquess  of  »SALI8BURY  :  I 
said  the  greater  part  of  the  garrisons, 
particularly  aa  regards  Shendy. 

Earl    GRANVILLE:     The   greater 
art  1     That  is  a  great  qualification^  cer- 
niy ;  but  oven  that  is,  I  submit,  not 
accordance  with  facts,  for  aUhoueh 
ere  was  a  massacre  at   Sinkat,  there 
as    none   at  Tokar,  but  the  garrison 
Brrived    safe.      That    is     not    a    very 
[important  point,    perhaps  ;   but  really, 
when  the  noble  Marquess  makes  such 
severe     charges    against    the    Govern- 
ment,  a  little  accuruL^y  of  statoment  is 
osirable.      Then  the   noble    Marquess 
ys  that  wo  did   all  the  mischief  by 
snnounci ng  that  the  E^^yptians  were  to 
vacuate  the  Soudan.     But  the  Govern- 
ent  did  not  do  anything  of  the  sort, 
e  kept  the  intentiun  perfectly  secret ; 
ut  it  was  impossible  not  to  give  the 
dvice  which  we  did  give  to  the  Egyi>- 
tian    Government,    and    the    announce- 
ment that  the  plans  and  policy  of  Her 
|h Majesty^ s  Government  had  been  formed 
Iw  came  frotn  Cairo,  and  not  from  us.    We 
were  absohitely  iunopent  of  any  coni- 
.  plicity  in  making  it  public.  Then,  again^ 
"ie  noble  Marquess  says  that  we  have 
^entirely   abandoned   our  policy   of  the 
complete  evacuation  of  all  the  garrisons 
in  the  Soudan.     I  utterly  deny  that  that 
ever  was  our  policy  ;  but  wo  tried  to  do 
what  we  could  to  that  effect,  and  took  a 
very  bold  measure,  which  was  very  much 
Dndemned,  but  which,  at  this  moment, 
loes  not  appear  to  bo  so  unsncces«*ful  as 
"it  is  rep  res  tinted  to  be  by  noble  Lords 
opposite,  by  accepting  the  gallant  and 
spirited  offer  of  General  Gordon,  show- 
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**  You  will  use  your  boat  etidojivoura  to  insure 
the  eafo  retreat  of  the  Egyptian  troops  at  Khar- 
toum, and  of  tho  civil  emphyh  together  with 
tboir  wivoB.** 

Surely  these  are  Instructions  which  are 
not  compatible  with  what  the  noble 
Marquess  calls  a  complete  abandonment 
of  the  garrison  of  Khartoum  ?  Then 
he  talks  about  8ennaar.  Is  tho  noble 
Marquess  aware  that  to  send  a  military 
expedition  there  would  entail  another 
year  of  military  operations  ?  My  noble 
Friend  near  mo  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook) 
says  that  Lord  Wolseley  perfectly  under- 
stands that  the  policy  of  the  Government 
is,  that  this  military  expedition  should 
not  be  lengthened  loan  extreme  degree, 
but  that  Lord  Wolseley  also  perfectly 
underslandi  that  that  policy  does  not 
prevent  him  frf>m  taking  such  possible 
measures  as  may  be  suitable  for  faci- 
litating tho  retreat  of  that  garrison. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
Am  I  to  understand  that  the  first  part 
of  the  Instructions'^  which  says  that  the 
primary  object  of  the  Expedition  up  tho 
Nile  is  to  bring  back  General  Gordon 
and  Colonel  Stewart,  and  that  no  further 
offensive  operations  of  any  kind  are  to 
be  taken — ^am  I  to  understand  that  that 
ia  compatible  with  the  permi^^inu  to 
undertake  offensive  operations  for   the 
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purpose  of    rescuing  tlie    garrison    at 
Khartoum  ? 

The  EarlopNOETHBEOOK:  Per- 
haps I  can  answer  that  Question  of  the 
noble  Marquess.  I  can  assure  him  that 
General  Gordon  is  not  at  all  a  likely 
man  to  leave  Khartoum  by  himself. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY  :  He 
may. 

The  Earl  of  NOETHBEOOK  :  The 
criticism  of  the  noble  Marquess  involves 
the  insulting  supposition  that  General 
Gordon  is  a  likely  man  to  leave  Khar- 
toum by  himself  unaccompanied  by  the 
garrison  or  the  people  whom  he  wants  to 
take  away  with  him,  and  that  under 
those  circumstances  Lord  Wolseley  will 
be  precluded  from  making  any  efforts 
to  relieve  the  garrison  of  Khartoum. 
That  is  an  hypothesis  which  appears  to 
me  to  be  so  improbable  that  it  never 
occurred  to  me  when  I  was  a  party  to 
framing  these  Instructions.  I  assumed 
that  General  Gordon  was  the  least 
likely  man  in  the  world  to  leave 
Khartoum  unaccompanied,  as  I  have 
said,  by  the  garrison,  or  at  least  by 
that  part  of  it  which  was  willing  to 
come  away  with  him.  That  being  so,  it 
has  never  occurred  to  us  that  Lord 
Wolseley  will  be  precluded  from  making 
any  effort  to  relieve  the  garrison  at  Khar- 
toimi.  As  to  the  paragraph  in  the  In- 
structions which  the  noble  Marquess 
has  endeavoured  to  separate  from  the 
first  part  of  the  contents  of  the  document 
— namely,  that  paragraph  which  says — 
"You  will  use  your  best  endeavours  to 
insure  the  safe  retreat  of  the  Egyptian 
troops  and  civil  employ is^^^  it  appears 
to  me  to  be  perfectly  intelligible.  It 
appears  to  me  to  bear  on  the  face  of  it 
directions  to  Lord  Wolseley  to  use  the 
force  at  his  disposal  for  the  purpose  of 
relieving  the  garrison.  I  can  assure 
your  Lordships  that  the  hypercritieism 
of  the  noble  Marquess  never  occurred 
to  Lord  Wolseley  when  he  read  these 
Instructions.  I  can  assure  the  noble 
Marquess  that  we  considered  the  posi- 
tion of  Sennaar  very  carefully.  He 
has  read  these  Papers  with  great 
diligence;  but  he  has  refrained  from 
alluding     to    a    telegram     which    ap- 

Sears  among  them  from  General  Gor- 
on,  in  which  he  says  that  he  has 
given  instructions  to  the  Egpytian  garri- 
son at  Sennaar  to  return  to  Khartoum  ; 
and  we  believed,  when  our  Instructions 
were  framed,  that  the  Egyptian  3;arrison 
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at  Sennaar  would  have  been  brought 
back  to  Khartoum  some  time  a^o,  in 
which  case  they  would  have  been 
rescued.  But  I  must  say  that,  in  my 
opinion,  the  English  Gt)vemment  and 
English  nation  are  not  bound  to  spend 
the  lives  of  Englishmen  by  sending 
them  all  through  Central  Africa  for  the 
purpose  of  relieving  Egyytian  garrisons 
— garrisons,  mind  you,  which,  from 
circumstances  and  reasons  I  will  not 
further  allude  to,  do  not  appear  to  be 
able  to  take  any  ordinary  measures  to 
protect  themselves  when  they  g'et  into 
difficulty  and  danger.  Therefore,  my 
Lords,  Her  Majesty's  Government,  cer- 
tainly from  the  first,  have  never  under- 
taken to  send  expeditions  into  the 
Soudan  in  order  to  relieve  those  garri- 
sons. The  noble  Earl  behind  me  has  very 
correctly  stated  that,  if  we  had  given 
Lord  Wolesley  Instructions  to  proceed  to 
Sennaar,  which  is  200  miles  from  Khar- 
toum, for  the  purpose  of  relieving  the 
garrison  there,  it  would  probably  have 
had  the  effect  of  delaying  Her  Majesty's 
Forces  in  Central  Africa  for  another  year. 
I  do  not  think  that  is  a  measure  which 
comes  within  the  obligations  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government ;  it  is  one  which 
would  hardly  recommend  itself  to  any- 
one who  takes  a  reasonable  view  of  the 
obligations  of  this  country ;  and,  what  is 
still  more  important,  it  would  be  hardly 
consistent  with  the  obligations  to  whicn 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  bound 
of  taking  care  of  the  lives  of  Her 
Majesty's  Forces  and  not  exposing  them 
to  undue  risks.  Therefore,  I  recom- 
mended that  Lord  Wolseley  should  be 
told  that  an  expedition  from  Khartoum 
to  Sennaar  did  not  come  within  the 
view  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
despatching  the  forces  under  his  com- 
mand in  the  direction  of  Khartoum. 

The  Eael  of  DUNEAVEN  :  With 
regard  to  leaving  the  inhabitants  of 
Khartoum  behind 

The  Earl  of  NOETHBEOOK :  There 
is  no  question  whatever  that  Lord 
Wolseley's  Expedition  is  intended  to 
rescue  any  of  the  civil  employie  and 
any  members  of  the  garrison  who  might 
wish  to  leave  Khartoum. 

The  Eabl  of  DUNEAYEN  said,  that 
he  was  going  to  observe  that  we  ought 
to  know  that  General  Gordon  would  not 
abandon  them,  and  he  must,  therefore, 
express  his  satisfaction  that  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook)  had  stated 
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distinctly  that  the  object  of  Lord  Wolseley 
was  not  merely  to  relieve  General  Gordon, 

■  bat  also  to  asaist  the  gairison  of  Khar- 
toum.    As  to  the  larpfer   question^  he 
must  confess  that  he  had  heard  the  speech 
^  of  the  noble  Earl  with  some  amount  of 
^disappointment.     In  the  contention  that 
"  we  had  assumed  no  responsibility  what- 
ever with  respect  to  the  ganisons  of  the 
^— Soudan^ — that  was  to  say^  that  in  com- 
^^^elling  the   Khedive    to   abandon    the 
^^poudan   we  incurred   no   responsibility 
^Kwhatover — he  could  not  take  the  view  of 
^KHer  Majesty's  Government.     It  seemed 
^■to  him  that  to  abandoii  the  garrisons 
there  would  be  simply  atrocious.     The 
noble  Earl  said  that  if  the  garrison  at 

■  8ennaar  bad  gone  down  to  Khartoum, 
they  would  have  benn  rescued  ;  but  that 
if  they  hod  not  pjone  down  to  Khartoum, 
they  would  be  abandoned.    He  also  said 

•  Ijord  Wolseley  was  informed  that  if  he 
did  anything  to  rescue  that  garrison,  he 
would  he  going  beyond  his  Instructions, 
but  that  there  was  another  way  by  which 
it  could  be  relieved.  When  the  British 
Forces  retired,  he  (the  Earl  of  Dunraven) 
bad  no  doubt  that  the  garrison  in  Sennaar 

■  would  either  have  to  make  what  terms 
they  could  for  themselves,  or  share  the 
fate  of  the  other  garrisons  of  the  Soudan. 
That  Her  Majesty's  Government  should 
make  no  attempt  whatever  to  rescue  the 
garrisons  of  the  Soudan  was  greatly  to 
be  regretted,  and  it  was  a  question 
whether  in  that  case  the  Khedive  had 
not  a  right  to  eall  in  other  asaistance. 

Lord    ELLENBOBOUGH    said,   he 
considered    that  General   Gordon    had 
been  most  unfairly  treated  by  the  sup- 
porters of  Her  Majesty'sGovernmentand 
by    Her    Majesty's    Government    also. 
General  Gordon  went  out  at  the  request 
of  the  Government,  and,  since  then,  he 
had  not  received  from  them  any  attention 
^whatever,     Speaking  of  Her  Majesty's 
^Jfiovemment,  General  Gordon  said  that 
^Blie  had  in  no  single  respect  received  any 
Wiupport  whatever.     And  though  he  had 
"  been  sent  out  with  unlimited  powers  to 
do  what  he  liked  and  to  make  recom- 
mendations  to  Her  Majesty's  Govero- 
ment,  the  few  recommendations  that  he 
bad  made  had  been   one  and  all  un- 
attended to. 

Eahl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  in 
moving  the  adjournment,  be  could  not 
move  that  the  House  do  adjourn  till 
Thursday,  because  it  would  meet  to- 
morrow for  Judicial  Business.  But  their 


Lordships  generally  would  not  be  re- 
quired to  attend  before  Thursday* 

The  Mahqitess  of  8ALISBTJEY : 
The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook) 
has  accused  me  of  oilering  some  insult 
to  General  Gordon.  That  is  a  formal 
answer  that  is  always  made  from  the 
Treasury  Bench  whenever  I  impugn  their 
Egyptian  polioy.  But  I  beg  to  say  that, 
so  far  from  being  insulting  to  General 
Gordon  in  suggesting  that  be  might 
leave  Khartoum,  if  I  remember  rightly 
the  distinct  Instructions  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  sent  out  by  telegram,  were 
that  he  should  leave  Khartoum ;  and 
the  last  of  the  very  interesting  series  of 
telegrams  that  we  had  in  the  spring,  when 
communication  with  General  Gordon  was 
cut  oil,  was  a  telegram  from  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Granville),  which  was  sent 
by  six  different  routes,  asking  General 
Gordon,  in  angry  terms,  why  he  did 
not  come  away,  and  leave  IChartoum. 
General  Gordon  answers,  under  date 
July  31,  1884— 

*'  Heading  over  your  telegram  of  tlie  5tb  of 
Kay^  1884,  you  aak  me  ^  to  atate  cause  and  in- 
tontioa  in  e'taying  at  Khartoum  knowing  Go* 
vernmeat  mcana  to  abfindou  Soudan/  and  In 
answer  I  aay  I  stny  at  Khartoum  because  Arabs 
have  shut  u»  up  and  will  not  let  us  out ;  I  also 
add  that  even  if  the  road  was  open  the  people 
would  not  let  me  go  unlea*  I  gave  them  aom© 
government,  or  took  them  with  me,  which  I 
could  not  do.  No  one  would  leave  more  willingly 
than  I  would  if  it  was  poaaible/' 

And  that  is  the  insiilting    suggestion 
which  the  noble  Karl  said  1  made. 

JUSTICES*    JURISniCTIOBT     BELL    [h.L.] 

(no.  2.) 

A  Bill  to  extend  the  juriadiction  of  jiiatioes  in 
general  and  quarter  fleasioaa  ol  the  peace  :  And 

lAW  OF  EVIDENCE  AMENDMENT  BILL  [h,L.] 
(NO,  3,) 
A  Bill  further  to  amend  the  law  of  evidenco  i 
Were   pruented  by  The  Lord    Baamweu.  ; 
rend  \\ 

Honse  adjourned  at  a  Quarter  paat 

Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o^dock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Monday,  3rrf  Ifovemher,  1884. 


MINTTTES.]— New  Meilbeii  S woes— Henry 
CAmpbell-Banneraiao,  esquire,  J'i^r  8tirlijjg 
Burghfl. 
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QUESTIONS. 


LUNATIC  ASYLUMS  (IRELAND)— MON A- 

GHAN  LUNATIC  ASYLUM— ALLEGED 

CRUELTY  OF  THE  RESIDENT  DOCTOR 

AND  HOUSE  STEWARD. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  asked  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  about  31  st  May  last,  at  Monaghan 
Lunatic  Asylum,  the  resident  doctor, 
named  Johnston,  the  house  steward, 
named  Patterson,  and  a  warder,  named 
Henderson,  burned  alive  a  cat ;  and,  if 
true,  whether  he  will  order  a  prosecu- 
tion? 

The  solicitor  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker),  in  reply, 
said,  that  there  was  no  information  to 
confirm  the  allegation  in  the  Question. 
There  were  some  shavings  lighted. 

Me.  BIGGAR  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  not  answered 
the  latter  part  of  the  Question. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  that  if 
the  hon.  Member  would  furnish  any  in- 
formation which  he  had  in  his  posses- 
sion the  matter  would  be  inquired  into. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  whether  or  not 
it  was  stated  that  the  Government  had 
information  in  their  possession  on  the 
subject  at  present  ? 

[No  reply. J 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— "BOL- 
TON V.  IRISH  NATIONAL  PUB- 
LISHING  CO.*'— USE  OF  OFFICIAL 
FILE. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  asked  Mr.  SoKcitor 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the 
fact  that,  on  the  hearing  of  the  action 
of  '*  Bolton  V.  Irish  National  Publishing 
Company,"  at  the  Belfast  Assizes,  Mr. 
George  Bolton  admitted  on  cross-ex- 
amination that  he  obtained  letters  for 
the  purpose  of  his  action  from  the  file 
at  the  Castle  on  the  order  of  the  Under 
Secretary;  whether  any  investigation 
has  been  held  as  to  the  circumstances 
under  which  a  private  litigant  obtained 
access  to  the  official  file ;  and,  whether, 
if  Bolton's  statement  should  prove  true, 
steps  will  be  taken  to  punish  the  per- 
sons culpable,  in  accordance  with  the 
pledge  given  last  Session? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker),  in  reply, 
said,    that    Mr.    Bolton    had    applied 


formally  to  the  Under  Secretazy  that 
some  letters  which  were  his  own  pro- 
perty, and  that  he  forwarded  to  the 
authorities,  should  be  sent  to  him  for 
the  purposes  of  his  trial.  The  applica- 
tion was  laid  before  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  who  advised  be  was  entitled 
to  them,  and  they  were  accordingly 
handed  over  to  him  on  bis  undertaking 
to  return. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  asked,  would  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  have  any  objec- 
tion to  state  why,  on  a  former  occasion 
in  that  House,  he  said  that  the  state- 
ment was  untrue  which  he  now  ad- 
mitted to  be  true  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  ion 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  was  under- 
stood to  state  that  he  never  said  it  was 
untrue. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN :  I  beg  your  pardon. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker):  I  said  he 
never  had  access  to  the  file  privately,  and 
without  authority. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN :  You  distinctly  stated 
—["Order!"] 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 

IRELAND— SEA  AND  COAST  FISHERIES 
FUND  ACT,  1884— THE  TRUSTEES- 
TRANSFERENCE  OF  FUNDS,  &c. 
Mr.  HEALY  :  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  If  the  funds  and 
all  property  of  the  Trustees  to  aid 
Sea  and  Coast  Fisheries  of  Ireland 
have  been  transferred  to  the  Oommis- 
sioners  of  Public  Works  in  Ireland,  as 
directed  by  the  Act  47  and  48  Vic.  c.  21, 
which  received  the  Royal  Assent  on  the 
drd  of  July  last ;  and,  if  so,  on  what 
date  such  transfer  took  place,  and  if  he 
will  cause  a  Return  to  be  made  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Public  Works  showing 
exactly  the  particulars  set  forth  in  to- 
day's Notice  Paper  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY,  in  reply,  said,  the 
property  in  question  was  transferred  to 
the  Board  of  Works  on  the  29th  of  Sep- 
tember last.  The  Fishery  Inspectors, 
who  approve  loans  from  these  funds,  were 
apprised  of  the  transfer  the  same  day. 
As  I  am  not  connected  with  their  De- 

Eartment,  I  cannot  say  what  they  minr 
ave  been  doing  since  then.  As  regards 
the  recovery  of  outstanding  debts,  appli- 
cations have  been  made  to  each  Dor- 
rower  and  each  surety  in  the  arrear 
cases  except  those  already  in  the  hands 
of  solicitors  for  collection,  and  those  re* 
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ported  by  the  late  Trustees  to  be  irre- 
coverable, wliich  are  being  specially  iu- 
▼eetigated.  Up  to  to-day  15  borrowero 
out  of  Bomo  70  have  repaid  their  arrears. 
I  have  intimated  to  the  hon.  Member  that 
I  am  happy  t^  agree  to  his  Eetiim,  with 
some  plij^ht  modifications. 

Mb.  HEALY  aRked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland. 
Why,  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  47  and  48  Yic.  c.  21,  which  re- 
ceived the  Royal  Aesent  on  the  3rd  July 
last,  no  loans  have  yet  been  made  by 
the  Commissioners  of  Public  Works,  or 
the  Inspectors  of  Irish  Fisheries,  to  poor 
fishermen,  in  counties  to  which  the  Iriali 
Reproductive  Lnan  Fund  Acts  are  not 
at  present  applicable;  if  pressing  appli- 
tions  for  such  have  been  made  since  the 
passing  of  that  Act ;  and,  if  he  will  take 
the  necessary  steps  to  prevent  farther 
delays  and  gi-eat  injury  to  these  poor 
fishermen  ? 

Mh,  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
Ko  fishery  loans  have  yet  been  carried 
out  under  the  Act  in  question,  Some 
delay  has  been  caused  by  reason  of  the 
necessary  Rules  not  having  been  settled 
and  pasfied  by  the  Privy  CounciL  I 
tindorstand  the  Rules  will  be  passed  to- 
day. Any  pending  applications  w^U  be 
at  once  taken  into  consideration. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— BALLY0A8TLE 
WORKHOUSE— DISMISSAL  OF  THE 
MASTER. 

Mr,  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  Master  of 
Bally  castle  Workhouse,  county  Antrim, 
has  been  dismissed  from  office  by  a 
sealed  order  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  dated  4th  September  1884,  fur 
refusing  to  detain  a  person  who  was 
being  forced  into  the  Workhouse  against 
her  wishes,  although  he  considered  he 
had  no  power  by  Law  or  Regulation 
to  do  so  ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
Guardians  agree  with  tlie  Master  in  this 
opinion,  and  whether  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  since  declined  to  in- 
form the  Guardians  whether  or  not  the 
Master  had  any  power  to  detain  this 
person  against  her  own  wishes;  whether 
it  is  a  fact  that,  on  the  pame  date  that 
the  Local  Government  Board  communi* 
cated  to  the  Guardians  the  dismissal  of 
the  Master,  they  forwarded  a  further 
communication  to  them  stating  that  they 
bad  received  the  half-yearly  report  of 


their  Inspector  relating  to  the  Bally- 
castle  Workhouse,  which  stated  that  the 
management  of  the  Workhouse  was 
satisfactory ;  and,  whether  or  not  he 
agrees  with  the  decision  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  in  this  matter? 

Ma.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
The  Master  of  Ballycastlo  Workhouse 
was  removed  by  the  Local  Government 
Board,  because  they  deemed  him  unfit 
to  discharge  the  duties  of  his  office.  In 
the  particular  case  mentioned  in  the 
Question,  he  allowed  a  woman  who  was 
a  lunatic,  unable  to  take  care  of  herself 
or  judge  for  herself,  to  leave  the  work- 
house, in  spite  of  the  remonstrances  of 
the  medical  officer,  and  in  direct  opposi- 
tion to  the  instructions  laid  dow^n  for 
him  by  the  Board  to  govern  his  conduct 
in  such  cases.  Some  of  the  Guardians 
take  the  Master*s  part ;  but  many  of 
them  fully  concur  in  the  propriety  of  his 
removal.  It  is  true  that  the  Qiiardiana 
were  informed  that  in  August  last  the 
Inspector  reported  favourably  upon  the 
general  management  of  the  workhouse. 
But  the  Local  Government  Board  did 
not  consider  that  they  would  be  war- 
ranted in  overlooking  the  Master^s  mis- 
conduct on  this  and  former  occasions. 
La&t  year  they  found  it  necessary  to  call 
upon  him  to  resign,  but  consented  to 
give  him  another  trial  at  the  request  of 
the  Guardians.  I  may  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  was  informed  of  this 
fact  in  answer  to  a  Question  on  the  26th 
July,  1883. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAJJD)— TRALEE  BOARD 
OF  GUARDIANS  —  EVICTION  OF 
THOMAS  M^ENERY, 

Mr  O'BRIEN  (for  Mr,  Harrtkuton) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  a  Report  of 
the  meeting  of  the  Tralee  Board  of 
Guardians  on  the  21st  October,  at 
which  an  evicted  tenant,  who  sought 
admission  to  the  Union,  made  the  fol- 
low ing  statement,  which  was  duly  wit- 
nessed :— 

•*  I,  Thomai  5I*Enery»  of  Aahill,  in  this 
county,  do  hereby^iit^itt*  that  after  the  murder  of 
Piiti-ick  Cahill  1  went  to  Ballyseedy  House  to 
fittttle  ubout  my  rent,  wheo  1  waa  told  by  Mr, 
Bennett,  eteward  of  the  Bullyseedy  Estate,  that 
I  knew  ftbcjiit  tbo  killing  of  the  man  Patrick 
Cahill,  and  thnt  I  eoald  get  Xio  hearing.  llii»  he 
repeated  sume  time  afterwards  Aft«r  this,  and 
cm  several  occtmiona,  Sergeant  Galligan  weat  to 
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my  hoiifio  and  met  me,  and  said  to  my  wife  and 
IT] y self  that  if  W6  br>th  took  the  money  and  told 
who  killed  Patrick  Cahill  we  would  bo  happy 
people,  and  eotild  easily  pay  our  rent.  On 
Tuesday,  the  2nd,  I  was  evicted  from  my  hold- 
ing, and  afterwards  Sergeant  (ialligan  told  my 
wif©»  in  my  own  hearing,  that  she  was  a  foolish 
woman  that  did  not  take  the  money,  and  that 
if  she  would  do  it  it  would  be  easy  for  her  to 
pay  tiie  rent.  He  repeated  the  same  statement 
on  more  than  one  occ^aion.  M'Carthy»  the 
bailiff  to  the  Ballysecdy  Estate,  stated  that  I 
would  be  reiaatated  if  I  or  my  wife  told  who 
killed  Cahill.  I  have  now  to  state  publicly 
that  either  I  nor  my  wife  know  nothing  about 
the  murdei'  of  this  man,  and  that  we  are  perse* 
cuted  by  those  people  trying  to  make  u»  swear 
ftomething ;  '* 

whetlier  he  is  aware  that  the  Board  di- 
rected this  statement  to  be  brought 
under  the  notice  of  Parliament;  and, 
whether  he  will  institute  inquiry  into 
the  conduct  of  the  constable? 

Mr.  OAMPBELL  -  BA]S^EBMAN  : 
Stalementa  to  the  effect  qnoted  in 
the  QueBtion  having  appeared  in  the 
public  Frees  some  10  days  agn^  in- 
quiries TV  ere  at  once  inetituted,  with 
the  result  that  the  allegations  are 
believed  to  be  wholly  untrue.  Both 
Mr.  Bennett  and  Serg^eant  Qalligan 
emphatically  deny  the  allegatioae  affect- 
ing them. 

INDIA  (LAW  AXD  JUSTICE)— ALLEGED 
EXECUTION  OF  A  ItEPEIEVED  CON- 
VICT. 

Mr.  BRIGGS  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is 
true  that  a  man  was  executed  in  Barnsal 
Gaol  on  the  5th  September  last  who  had 
been  reprieved  by  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment two  days  before ;  and^  if  »o,  will 
he  also  state  why  the  reprieve  did  not 
reacb  Barrieal  Gaol  until  after  the  exe- 
cution ;  and,  what  steps  have  been  taken 
to  discover  and  adequately  punish  the 
person  or  persons  responsible  for  this 
grave  neglect  of  duty  ? 

Mk.  K.  J.  CROSS  :  The  Government 
of  India  have  been  asked  for  a  Keporfe 
on  tliia  case.  At  present,  all  the  infor- 
mation the  India  Office  baa  is  derived 
from  the  newspapers. 

NAVY  -  JUNIOR     SERVICE    IN    THE 
ENGINEERS     AND      ACCOUNTANT 
BRANCHES. 
Captain  PRICE  asked  the  CivQ  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  the   Com* 
mittee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  ope- 
ration of  the  present  rules  for  counting 
Junior  Service  m  the  Engineer  and  Ac- 

J/r.  O'Brim 


countant  branches  of  the  Royal  Navy 
have  as  yet  made  their  Report ;  and,  if 
not.  how  soon  they  may  be  expected  to 
do  so? 

Sitt  THOMAS  BEASSET  :  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  Report  will  be  presented 
to  the  Board  in  the  course  of  the  present 
week. 

WEST   INDIES-ISLAND   OF  GRENADA , 

—APPOINTMENT  OF  PROVOST 

MARSHAL. 

Mb.  DEASY  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  If  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government,  con- 
trary to  the  opinion  expressed  by  the 
Royal  Commissioners  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  affairs  of  the  Windward 
Islands,  to  sanction  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  Charles  Hewetson  Colly  more  to  thaJ 
ofHee  of  Provost  Marshal  of  the  lalanc" 
of  Grenada  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  Mr.  Colly  more  had  been  onlj 
temporarily  appointed,  pending  a  deci-*] 
sion  as  to  the  final  arrangement. 

UNIVERSITIES     (SCOTLAND)— 
LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  CR AIG-SELL.yi  asked  the  Lo: 
Advocate,  W^hether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  give  early  attention 
to  the  daims  of  the  Scottish  Universities 
for  improved  organisation;  and,  whe- 
ther, ii  the  Scottish  Universities  Bill, 
which  miscarried  last  Session  and  the 
previous  Session  be  introduced  again, 
the  Govern  oieut  will  undertake  that  it 
shall  be  submitted  to  the  House  in  its 
several  stages  with  reasonable  despatch  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour  J  :  In  the  present  state  of 
Parliamentary  Business  my  hon.  Friend 
will  not  expect  that  I  should  give  any 
plfdge  as  to  the  particular  time 
which  the  Scottish  Universities  Bill  wil 
be  introduced :  but  the  Government 
fully  recognize  the  special  claims  which 
the  subject  of  that  measure  has  upon 
their  attention,  and  when  the  House  re- 
sumes the  usual  course  of  Business  it 
will  certainly  be  kept  in  view- 

CIVIL  SERVICE    (IRELAND)— MR. 

GEORGE  BOLTON. 
Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Cbief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
What  is  the   present   position   of   Mr. 
George  Bolton  ;  is  he  in  receipt  of  salary 
I  from  the  Crown  ;  and,  wbat  are  tlie  in* 
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tentiona  of  the  Ooverament  respecting 
him  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN : 

Mr.  Bolton,  in  Maj  last,  applied  to  the 
Bankruptcy  Court  to  sanction  an  ar- 
rangement with  his  creditors.  A  Trea- 
sury Minute,  of  November  30,  1868, 
provides,  among  other  matters,  that — 

**  If  a  Civil  servant  enters  into  &  oompOBition 
with  Ma  creditors  tinder  the  Bankruptcy  Act, 
he  ahall  bo  suapended  pending  examiafttion  of 
the  circumstances." 

Towards  the  close  of  last  Session  it  was 
stated  that,  although  the  Lord  Lien- 
tenant  was  advised  that  Mr.  Bolton  was 
not  a  Civil  servant  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Minute,  he  would,  under  the  clr- 
cumstances,  be  dealt  with  by  analogy  to 
it,  and  be  suspended  pending  the  bank- 
ruptcy  proceedings.  Since  that  time  all 
the  proceediDgs  in  bankruptcy  have,  with 
the  full  assent  of  all  the  creditors,  been 
disc  out  inued.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, and  after  carefni  investigation 
ol  the  facts,  it  has  been  determined  to 
remove  the  suspension. 

Mr.  HEAIjY  :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  on  the  first  and  every  available 
opportunity,  in  season  and  out  of  season, 
I  will  call  attention  in  the  House  of 
Commons  to  the  ruffianism  of  reappoint- 
ing Mr,  George  Bolton  by  the  Irish  Go- 
vera m en  t.     [  *  *  0  rder  !  "  J 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  expression  jnst 
used  by  the  hon.  Member  is  entirely 
irregular  and  out  of  Order;  and  as  there 
have  been  so  many  instojices  of  irregular 
Questions  being  put  in  the  form  of  No- 
tices, I  shall  be  bound  to  take  more 
serious  notice  of  them  if  the  practice  is 
persisted  in.    [  CVw*  of  ^*  Withdraw  1  *'] 
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UNITED   STATES  — THE  W0RLD*8  EX. 

POSITION  AT  NEW  ORLEANS— THE 

ENGLISH  COMMISSIONER. 

Me.  CAEBUTT  asked.  What  steps. 
if  any,  have  been  taken  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  response  to  the  invitation  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  to  tnke 
part  in  the  World^s  Exposition  which  is 
to  open  in  New  Orleans  in  December 
next? 

Me,  COURTNEY:  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  appoint  the  British  Mi- 
nister at  Washington  its  Special  Oom- 
missloner  for  this  Exhibition,  and  the 
Consul  at  New  Orleans  will  represent 
this  country  on  the  spot.  The  Minister 
at  Washington  will,  perhaps,  be  present 
ftt  the  opening  oeremony. 


CHARITABLE   DONATIONS   xVND   BE- 
QUESTS (IRELAND)~CATHEmNE 

EATON'S  BEQUEST, 
Mb.  W,  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  I^rd  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  passage  in  the  Thirty-ninth  Annual 
Eeport  of  ihe  Commissioners  of  Chari- 
table Donations  and  Bequests,  from 
which  it  appears  (page  5,  paragraph  16) 
that,  under  the  will  of  Catherine  Eaton, 
made  in  1793,  a  sum  now  amounting  to 
£4,000,  **for  the  foundation  and  sup- 
port of  a  Woollen  Manufactory  in  the 
parish  of  AVicklow/'  is  lying  unused 
and  unclaimed ;  and,  whether  he  will 
cause  steps  to  be  taken  to  have  it  made 
available  for  the  purposes  intended  by 
the  testatrix  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
I  am  informed  that  the  residue  of  Misa 
Eaton *s  property  was  left  for  the  pur- 
pose mentioned  in  the  Question — namely, 
the  foundation  of  a  Woollen  Manufac- 
tory in  the  parish  of  Wicklow  ;  but  that 
the  sum  to  which  the  hon.  Member  re- 
fers was  not  a  part  of  the  residue  so  be* 
queathed,  but  is  the  accumulation  of  a 
distinct  legacy  to  private  persons,  which, 
not  having  been  claimed,  is  held  by  the 
Court  of  Chauceij.  The  Commissioners 
are  now  taking  steps,  with  the  object  of 
seeking  the  advice  of  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral as  to  whether,  after  so  great  a 
lapse  of  time,  this  bequest,  represented 
by  the  £4,00n»  inay  not  be  now  held  to 
have  failed,  and  the  amount  be  treated 
as  part  of  the  residue  of  the  estate. 

HAVY-H.M.S.    "AGAMEMNON"  AND 
•*AJAX/' 

Sia  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Civil  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  the  steering 
defects  of  the  Affamenmon  are  such  as  to 
untit  her  for  service  without  alteration, 
what  the  nature  and  cost  of  this  altera- 
tion will  be,  and  how  long  it  will  take 
to  complete  her  ;  and,  whether  the  AJajc 
is  similarly  dofeclive,  and  will  require 
similar  alterations  ? 

SiK  THOMAS  BRAS8EY:  The  steer- 
ing of  the  Aifamemjifin  up  to  nine  knots 
is  satisfactoi'y.  At  higher  speeds  it  ia 
found  difficult  to  steer  an  accurate  course 
without  the  assistance  of  her  screws. 
The  turning  powers  are  good  at  all  spewed  s. 
Similar  cases  have  occurred,  where 
better  acquaintance  with  the  ships  has  en- 
abled officers  to  handle  tV^^ta^xikXWi^  ^asuKC^-^  * 
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It  is  not  proposed  to  make  any  alteration 
now  ;  but  if  on  arrival  at  Malta  the  diffi- 
oaltj  has  not  been  overcome,  orders  will 
be  given  to  increase  the  upper  part  of 
the  rudder,  which  may  take  about  a 
fortnight,  at  an  expense  of,  perhaps, 
about  £200  or  £300.  The  case  of  the 
Ajax  is  similar. 

INDIA— UNCOVENANTED    CIVIL 
SERVICE. 

Mr.  Sebjeant  SIMON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whe- 
ther a  Memorial  from  the  Unco venan ted 
Civil  Servants  of  India  to  the  Viceroy, 
praying  for  the  redress  of  certain  griev- 
ances, has  been  received  by  His  Excel- 
lency; and,  whether  any,  and  what, 
steps  have  been  taken  in  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CEOSS:  The  India  Office 
has  received  no  Memorial  of  this  kind ; 
nor  have  we  any  information  that  such 
a  Memorial  has  been  presented  to  the 
Viceroy. 

CITY  OF  LONDON  LIVERY  COMPANIES 

COMMISSION— LETTER  OF  II.  D. 

WARR,  SECRETARY. 

Sib  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  AVhetherhe  will  have 
any  objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table  a  copy 
of  a  letter  written  by  Mr.  H.  D.  Warr.  Se- 
cretary to  the  City  of  London  Livery  Com- 
panies' Commission,  by  the  direction  of 
the  Commissioners,  and  addressed  to  the 
editors  of  certain  Liberal  newspapers 
with  a  view  to  "  educate  the  opinions  of 
the  Liberal  electors  of  the  Provinces" 
upon  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
missioners in  their  Eeport  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET :  I  only 
saw  this  Question  this  aftemoou.  This 
is  a  matter  of  which  I  know  nothing, 
and  I  have  had  no  opportunity  of  com- 
municating with  the  persons ;  but  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  I  will  do  so. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE:  I 
will  ask  this  Question  again  on  Thurs- 
day. 

POOR   LAW  (IRELAND)— ELECTION  OF 

GUARDIANS,  CARLOW  UNION— IRRE- 

GULARITIES  OF  RETURNING 

OFFICER. 

Mb.  GEAY  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  in  the  Eathoman 
and  Bidge  division  of  the  Carlo w  Union, 

Sir  Thomas  Brassey 


two  successive  elections  for  the  office  of 
poor  law  guardians  have  been  set  aside 
in  consequence  of  irregularities  on  the 
part  of  the  returning  officer,  Mr.  Jame- 
son,  who  also  acts  as  clerk  of  the  union; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a  third  eleotion 
is  shortly  to  take  place ;  and,  whether 
the  Local  Qovernment  Board  propose  to 
again  appoint  as  returning  officer  the 
same  person  who  was  responsible  for 
the  two  previous  abortive  elections,  the 
cost  of  which  has  to  be  borne  by  the 
ratepayers? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAN: 
It  is  true  that  two  elections  for  the  Divi- 
sions named  have  been  set  aside;  but 
this  course  was  rendered  necessary  on 
each  occasion  by  reason  of  votes  having 
been  erroneously  allowed  on  claims  im- 
perfectly filled  up;  and  although  the 
Eeturning  Officer  committed  errors  of 
judgment  in  allowing  such  votes,  the 
Local  Government  Board  do  not  think  it 
can  properly  be  said  that  the  elections 
were  set  aside  in  consequence  of  irregu- 
larities on  his  part.  Mr.  Jameson  does 
not  appear  to  have  been  guilty  of  any 
wilful  default,  and  the  Board  do  not 
intend  to  deprive  him  of  the  office  of 
Eeturning  Officer  at  the  election  which 
is  now  proceeding. 

CENTRAL  ASIA—THE  RUSiSO-AFGHAN 
FRONTIER— THE  REPORT. 

Mr.  MACFAELANE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  disclosure 
of  the  contents  of  a  Eeport  upon  the 
Central  Asian  frontier  question  in  cer- 
tain newspapers,  and  if  he  can  state  by 
whom  the  Eeport  in  question  was  made  ; 
if  it  was  of  a  confidental  character ;  and, 
what  steps  the  Government  propose  to 
take  to  punish  the  offender  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CEOSS :  In  reply  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlo w, 
I  can  only  say  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
is  in  communication  with  the  Qovem- 
meut  of  India  on  this  subject. 

IRELAND— BOARD  OF  WORKS— LOANS 
FOR  WORKHOUSE  BUILDINGS. 
Colonel  NOLAN  asked  the  Secrerary 
to  the  Treasury,  If  the  Treasury  has 
made  any  rule  restricting  the  right  of 
Unions  in  Ireland  to  obtain  money  fkom 
the  Board  of  Works  for  the  purpose  of 
altering  or  improving  workhouse  build- 
ings; and,  if  so,  will  the  Treasuiy  at 
least  relax  this  rule  in  favour  of  wose 
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Unions  which,  like  Loaghrea,  have  en- 
tered into  coutraote  for  buildings  before 
thf*  promulgation  of  suoh  a  rule  ? 

Mr.  OOUKTNEY,  in  reply»  said,  that 
he  waa  not  able  exactly  to  understand 
what  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  wag 
driving  at  in  this  Question.  There  had 
been  no  change  since  1876 — ^indeefl,  he 
might  eay  since  1866 — as  to  the  rights  of 
Poor  Law  Unions  to  borrow  money  for 
improving  workhouse  buildings. 

Colonel  NOLAN  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  Bslc,  Whether  it  was  true  that  the 
Guardians  of  Loughrea  Union  had  been 
refused  money  to  alter  the  workhouse  eo 
aa  to  provide  occommodotion  for  nuns 
whom  it  was  proposed  to  receive  as 
nurses  in  the  workhouse  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY  :  Perhaps  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  would  give  me  a 
written  communication  on  the  subject. 

LAW  AND  POUCE   (IRELAND)  —  THE 

** CASTLE^*  DEPARTMENT— USE 

OF  **  U^\^^SARD/' 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  In  what  cases 
are  the  Police  Department  of  the  Castle 
dependent  for  their  instructions  on 
volumes  of  Ilansard  or  newspaper  re- 
ports; IS  Ilamard  supplied  to  this  De- 
partment at  the  public  expense;  if  so, 
wlien  was  the  volume  containing  the 
Report  of  the  Debate  on  Mr.  Chance's 
arrest  received  by  Superintendent  Ilar- 
rel ;  and,  have  any  instructions  been 
given  which  will  obviate  the  delay  caused 
by  this  Department  having  to  wait  until 
the  annual  volumes  of  Uamard  are 
issued  ? 

Mr.  TRE\^LYAN  :  The  Police  De- 
partment receive  their  instructions  as 
regards  matters  that  have  passed  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  not  from  Ilamard 
or  from  newspaper  reports,  hut  from  tlie 
Chief  Secretary,  Uamard  is  not  sap- 
plied  to  the  Police  Department.  I  quoted 
Uamard  in  my  answer  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber only  as  a  correct  record  of  what  took 
place  in  tbe  House  as  compared  with  the 
contemporary  repurts  in  the  newspapers, 
to  which  Mr.  Harrel  referred  to  in  his 
letter  to  Mr.  Chanee,  The  explanation 
why  Mr.  Harrel  relied  on  the  news- 
paper  reports  is  this.  On  the  31st  of 
July  I  promised  to  consider  the  question 
on  an  inquiry.  I  set  the  matter  in  hand 
at  once,  communicated  with  the  Home 
Office,  and  had  an  interview  with  Colonel 
Pearson  with  reference  to  the  English 


practice  in  similar  eases.  Then  tho 
matter  fell  through  owing  to  my  ceasing 
to  come  to  the  House  of  Commons  and 
the  Irish  OfHoe  for  a  while  on  account  of 
ill-health.  This  is  one  of  several  other 
Irish  matters  which  were  passed  over  in 
consequence.  This  autumn,  as  soon  as 
I  saw  tbe  correspondence  between  Mr. 
Harrel  and  Mr.  Chance,  I  informed  tho 
Irish  Government  how  the  matter  stood, 
and  the  inquiry  will  be  granted. 

IRISH   LAND    COMMISSION-SUB-OOM. 
MTSS10NER8— MR.  WALPOLE. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Land  Commission  have  re- 
ceived  a  memorial,  signed  by  thirty  of 
the  tenants  on  the  Earl  of  Egraont's 
property^  near  Kanturk,  protesting 
against  the  retention  of  Sub-Commis- 
sioner Walpole  on  the  Cork  Sub -Com- 
mission, alleging  that  he  has  fixed  rents 
on  lands  which  he  never  visited ;  that, 
in  the  cases  of  two  of  the  tenants, 
Thomas  Sampson,  of  Annagh,  and 
Daniel  Sullivan,  the  tenants  have  sur- 
rendered their  holdings  rather  than  pay 
the  rnck-ronts  imposed  upon  them ;  that 
Sub-Commissioner  Walpole  habitually 
adopts  the  valuation  of  the  landlord's 
valuer,  whi-t  is  a  cousin  of  his  own  ;  that 
he  is  an  intimate  friend  and  neighbour 
of  the  Earl  of  Egmont's  agent,  Captain 
Trench,  stops  at  the  same  hotels  with 
him,  and  has  travelled  on  the  same  car 
with  him  when  engaged  in  the  work  of 
the  Commissiion ;  and,  whether  these 
charges  of  paiiiality  have  been  inquired 
into ;  and,  if  so,  what  steps  will  be 
taken  by  the  Government  ? 

Mr,  CAMPBELL  BANNERilAN  :  I 
am  informed  by  the  Land  Commissioners 
that  they  did  receive  the  Memorial  men- 
tioned, and,  with  all  the  allegations  con- 
tained in  it  fully  before  them,  the  Com- 
missioners replied  that  they  do  not 
believe  that  any  valid  reason  exists  in 
the  case  of  any  of  their  Sub-Commis' 
aions  to  prevent  either  landlords  or 
tenants  desirous  of  availing  themselves 
of  the  Land  Act  from  doing  so.  Tho 
Commissioners  have  full  confidence  that 
Messrs.  Doyle,  Walpole,  and  Guiry,  who 
form  the  Cork  Sub- Commission,  will 
discharge  their  duty  with  the  utmost 
impartiality. 

Mr.  O^BRIEN  said,  that  was  not  a 
reply  to  his  Question.  He  bad  asked 
whether  these  charges  of  partiality  had 
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been  inquired  into  by  the  Commissioners 
themselves  examining  those  very  serious 
and  specific  charges,  or  did  they  merely 
reply,  without  making  any  inquiries, 
that  they  saw  no  valid  reason  for 
doing  so  ? 

Mr.  OAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  :  I 
am  not  aware  of  what  steps  the  Land 
Commissioners  took.  They  are  a  body 
quite  independent  of  the  Government, 
and  they  have  expressed  in  their  reply 
the  conclusion  at  which  they  have  ar- 
rived. 

Mr.  O'BEIEN  :  Then  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  I  will  renew  this  Question. 

Mr.  KENNY  asked,  Upon  what  prin- 
ciple the  dying  declaration  of  Patrick 
Slattery  was  supplied  to  a  Member  of 
this  House,  while  the  dying  declarations 
of  Patrick  Joyce  and  Patrick  Casey 
(which,  as  it  is  alleged,  exculpate  Myles 
Joyce  and  others)  are  withheld,  although 
repeatedly  asked  for  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker),  in  reply, 
said,  the  declaration  of  Slattery  stood 
on  an  entirely  different  footing  from 
that  of  the  other  declarations  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Question.  That  of 
Slattery  was  a  statement  that  he 
was  the  instrument  of  suborning  a 
witness  to  give  false  evidence  at  a  trial. 
The  others  were  declarations  of  men 
under  sentence  of  death,  which  it  was 
the  uniform  practice  in  England  and 
Ireland  not  to  make  public. 

Mr.  KENNY :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
both  declarations  were  taken  before  Re- 
sident Magistrates ;  and,  if  so,  are  not 
the  proceedings  the  same?  Will  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  give  any 
further  explanation,  considering  that  the 
declarations  withheld  are  of  greater  con- 
sequence than  those  which  have  been 
supplied  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker):  That  makes 
them  declarations  if  they  had  been  sworn; 
but  it  does  not  make  them  declarations 
made  under  similar  circumstances. 
NATIONAL  EDUCATION   (IRELAND)  — 

SALARIES  OF  NATIONAL  SCHOOL 
TEACHERS. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  is  aware  that  in  numerous  cases 
the  salaries  due  to  Irish  National  teachers 
for  the  quarter  ended  September  30th 
have  not  yet  been  paid  by  the  Education 
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Board ;  whether  similar  salaries  are  paid 
in  advance  in  England;  why  repeated 
complaints  have  failed  to  induce  the  De- 
partment to  pay  salaries  to  the  teachers 
in  due  time ;  and,  whether  any  under- 
taking can  now  be  given  that  payments 
will  be  punctually  made  henceforward? 
Mr.  OAMPBELL-BANNERMAN:  I 
believe  that  this  is  not  the  first  time  a 
Question  of  this  kind  has  been  asked  in 
the  House,  and  the  answer  given  on  a 
former  occasion  applies  equally  now. 
The  salaries  of  the  Irish  National  Teachers 
and  Monitors — over  16,000  in  number — 
are  by  means  of  considerable  efiPbrt  on 
the  part  of  the  officials  concerned  puncta- 
ally  paid  on  the  succeeding  quarter  day. 
If  upon  that  day  no  payment  is  made  in 
any  particular  case  or  cases,  it  is  be- 
cause of  some  irregularity  in  the  return 
of  the  manager  or  breach  of  rule  in- 
volving inquiry.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
on  the  last  pay  day  (14th  of  October), 
94  per  cent  of  the  salaries  due  on  the 
30th  of  September  were  paid.  If  the 
hon.  Member  has  in  his  mind  any  spe- 
cial case  in  which  he  thinks  there  has 
been  delay,  and  will  let  me  know  the 
particulars,  I  shall  make  inquiry  with 
regard  to  it. 

ARMY— QUARTERMASTERS-PROMO- 
TION. 
Mr.  BIGGAR  rose  to  put  the  follow- 
ing Question  :  —To  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  the  official 
Annual  Army  List,  dated  January  17th 
1884,  is  correct  in  showing  that  four 
hundred  and  fifty-five  Quartermasters 
in  the  Army,  out  of  which  number  only 
six,  being  under  thirty-two  years  of  age, 
are  eligible  for  Lieutenancies ;  whether 
these  six  Quartermasters  can,  after  seven 
years'  service,  enter  the  Army  Depart- 
ment ;  whether  the  remaining  four  hun- 
dred and  forty-nine  Quartermasters  are 
entirely  debarred  from  the  Pay  Depart- 
naent,  and  from  all  substantive  promo- 
tion ;  whether  seven  young  Quarter- 
masters were  promoted  by  favour  to 
Lieutenancies  on  July  2nd  1884;  whe- 
ther these  Quartermasters  will  be  per- 
mitted to  reach  the  Pay  Department 
over  the  heads  of  these  four  hundred 
and  forty-nine  Quartermasters;  whe- 
ther this  oppression  of  the  Quarter- 
masters is  because  they  are  raised  from 
the  poorer  class  people ;  and,  whether 
this  system  was  recommended  to  Her 
Majesty  by  the  present  Government  ? 
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Mr.  SPEAKER:  Before  tliis  Ques- 
tion is  trnt  by  the  hon.  Jf ember  and 
answered,  I  bave  to  observe  that  one  of 
the  paragraphs  in  the  Question  ba3  es- 
caped notice,  and  has  inadvertently  been 
allowed  to  appear  on  the  Notice  Paper. 
The  paragraph  I  refer  to  is  the  Fixth 
paragraph  on  the  top  of  page  8.  It  is 
an  improper  and  irregular  paragraph, 
and  I  shall  not  aHow  it  to  be  put.  I 
therefore  hope  that  no  notice  will  be 
taken  of  it. 

Sir  ARTHUR  HAYTER :  The  offi^ 
cial  Army  Lint  of  January,  1884,  may 
be  accepted  as  correct  with  reference 
both  to  the  agea  and  the  numbers  of 
Army  Quartermasters.  Only  six  were 
then  eligible  for  lieutenancies,  since  by 
the  Royal  Warrant  for  Pay  and  Promo- 
tion.  Article  6,  n  Qiiartormaster  cannot 
be  granted  aconmiission  as  lieutenant  if 
he  exceeds  32  years  of  age.  These  six 
Quartermasters  can,  after  seven  years* 
service  in  the  rank  of  lieutenant,  become 
eligible  as  candidates  for  the  Army  Pay 
Department,  provided  that  they  do  not 
then  exceed  40  years  of  age.  The  reply 
to  the  third  Question  is  involved  in  the 
answers  to  Nos.  1  and  2.  In  reply  to 
Ko.  4,  I  have  to  say  that  it  is  not  true 
that  seven  young  Quartermasters  were 
promoted  by  favour  to  lieutenancies  on 
July  2,  1884.  The  answer  to  No,  6  is 
that  if  these  ufficers,  at  the  end  of  seven 
years'  service  in  the  combatant  ranks, 
become  candidates,  and  are  accepted  a** 
Buch,  for  the  Pay  Department,  they  will 
pass  over  the  heads  of  the  Quarter- 
masters who  were  disqualitied  for  lieu- 
tenancies by  age.  The  answer  to  No.  6 
I  am  to  omit.  In  answer  to  No.  7,  I 
have  to  say  that  this  system  of  promo- 
tion to  the  Pay  Department  was  not  in- 
stituted by  the  present  Government,  but 
has  been  in  operation  since  the  forma- 
tion of  the  Pay  Department  in  1876. 

ARMY— CAfsE    OF  JAMES   HENRY  POR- 
TER,   SCHOOLMASTER    fiSxH    REGI- 
AIKNT. 
Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,   Whether  his  attention 
has   been   called   to  the  case  of  James 
Henry  Porter,  late  Army  Schoohnaster 
in  the  56th  Regiment ;  whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  this  man  served  in  the  Army 
for  21  years  all  but  75  days,  ten  years 
of  which  service  was  in  India;  whether 
he  was  most  favourably  reported  during 
17  years  of  this  service  ;^wheiher  be  was 


afterwards  twice  reported  unfavourably 
for  drinking,  the  latter  time  being  placed 
under  arrest ;  whether  he  was  impri- 
soned for  nearly  five  months,  without 
being  asked  for  a  defence,  or  tried  by 
Court-martial,  and  then  dismissed  from 
the  service  without  total  loss  of  pension  ; 
whether,  within  three  months  of  being 
placed  under  arrest,  he  was  recom- 
meutlod  by  his  commanding  officer^  and 
awarded  6</.  per  day  extra  pay  for  zeal 
and  oflBciency  ;  whether  it  is  true  that 
his  commanding  officer  recommended 
him  for  a  pension  ;  and,  whether  he  will 
bave  inquiries  made  into  this  man^s 
grievance  with  the  view  to  granting 
him  even  a  modified  pension  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINQTON  : 
This  case  has  been  repeatedly  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  my  Prede- 
cessor and  myself.  The  schoolmaster 
referred  to  was,  after  repeated  warn- 
ings, disimissed  from  the  Army  because 
his  intemperate  habits  rendered  him 
unfit  for  duty.  It  is  true  that  his  com- 
manding officer  recommended  him  on 
account  of  hia  previous  good  service  for 
discharge  with  a  modified  pension.  It 
was  held,  however,  that  his  removal 
from  the  Army  being  rendered  neces- 
sary solely  on  account  of  his  misconduct, 
this  could  not  be  permitted,  and  he  was, 
as  I  have  stated,  dismissed  from  the 
Army  in  IB80.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  have  no  power  to  grant  him  a 
pension. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— ELECTION  OF 

GUARDIANS.  EDENDERRY  DmSION, 

KING'S  CO. 

Mb,  ARTHUR  O^CONNOR  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  at 
the  election  of  Poor  Law  Guardians  for 
the  division  of  Edenderry,  in  the  King's 
County,  held  Innt  March,  Charles  Mur- 
ray, Michael  Del  any »  and  Denis  Shi  el 
were  declared  elected  j  that  several  ob- 
jections were  lodged  against  the  return 
of  Murray  and  Delany,  in  consequence 
of  which  the  Local  Government  Board 
declared  the  election  of  Delany  invalid 
and  ordered  a  new  election ;  whether 
Mr.  H.  Bor  (returning  officer),  at  the 
supplemental  election,  held  in  July,  in 
the  presence  of  the  parties  concerned, 
declared  that  there  was  a  tie,  and  made 
a  return  to  that  eifeet  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  but,  on  the  day  foDow- 
ingy  held  a  private  scrutiDy,  assisted  by 
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Delany,  Murray,  and  a  man  named 
Tyrrell,  all  in  the  Conservative  interest, 
and  then  made  a  second  return  to  the 
Local  Government  Board,  in  which  he 
gave  Delany  a  majority  of  ten ;  whether 
Mr.  Bor,  during  the  election,  assisted 
by  a  Mr.  Eobson,  cashier  at  the  Ulster 
Bank,  attended  at  the  house  of  a  Mr. 
George  Dunne  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
specting and  marking  Conservative  vot- 
ing papers  then  there ;  and,  whether 
the  liooal  Government  Board  will  direct 
an  inquiry  into  the  return  of  Delany, 
and  also  into  the  return  of  Mr.  Murray, 
whose  election  is  challenged  as  well 
as  that  of  Delany's,  and  on  similar 
grounds  ? 

Mtt.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAN: 
The  statements  in  the  first  paragraph  of 
the  Question  as  to  the  last  annual  elec- 
tion for  Edenderry  are  correct.  Mr. 
Bor  did  not,  at  the  supplemental  elec- 
tion, declare  or  make  a  return  that  there 
was  a  tie.  The  only  return  he  made 
was  one  showing  a  majority  of  11  for 
Delany.  Mr.  Bor  states  that  he  did  not 
attend  at  the  house  of  Mr.  George 
Dunne  with  Mr.  Eobson  to  inspect  or 
mark  voting  papers.  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  has  directed  an  inquiry 
into  the  validity  of  the  return  of  Delany 
at  the  supplemental  election,  but  has 
decided  that  there  are  no  grounds  for 
disturbing  the  election  of  Murray. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  asked 
how  was  it  that  the  inquiry  was  granted 
in  the  case  of  Delany,  and  not  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Murray,  seeing  that  pre- 
cisely similar  grounds  were  urged 
against  each  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  .  BANNEEMAN : 
If  the  grounds  were  similar,  both  cases 
would  be  inquired  into ;  but  the  Local 
Government  Board  say  the  cases  were 
not  similar. 

POOR   LAW  (IRELAND)--ELECTION  OF 
GUARDIANS,  EDENDERRY  DIVISION 
—THE  DOWN  SHIRE  TRUSTEES. 
Mr.  AETHUE    O^CONNOE    asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,   Whether  the  Local 
Government  Board  have  refused  to  use 
the  po^rers  vested  in  them  to  set  aside 
the  votes  of  the  Trustees  of  the  Down- 
shire  Estate,  given  in  the  late  election 
for  Poor  Law  Guardians  in  Edenderry 
Division,    although   the  said    Trustees 
have  no  beneficial  interest  in  the  pro- 
perty ?  I 
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Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN:  I 
am  advised  that  Trustees  are,  under  cer- 
tain circumstances,  entitled  to  vote ;  and 
in  the  present  case  the  Trustees  ap- 
peared to  be  entitled.  The  objeotion 
raised  was  as  to  whether  they  could  Yote 
separately,  or  should  vote  jointly ;  but  this 
turned  out  immaterial,  as  they  appointed 
the  same  proxy.  The  Local  Govemment 
Board  has,  however,  ordered  an  inquiry 
into  the  election  on  other  grounds. 

ARMY  RECRUITING  (IRELAND)— OFFI- 
CIAL ADVERTISEMENTS. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'COISTNOR  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Why  the 
Army  advertisement,  which  appears  in 
The  Leimter  Express  of  October  11th, 
was  not  also  given  to  The  Leimter  Leader^ 
the  former  being  the  landlord  organ  and 
of  very  limited  circulation,  and  the 
latter  the  popular  organ  circidating 
largely  all  over  Leinster  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
There  are  very  few  counties  in  Lreland, 
I  believe,  in  which  the  Government  ad- 
vertisements are  sent  to  more  than  one 
paper.  In  the  present  case,  The  Leinster 
Express,  established  in  1831,  has  been  a 
long  time  on  the  list  of  papers  autho- 
rized to  receive  advertisements ;  and  it 
is  not  deemed  necessary  to  incur  extra 
expense  tby  sending  the  Government 
advertisements  to  The  Leinster  Leader, 
which  was  only  established  in  1880,  and 
which  circulates  in  the  same  district  as 
the  older  paper.  The  Leinster  Expresi 
has  a  good  circulation,  and  is  well  filled 
with  advertisements  of  various  kinds, 
evidently  showing  that  it  circulates 
among  all  classes. 

Ix)RD  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL: 
Is  2'he  Leinster  Express,  can  the  noble 
Marquess  say,  one  of  those  papers  which 
**  more  or  less  support  the  Govern- 
ment ?  " 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  Is  the  noble  Marquess 
aware  that  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
promised  last  Session,  when  a  similar 
complaint  was  made,  that  those  adver- 
tisements should  be  impartially  given  in 
future  ? 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNGE:  Is  the 
noble  Marquess  aware,  too,  that  the  ad- 
vertisement in  question  was  an  advertise- 
ment for  recruits ;  that  The  Lienster  Ex- 
press circulates  among  no  portion  of  the 
population   likely  to  furnish  recruits* 
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and  that  lh&  Leimter  Leader  is  much 
cheaper,  aod  has  a  mtich  more  extensive 
circulation  ? 

Thk  MjLHQUBsa  OP  HAETINGTON : 
I  cannot  by  silence  admit  that  the  adver- 
tisements have  not  been  given  iiiipar- 
tiallj.  There  ha«i  been  nothini?  to  call 
my  attention  to  the  facts  stated  bj  the 
hon.  Member ;  but  I  wQl  have  further 
ini^uirj  made  into  the  matter. 

LAW  AND  POUCE  — THE  CLEATOR 
MOOR  RIOTS,  CUMBERLAKB  — 
ACTION  OF  THE  POLICE, 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
report,  in  Ths  (Parity e  Journal  of  the 
28th  October,  of  the  evidence  given, 
at  the  Cumberland  Assizes,  by  John 
Douglass  Seal  phi  11,  Superintendent  of 
Police  and  Deputy  Chief  Constable, 
upon  the  trial  of  a  man  named  France, 
who  was  acquitted  of  complicity  in  the 
dynamite  explosion  at  Cleator  Moor; 
whether  Mr.  8empill  stated  that,  while 
France  was  under  remand  at  White- 
haven, a  constable  from  Longtowu, 
named  Tomer,  whom  the  witness  de- 
goribed  as  **  an  experienced  detectivo 
officer/'  was  put  into  the  prisoner's  cell, 
in  plain  clothes,  for  several  hours  ;  whe- 
ther the  witness  stated  that  Tomer  was 
shut  up  with  the  prisoner  for  the  pur- 
pose of  taking  care  of  him,  but  that,  **if 
the  prisoner  had  made  any  statement,  he 
the  old  have  inquired  into  it ;  "  whether 
France  states  that  the  detective  officer 
represented  himself  as  a  fellow -prisoner, 
pretended  to  be  drunk,  swore  at  the 
police,  and  tried  to  inveigle  him  into  a 
statement  respecting  the  charge  against 
him;  aud,  whether  an  inquiry  will  be 
held  into  the  conduct  of  Tomer,  and  of 
the  officers  responsible  for  direetinff  his 
visit,  and  admitting  him  to  the  cell  of 
an  untried  prisoner  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  H.U?COLTBT,  in 
reply,  said,  that  he  had  got  a  long 
Eeport  from  the  Chief  Constable,  and 
another  from  the  Superintendent,  which 
were  too  long  to  read  to  the  House  ;  but 
the  substance  of  them  was  that  the 
Superintendent  did  not  say  that  this 
officer  was  an  experienced  detective 
officer.  He  was  nothing  of  the  kind ; 
he  was  a  common  constable,  and  he  was 
not  put  into  the  cell  at  all  with  the  view 
Or  object  of  obtaining  evidence  from  the 
prisoner.     The    Superintendent    stated 


that  he  was  applied  to  by  Sergeant 
Graham,  who  was  in  charge  of  the  lock- 
up, that  on  account  of  the  prisoner 
being  in  a  low  and  depressed  state  of 
mind»  which  made  it  unsafe  for  him  to 
be  alone,  another  prisoner  ought  to  be 
put  beside  him  to  prevent  him  doing 
harm  to  himself.  It  was  found  im- 
practicable to  place  another  prisoner 
with  him  at  that  time,  and  Constable 
Tomer,  who  was  then  at  Whitehaven  on 
duty,  was  placed  in  the  cell  for  an  hour 
and  a-half.  As  regarded  the  two  last 
Queslions^  there  was  also  a  statement 
from  Constable  Tomer,  and  he  denied 
the  allegations  made  in  the  Question. 
It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  Con- 
stable Tomer  was  brought  specially 
from  Longtown  to  Whitehaven  for  this 
purpose* 

AEilV  -  COURT  MARTIAL  ON  SER- 
GEANT GREENE,  DUKE  OP  CORN- 
WALL'S  LIGHT  INFANTRY. 

Mr.  BIQGAE  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Is  it  true  that  the  pro- 
teed  ingn  of  a  District  Court  Martial 
for  the  trial  of  Sergeant  Greene,  of  the 
Second  Battalion  ot  the  Duke  of  Corn- 
wall's Light  Infantry,  on  the  23rd  and 
27th  December  1883,  were  not  received 
by  the  Judge  Advocate  General  until 
July  1884,  and  who  is  responsible  for 
such  delay  ;  was  this  Non-commissioned 
Officer  strongly  recommended  to  mercy 
by  the  Court,  and  was  the  letter  of 
recommendation  detached,  and  by 
whom ;  is  it  customary  for  letters  of 
recommendation  to  be  transmitted  with 
the  proceedings  of  all  Courts  Martial  to 
the  Judge  Advocate  General's  office ; 
was  it  proved  in  evidence  that,  under 
the  circumstances,  Sergeant  Greene 
acted  in  accordance  with  custom  in 
quitting  his  guard  on  the  7th  of  Novem- 
ber 1888;  and,  if  Sergeant  Grecme  had 
been  proved  guilty  of  so  heinous  a 
Military  crime  as  **  quitting  his  guard," 
how  is  it  that  so  slight  a  punishment  as 
reduction  to  one  grade  lower  was  the 
award,  and  that  that  award  was  aocom* 
panied  with  the  strong  recommendation 
to  mercy,  and  why  was  the  recom- 
mendation to  mercy  not  acted  upon  ? 

This  JUDGE  ADVOCATE  GENE* 
BAL  (Mr,  Osborne  Morgan),  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  proceedings  in  the  court 
martial  for  the  trial  of  Sergeant  Greene 
were  received  by  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  an  the  15th  of  January,  1884^ 
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and  not  m  July,  1884,  as  implied  in  the 
Question ;  and,  considering  that  the 
trial  took  place  in  Alexandria,  and  was 
not  concluded  until  the  27th  of  De- 
cember, 1883,  and  that  the  proceed- 
ings were  only  confirmed  on  the  Ist 
of  January,  1884,  there  was  no  delay 
whatever  in  the  transmission.  As  far 
as  he  could  ascertain,  the  non-commis- 
sioned officer  in  question  was  not 
strongly  recommended  to  mercy,  nor 
was  he  so  recommended  at  all.  Becom- 
mendations  to  mercy  were,  by  the  Army 
Act,  1881,  required  to  be  attached  to, 
and  to  form  part  of,  the  proceedings  of 
a  court  martial,  and  they  were  invari- 
ably transmitted  to  the  Judge  Advocate 
General's  Office.  Sergeant  Greene  was 
not  charged  with  quitting  his  guard, 
and  consequently  the  question  whether 
he  acted  in  accordance  with  custom  in 
so  doing  never  arose.  What  he  was 
charged  with  was,  neglect  of  duty  in  hav- 
ing, when  sergeant  of  the  main  guard, 
taken  out  a  patrol  and  conducted  another 
sergeant  to  the  guardroom  of  theEavelin 
Barracks  without  making  a  report  of  his 
having  done  so  to  the  officer  in  com- 
mand of  the  main  guard,  and  the  case 
was  fully  proved.  He  could  not  say 
that  this  was  a  **  heinous  military 
crime  ;  "  but  it  was  a  breach  of  military 
duty  which  could  not  be  overlooked, 
especially  in  the  case  of  an  Army  on 
active  service.  The  man  bore  an  excel- 
lent character ;  and  the  Court,  ap- 
parently taking  the  most  lenient  view 
they  could  of  his  offence,  sentenced  him 
to  the  lightest  possible  punishment — 
reduction  to  one  lower  grade.  The 
recommendation  to  mercy  was  not  acted 
upon  for  the  best  possible  reason — 
namely,  that  it  never  existed. 

LABOURERS'  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1883-RE. 
APPOINTMENT  OF  SELECT 
COMMITTEE. 
Mr.   T.   p.   O'CONNOR    asked    the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he 
is  aware   that   the   Committee  on  the 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Act,  appointed  last 
Session,   reported   in  favour  of  its  re- 
appointment ;    whether,    owing  to  the 
defective  machinery  of  the  Act,  not  a 
single  house  has  yet   been  completed 
under  the  Act  ;   whether  the  expecta- 
tion of  further  legislation  has  brought 
operations  under  the  Act  almost  to  a 
complete  standstill  over  the  greater  part 
of  Ireland ;  and,  whether,  under  theee 
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circumstances,  he  will  cause  a  Motioa 
for  the  immediate  reappointment  of  the 
Committee  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  In  replying  to 
this  Question,  I  must  not  be  understood 
to  confirm  what  is  stated  in  the  second 
and  third  paragraphs — that  it  is  owing 
to  the  defective  machinery  of  the  Ac5t 
that  the  proceedings  under  it  have  been 
brought  to  a  standstill.  The  state  of 
the  case  as  to  Committees  is  that  it  will 
be  inconvenient  to  the  House  to  take  up 
any  question  which  is  new,  and  which 
will  be  likely  to  lead  to  an  extended  de- 
bate. But  there  are  three  Committees 
which  are  not  new,  and  which  are  not 
likely  to  lead  to  any  difference  of  opi- 
nion. With  respect  to  these  I  will  not 
ask  the  House  to  exclude  the  considera- 
tion. This  is  not  a  new  one,  and  it  is 
one  in  which  considerable  interest  is  felt. 
Consequently,  I  think  that  it  is  one 
which  might  fairly  be  dealt  with  in  the 
present  Session.  I  am  bound  to  add 
that  if,  when  the  Motion  is  made  for  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee,  there 
should  arise  any  lengthened  debate,  I 
cannot  undertake  to  give  any  great 
amount  of  time  for  that  purpose.  Sub- 
ject to  that  reservation,  we  are  quite 
willing  to  accede  to  its  appointment. 

EGYPT  (EVENTS  IN  THE  SOUDAN)— 
REPORTED  FALL  OF  KHARTOUM. 
Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE: 
I  wish.  Sir,  to  put  a  Question  to  the 
Government  as  to  whether  they  have 
received  any  intelligence  from  Khartoum 
or  from  Egypt  with  respect  to  the  fall  of 
Khartoum,  or  the  position  of  General 
Gordon? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
My  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
has  asked  me  to  answer  this  Question. 
So  far  as  we  are  aware,  there  is  abso- 
lutely no  foundation  for  the  rumour  that 
has  been  circulated  as  the  fall  of  Khar- 
toum, or  as  to  the  capture  of  General 
Gordon.  That  rumour  appears  to  have 
originated,  so  far  as  we  have  been  able 
to  ascertain,  at  Cairo ;  and  we  have  re- 
ceived absolutely  no  confirmation  of  it 
whatever.  The  latest  intelligence,  I  be- 
lieve, that  we  have  received  arrived  late 
on  the  night  of  October  31,  in  a  tele- 
gram from  Sir  Evelyn  Baring.  He  said 
that  Sir  Charles  Wilson  telegraphs — 

''Kabbabish  Arab  has  brought  news  that 
Madhi's  troops  attacked  Gordon's  position  at 
Omdorman,  opposite  Khartoum,  a  few  days  a^, 
^  and  were  repulsed.    We  hear  also  that  hostile 
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of  tlio  Committee  of  last  Session »  and 
for  enabling  the  local  authorities  to  carry 
out  schemes  for  disposal  of  their  sowage 
in  their  own  localities  ? 

Mh.  QEORGE  RUSSELL :  The  Local 
Government  Board  have  beoa  in  com- 
munication with  the  several  Local  Au- 
thorities oa  the  subject.  The  last  reply 
was  not  received  until  last  week,  and 
my  rigrht  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Charles  W, 
Dillce  I  has  directed  that  the  inquiry  shall 
be  held  as  early  as  practicable.  The 
constituent  authorities  who,  in  response 
to  our  inquiries,  have  expressed  them- 
selves as  desirous  of  being  separated 
from  the  joint  district  are— the  Urban 
Sanitary  Authorities  of  Kingston,  Rich- 
mond, Heston  and  Isleworth,  New  Mai- 
den, and  East  Moulsey,  and  the  Rural 
Sanitary  Authority  of  the  Kingston 
Union,  It  is  also  to  be  inferred  that 
the  Teddington  Local  Board  are  in 
favour  of  separation.  The  action  of 
the  Board  with  regard  to  the  future 
arrangements  aa  to  the  district  must 
depend  on  the  decision  at  which  they 
arrive  after  the  inquiry  which  is  about 
to  be  held. 


Arabs  are  numeroua  again  at  Ghabr«,  on  tho 
Debbeh- Khartoum  roai],  I  think  those  reports 
»re  likoly  to  be  connect/' 

Sir  Evelyn  Baring  says  the  substance  of 
this  was  given  to  Renter' a  Agency  to 
correct  reports  about  the  fall  of  Khar- 
toum, which  are  devoid  of  foundation. 
That  is  the  latest  intelligence,  so  far  aa 
I  am  aware,  from  Dongola.  I  believe 
my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (Earl  Graurille)  has 
telegraphed  to  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  to  ask 
whether  he  can  give  any  e.vplanation  of 
the  reports  which  have  been  spread  at 
Cairo ;  but  I  think  the  answer  has  not 
yet  been  recteived.  I  may  also  state 
that  we  have  a  direct  contradiction  to 
the  statement  which  appears  in  The 
Timet  of  this  morning,  that  telegrams 
had  been  sent  by  the  Khedive  to  the 
Queen  and  the  Prince  of  Wales  giving 
an  account  of  the  alleged  fall  of  Khar- 
toum. My  right  hon.  Friend  has  also 
asked  me  to  answer  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Guildford  (^Mr. 
Onslow),  which  appears  on  the  Paper  as 
follows : — 

**  Whether  inatrucliona  havd  been  sent  to 
Lord  WolMeley  destining  the  official  positioii  bo- 
tw        '  If  and  General  Gordon,  ahould  they 

sp-  ;  and,  if  so,  %vhothcir  nuch  itistmc- 

tioii^  ...i,v  . .  t.n  cominuniLritpd  to  and  have  rc- 
ooived  the  approval  of  the  Khodive,  considering 
General  Gordon  is  a  serviiut  of  the  Khedivo  F  " 

Inafcrnctions  have  been  sent  to  Lord 
Wolseley  defining  the  relations  between 
himself  and  General  Gordon,  both  in 
their  civil  and  military  capacities.  These 
instructions,  so  far  as  they  relate  to 
General  Gordon*s  civil  appointment, 
have  been  sent  after  communication 
with,  and  with  the  concurrence  of,  the 
Khedive,  It  is  not  considered  desirable 
at  the  present  time  that  these  instruc- 
tions should  bo  made  public  until  Lord 
Wolseley  is  in  a  posit  ton  to  act  upon 
them. 

LOWER  THAMES  VALLEY  MAIN 

SEATEKAGE  BOAUD. 
Mft.  GILES  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
any  inquiry  as  to  the  dissolution  of  the 
Lower  Thames  Valley  Main  Sewerage 
Board  has  yet  been  held ;  what  consti- 
tuent authorities  have,  in  response  to 
his  inquiries^  expressed  themselves  as 
desirous  of  being  separated  from  the 
Joint  Board :  and,  whether  he  will 
grant  facilities  for  giving  effect  to  the 
recommendations  in  the  Special  Repoit 


ORDER    OF  THE  BAY. 


ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER  MA- 
JESTY'S MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECn. 
[adjourned  debate.]  [eighth  Kioirr.] 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Main  Question  [28th  Oc- 
tober,] **That,  &c."— [See  page  69,] 

Main  Question  again  proposed* 

Debate  rmutned, 

AMENDMENT    (MR.    SEXTON)-COM. 
POSITION  OP  JURIES  (IRELAND), 

Mb.  SEXTON,  in  rising  to  move  the 
following  Amendment : — 

'*  But  humbly  to  rqjrosent  to  Her  Majesty 
that  it  is  essentiftl  to  the  public  interest  that  tha 
Criminal  Ijftw,  more  particularly  with  regard  to 
the  composition  of  juries,  be  impartially  ftdmin- 
iflterod  to  the  diflfw^at  da«80«  of  the  people  of 
Ireland," 

said,  that  the  Queen's  Speech  contained 
no  reference  to  Ireland,  and  he  was  of 
opinion  that  one  branch  of  the  Irish 
case  demanded  the  urgent  attention  of 
the  House.  He  therefore  moved  this 
Amendment.  It  was  characteristic  of 
the  system  under  which  the  affairs  of 
Ireland  w^ere  administered — a  system 
combined  of  cruelty  aad  evaaioxi — ^^.W^ 


799 


Addrui  in 


1  COMMONS  I 


imwtr  i&  Her 


800 


tbere  was  at  this  moment  in  the  House 
no  Minister  of  tho  Orowa  to  whom  tho 
Irish  Members  could  look  consistently 
for  an  answer  to  the  case  which  he  io- 
toud*  d  to  make.  At  this  critical  moment 
the  Minister  who  for  tho  last  two  years 
was  responsible  for  the  admJni??tratioii 
of  the  aft  airs  of  Ireland  had  discreetly 
retired  to  the  position  of  a  mere  spec- 
tator, and  tho  Government  had  ap- 
pointed to  succeed  him  a  Gentleman 
whose  mind  was  so  absolutely  a  virgin 
page  in  regard  to  the  afi'aire  of  Ireland 
that  he  rai|?ht  fairly  claim  to  be  abso- 
lutely absolved  from  the  duty  of  offering 
ftny  reply  to  any  question  on  that  sub- 
ject whatsoever.  He  thought  ho  was 
entitled  to  say  that  the  retii-ement  at 
this  moment  of  the  Minister  acquainted 
with  the  affairs  of  Ireland,  and  his  re- 
placement by  tt  Minister  absolutely  igno- 
rant of  the  facts  of  that  country,  was 
another  of  the  most  conspicuous  proofs 
of  the  mean  policy  of  evasion  on  the  part 
of  the  Liberal  Government  that  had 
been  afforded  since  thoy  came  into 
Office.  The  Irish  Members  said — '*By 
all  means  let  the  guilty  be  punished  and 
the  innocent  go  free,  but  let  these  re- 
sults be  produced  by  the  fair  and  due 
administration  of  the  law  ;  and  let  the 
Government  not  resort  to  fraudulent  do- 
vices,  and  let  them  not  put  sinister  de- 
signs in  force,  for  the  purpose  of  punish- 
ing innocent  men,  and  of  giving  impunity 
to  guilt."  It  might  be  assumed  that 
the  Amendment  which  he  now  respect- 
fully submitted  to  the  House  contained 
a  self-evident  proposition.  No  doubt, 
in  the  abstract,  tho  proposition  was 
self-evident,  if  it  was  essential  to  the 
public  interest  in  Ii'eland  as  in  every 
other  coimtry  that  tho  Criminal  Law 
should  bn  administered  impartially  be- 
tween ditlereiit  classes  of  the  people. 
The  Criminal  Law  in  England  and  Scot- 
land was  administered  importially  be- 
tween different  classes  of  the  people. 
The  humblest  peasant  of  the  Eealm  in 
the  Island  of  Great  Britain  accused  of 
any  crime  could  assure  himself  of  a  fair 
and  impartial  trial ;  but  many  rights 
that  were  freely  conceded  to  the  meanest 
subject  in  England,  in  Scotland,  and  in 
every  civilized  country  in  the  world, 
were,  in  his  own  unfortunate  country, 
conspicuous  only  by  their  absence.  It 
must  be  apparent  that  a  fair  adminis- 
tration of  trial  by  jury  was  of  last  im* 
portanoe,  both  to  the  individual  and  to 
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tho  community  at  large.  If  it  wero  essen- 
tial in  every  country,  it  was  of  the  very 
last  importance  in  Ireland,  because  in 
Ireland  there  was  a  constant  opposition 
and  a  chronic  conflict  between  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  people,  and  because 
in  Ireland  the  fortmie,  the  libc-rty,  and 
the  life  of  tho  private  citizen  were  placed 
in  extraordinary  and  special  danger 
from  the  devices  of  unscrupulous  men* 
lie  now  addressed  the  House  under  a 
heavy  responsibility,  to  speak  tho  truth 
according  to  his  conception  of  it,  and  he 
was  compelled  to  say  that  in  any  crimi- 
nal case  in  Ireland  in  which  the  agents 
of  the  Crown  presumed  that  there  was 
some  connection  with  the  movement  for 
the  social  improvement  and  the  exten- 
sion of  the  political  liberty  of  the  people, 
fair  trial  by  jury  was  a  thing  that  did 
not  exist  The  system  of  so-called  trial 
by  Jury  now  in  vogue  in  Ireland  was  pre- 
ceded by  a  system  in  which  trial  by  jury 
was  altogether  ignored.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  ( Mr.  W.  E,  Forster) 
caused  the  House  of  Commons  to  pass 
an  Act  giving  to  hia  own  personal  dis- 
cretion the  trial,  or  personal  liberty,  of 
every  man  in  Ireland,  In  the  course  of 
a  year  ho  imprisoned,  by  his  own  moro 
will,  1,000  men,  including  some  of 
the  most  considerable  in  the  country. 
After  the  lapse  of  a  year,  it  was  seen 
that  the  failure  of  the  pohcy  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  the  most 
conspicuous  failure  exemplified  in  the 
whole  course  of  the  unfortunate  deal- 
ings of  England  with  Ireland.  He 
aggravated  popular  passion  without  pro- 
ducing any  compensating  results.  The 
abandonment  of  this  syt^tem  was  accom- 
panied by  the  political  downfall  of  tlie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself,  and  to 
those  who  succeeded  him  in  the  Govern- 
ment  of  Ireland  ho  loft  tho  evil  legacy 
of  encountering  an  exasperated  people, 
and  the  inBnitely  more  difficult  funclioa 
of  avenging  the  crimes  which  his  blind 
fury  and  tyranny  had  provoked.  But 
even  after  the  downfall  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Government  did  not  by 
just  reforms  and  kiudly  treatment  appeal 
to  the  feelings  of  th<^  Insh  people  ;  on 
the  contrary,  they  entered  upon  a  career 
of  error  which  they  were  even  at  this 
moment  pursuing.  They  took  advantage 
of  one  conspicuous  crime,  and  availed 
themselves  of  the  indignation  created  in 
the  English  mind  for  applying  to  lb© 
people  of  Ireland  tho  most  drastic  and 
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the  most  ferocious  Coercion  Act  tliat  ever 
BOO  urged  a  people  nominally  free.  The 
Crimes  Prevention  Act  of  1882  allowed 
the  Government  of  Ireland  to  supersede 
the  system  cf  trial  by  jury,  and  left  it  to 
the  discretion  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
try  any  prisoners  charged  with  any  one 
offence  by  it  tribunal  of  three  Judges 
acting  without  a  jury.  The  Government 
had  never  put  the  provision  into  forco. 
Perhaps  the  reason  was  that  the  moment 
the  Act  was  passed  the  most  respectable 
Judge  upon  the  Irish  Bench — one  man 
vho  had  fought  his  way  to  the  position 
by  legal  abiJity,  and  not  by  political  sub- 
servience—gave up  bis  Jydgosbip  rather 
than  be  put  in  the  position  and  have  to 
administer  this  revolting  law.  Then  the 
PreTention  of  Crimes  Act  gave  the 
Attorney  General  terrible  power  in 
regard  to  the  admiDistratlou  of  the  law^ 
and  terribly  the  power  had  been  used* 
The  Act  enubk^d  the  Attorney  General, 
of  his  own  free  will,  as  a  matter  of  right 
— to  use  the  language  of  the  Statute  — 
to  remove  the  trial  of  any  prisoner  ac- 
cused of  an  indictable  offence  from  any 
one  part  of  Ireland  to  any  other  part, 
and  to  confine  the  trial  of  the  prisoner  to 
a  hybrid  panel,  partly  composed  of  land- 
lords from  the  county  and  partly  com- 
posed of  traders  from  the  town.  The 
tribunal  was  obviously  the  most  hostile 
possible  to  the  prisoner,  and  the  moat 
favourable  to  the  Crown.  This  provi- 
eion,  ho  might  observe,  was  smuggled 
through  the  House  in  the  form  of  a 
Schedule  after  the  appointed  Bepresen- 
tatives  and  spokesmen  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  had  been  suspended.  See  how 
this  Act  worked^  and  how  their  powers 
had  buen  used.  A  group  of  peasants 
were  charged  with  the  ooramiasion  of 
some  offence  in  the  South  of  Ireland,  to 
which  the  Crown  affixed  the  character  of 
complif^ity  in  a  social  or  political  move- 
ment These  peasants  were  thrown  into 
goal.  The  Crown  from  the  lirst  moment 
intended  to  lead  up  to  a  verdict  of  guilty 
at  any  cost  j  and  the  moment  these  pri- 
soners, seized  at  random,  were  placed 
within  prison  walla,  the  case  was  given 
into  the  hands  of  some  one  of  the  most  un- 
Bcrupulous  and  most  disreputable  of  the 
agents  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland,  some 
man  who  had  cheated  his  own  wife,  some 
man  who  had  swindled  his  own  creditors, 
Bome  man  who  had  been  obliged  to 
appeal  to  the  tribunal  of  the  country  to 
protect  him  from  his  legal  obligations, 
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some  man  of  abandoned  life,  some  man 
of  broken  fortune,  some  man  who,  if 
justice  were  done,  should  be  placed  in 
the  dock  himself  instead  of  being  a  pro- 
secuting solicitor.  Such  was  the  man 
who  crawled  around  from  cell  to  cell  at 
night-time,  and  told  each  prisoner  the 
false  story  that  some  of  his  associates 
had  turned  informers.  At  the  same  time 
the  police  spread  false  rumours  that  one 
or  other  of  the  prisoners  had  given  way, 
and,  to  complete  the  practice,  a  magis- 
trate held  a  secret  inquisition  upon  the 
friends  and  relatives  of  the  unfor- 
tunate men.  Months  passed,  and  in 
some  cases  years,  one  Assize  Court  passed 
by  after  another,  and  the  Crown  still 
refused  to  prosecute,  hoping  that  from 
helpless  terror,  some  wretch  who  felt 
bis  own  neck  in  danger  might  make  a 
statement  not  only  of  the  guilt  of  hia 
fellow-prisoners,  but  a  statement  swear- 
ing symmetrically  to  tlie  whole  of  the 
story  prepared  for  him  by  the  agents  of 
the  Crown.  Then  the  right  hon.  and 
lenrned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  refused,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
to  try  these  men  in  their  own  county, 
and  transferred  them  to  the  East  of  Ire- 
land, where  they  were  placed  before  a 
panel  of  200  special  jurors,  of  whom 
three  things  might  be  said— first,  they 
differed  in  birth  and  in  creed  from  the 
accused;  next,  they  were  either  land- 
lords in  the  counties  or  traders  in  the 
towns,  who  conceived  their  interest  to 
be  summed  up  in  those  of  the  landlords, 
and  who  were,  therefore,  violently  op- 
posed to  any  man  of  whom  the  Crown 
lawyers  chose  to  say  he  was  concerned 
in  the  social  movement  of  the  people. 
Then,  lastly,  these  jurors  were  hostile 
to  the  movement  of  the  Irish  people 
for  the  enlargement  of  their  political 
rights.  The  Government  resorted  to  tho 
meanest  expedients  to  jmck  the  juries 
which  tried  such  prisoners.  It,  there- 
fore, happened  that  these  poor  peasants 
were  placed  upon  their  trial  by  men  who 
regarded  them  with  religious,  political, 
and  social  prejudice  of  the  most  extreme 
and  violent  character.  Surely  in  such 
a  case  the  Crown  might  have  allowed 
these  men  to  be  tried  by  the  panel  they 
had  themselves  prepared.  But  what 
happened?  Some  men,  of  the  type  of 
George  Bolton,  whose  restoration  to 
office,  as  they  bad  heard  in  the  maiden 
announcement  of  the  Chief  Secretary, 
was  on  evil  omen  for  the  official  cares  of 
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tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman — some  men, 
like  George  Bolton  and  his  gang  of 
obscure  and  sinister  agents,  took  this 
special  jurj  panel  in  their  hands,  and 
set  about  finding  out  every  man  "wha 
was  a  Catholic,  fur  to  be  a  Catholic  in 
Catholic  Ireland  was  to  the  Crown  rea- 
son enongh  for  refusing  credit  to  any 
man  upon  his  oath.  They  found  out 
every  man  who  was  in  any  way  identified 
with  an}'  national  or  patriotic  object, 
and  by  the  simple  process  of  repeating 
the  words  **  stand  by,"  the  12  men  whom 
the  Crown  agents  desired  came  into  the 
box  and  acted  as  jurors.  There  never 
was  a  more  solemn  and,  at  the  same  time, 
a  more  exasperating  farce  than  dealing 
with  the  liberties  and  lives  of  men  by  the 
method  he  had  described.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land might  as  well  have  found  the  men 
guilty  in  Dublin  Castle,  and  then  se- 
lected 12  persons  from  the  jury  panel  to 
ratify  his  verdict.  It  was  within  the 
knowledge  of  every  man  in  Ireland  that 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  could 
get  12  men  from  the  c]&m  he  had  de- 
scribed  who  would  be  ready  to  endorse 
any  finding  he  chose  to  make.  The  Ex- 
ecutive which  succeeded  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  felt  themselves  to 
b^  under  the  necessity  of  doing  eome- 
thing  to  satisfy  the  cry  for  vengeance 
and  for  blood  which  had  arisen  in  Eng- 
land; and  his  study  of  the  events  of  the 
last  two  years  had  forced  upon  him  the 
horrible  suspicion  that  they  resolved  to 
strike  terror  without  regard,  or  at  least 
primary  regard,  to  the  guilt  or  inno- 
cence of  the  special  individoal  whom 
they  might  select  as  the  object  of  their 
vengeance.  His  conviction  upon  that 
point  was  the  more  deep  when  he  re- 
flected that  the  whole  system  of  govern- 
ment in  Ireland  now  was  a  system  of 
punishing  the  innocent  if  they  could  not 
[  find^  the  guilty,  and,  in  some  cases,  of 
pnnishing  the  innocent  whether  the 
guilty  were  found  or  not.  That  system 
had  produced  a  feeling  of  the  most  pro- 
found disquiet  in  the  mind  of  every 
honest  man  even  in  England  and  Scot- 
land. It  had  produced  in  the  minds  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  amongst  whom 
these  terrible  wrongs  had  been  perpe- 
trated a  feeling  of  resentment  and  of 
horror  which  which  wonld  continue  to 
live  and  to  operate  long  after  the  present 
generation  had  passed  away.  This  sys- 
sm  had,  no  doubf,  enabled  the  Qovcru*  , 
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ment  to  claim  that  they  had  vindicated 
the  law-  It  had  enabled  them  to  give 
some  innocent  men  to  the  hangman^s 
rope  ;  but  he  wonld  tell  the  Government 
that  these  dead  men  in  their  prison 
graves  to-day  were  far  more  formidable 
to  English  rule  than  when  they  trod  th© 
earth,  and  that  those  who  were  now 
wrongfully  confined  in  convict  cells  be- 
hind bolts  and  bars  were  far  more 
powerful  witnesses  of  the  evils  of  that 
rule  than  any  of  them  who  enjoyed  their 
liberty.  Having  referred  to  the  pro- 
ceedings ol  the  Crown  in  regard  to  these 
humble  peasants,  and  described  the 
methods  which  had  culminated  in  their 
death,  he  asked  the  House  to  allow  him 
to  point  to  a  contrast.  Within  the  last 
few  days  the  Government  in  Ireland  had 
a  golden  opportunity  of  proving  to  the 
Irish  people  and  to  the  world  that 
they  were  prepared  fairly,  courageously, 
honestly,  and  impartially  to  administer 
the  Criminal  Law.  Two  high  officials 
of  the  Crown  had  to  be  placed  upon 
their  trial.  Did  the  Crown  in  the  case 
of  these  men  act  upon  the  first  hint  of 
evidence?  Did  they  act  as  they  did  in 
the  case  of  the  Tubbercurry  prisoners? 
No  ;  but,  thanks  to  the  moral  courage 
and  persoveranco  of  a  daring  journalist, 
who  knew  that  in  entering  upon  that 
teiTihle  enterprize  he  carric*d  hi.s  for- 
tunes and  his  liberties  in  his  hand, 
thanks  to  the  debates  resulting  from  hi8 
action  in  Ihat  House,  and  to  the  growth 
of  public  feeling  amongst  intf*lligent  and 
virtuous  people  in  Great  Britain,  the 
moment  arrived  when  the  Government 
were  no  longer  able  to  evade  the  issue 
and  screen  their  subordinates.  From 
the  outset,  however,  like  many  other 
Irishmen,  ho  felt  a  deep  suspicion  as  to 
the  course  the  Government  would  pur- 
sue. Officials  in  Ireland  knew  too  much 
of  the  system  of  government  that,  no 
matter  what  crime  an  official  committed, 
it  was  unsafe  for  his  superior  to  pursue 
him.  When  the  government  was  con- 
ducted by  base  tricks  and  sinister  in- 
trigues it  was  necessary  that  impunity 
should  be  accorded  to  subordinates  for 
their  crimes.  No  doubt,  Mr.  Cornwall  was 
awaro  of  the  tampering  by  the  Govern- 
ment with  correspondence  of  certain  per- 
sons; and  with  regard  to  his  worthy  fel- 
low-ofRcial,  Jam  es  Ellis  French ,  no  doubt, 
he  was  aware  of  proceedings  of  a  still 
more  strange  and  questionable  character. 
Did  t\xQ  Government  in  the  case  of  these 
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m^n  fujt  on  the  first  hint  of  evidence  ? 
No  ;  it  was  only  when  public  opinion  in 
England  drave  them  to  it  they  consented 
to  act.  They  allowed  French  to  remain 
at  his  post  in  Dublin  Castle  for  months 
after  evidence  was  forced  upon  their  no- 
tice. They  paid  him  bis  salary,  they 
allowed  a  committee  of  doctors  to  brings 
forward  a  plea  of  insanity,  they  rusti- 
cated him.  They  did  not  dismiss  him 
from  bis  office,  and  they  only  determined 
to  proceed  against  him  when  in  bis 
retirement  he  attempted  to  commit  a 
criminal  assault  npon  one  of  the  con- 
stables  of  bis  escort,  80  far  from  endea- 
vouring to  find  out  the  truth  of  the  case^ 
the  Government  had  not  up  to  the  pre- 
aent  time  used  the  evidence  which  was 
discovered  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mal- 
low, This  was  an  infamous  conspiracy. 
Did  the  Oovernment  apply  the  Law  of 
Conspiracy  to  it  ?  Did  they  place  them 
all  in  the  dock  together  ?  They  did  not. 
They  placed  them  in  the  dock  one  by 
one»  and  having  got  rid  of  the  lowest 
and  least  important  members  of  the  in- 
famous gangj  they  faced  the  cases  of  the 
two  principal  persons.  In  the  case  of 
Mr,  Cornwall  they  had  already  so  fixed 
the  date  of  the  conspiracy,  so  circum- 
scribed the  ambit  of  time  as  to  shut  otit 
the  chief  evidence  from  the  jury  ;  and  as 
to  the  composition  of  the  jury  itself, 
would  it  be  believed  that,  although  it 
must  be  obvious  that  a  great  many  of 
those  npon  the  panel  were  likely  to  have 
strong  sympathies  wnth  Mr,  Cornwall, 
not  a  single  one  of  them  was  ordered  to 
stand  aside  as  they  came  to  the  box  to 
be  sworn  ?  The  Ci'own  were  playing 
for  a  disagreement — they  were  angling 
for  an  acquittal.  They  pursued  that 
course  which  made  it  quite  impossible 
that  a  verdict  of  guilty  should  be  re- 
turned. He  was  informed  by  a  Dublin 
gentleman  with  great  opportunities  of 
knowledge  that  in  this  jury  of  Cornwairs 
there  were  11  of  his  fellow -Freemasons; 
but  60  flagrant  was  the  case  that  tbej 
were  unable  to  bring  in  a  simple  verdict 
of  not  guilty — they  folt  themselves  bound 
to  attach  the  significant  and  remarkable 
rider  that  they  had  amved  at  that  ver- 
dict because  sufficient  evidence  had  not 
been  brought  forward  by  the  Crown. 
That  verdict  of  the  Freemasons  of  Dub- 
lin proved  in  the  most  conclusive  way 
that  the  Government,  if  not  criminally, 
were  at  leaat  morally,  responsible  for 
the  failure  of  justice  in  this  case.    They 


had  confined  themselves  to  putting  for- 
ward two  of  the  most  tainted  and  dis- 
reputable w^itnesses  connected  with  the 
whole  trial,  and  they  bad  employed 
counsel  who  were  not  usually  intrusted 
with  the  conduct  of  criminal  cases. 
Where  was  the  Attorney  General,  where 
was  the  Solicitor  General^  and  where 
was  the  tried  and  truculent  Mr,  Serjeant 
O^Brien?  They  were  absent,  so  that  it 
could  not  be  said  afterwards  that  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  were  respon- 
sible for  a  miscarriage  of  justice.  Then, 
as  to  French.  It  would  appear  that  he 
faced  his  trial  with  a  light  heart.  He 
had  written  a  letter,  in  which  he  had 
said  that  the  Government  would  not 
enter  a  noUs  prostqut  in  his  case,  as 
certain  Irish  newspapers  would  be  down 
upon  them,  and  he  added  that— 

*'If  properly  worked  up,  I  cannot  Bee  why 
the  jury  should  agtco  in  my  caso  any  more  than 
they  did  in  Cornwall's.** 

An  official  in  Ireland,  no  matter  how 
heinous  the  offence  with  which  he  was 
charged,  thought  himself  entitled  to  im- 
munity and  to  something  more,  because 
he  had  been  an  agent  in  the  sharp  prac- 
tice and  sinister  business  which  had  en- 
abled the  Government  to  hang  innocent 
men.  French  was  anxious  that,  in  hia 
defence,  it  should  be  pointed  out  that  ho 
had  been  concerned  in  the  hounding  on 
of  informers,  and  he  said  that  if  this 
were  done  *'  the  English  Press  would 
take  it  up,"  and  added,  **I  should  be 
a  regular  hero/'  Here  was  a  fine  sample 
of  an  Anglo-Ii'ish  hero  manufactured  for 
British  consumption  !  French  went  on 
to  say  that  if  the  Government  would  not 
agree  to  his  terms  as  to  a  pension,  and 
aa  to  expenses  for  **  anxiety  of  mind  **  in 
addition,  he  would  '*  drive  them  out  of 
Ireland,  and  will,  perhaps,  see  some  of 
them  in  the  dock,  too.**  Would  the  Go* 
vernnient  give  their  interpretation  of 
this?     Well,  this  letter  proceeded — 

**  Marimtraana  will  bo  a  pain  in  their  side,  aud 
Itoid's  letter  will  support  tho  Xiitioniilist  idoa  of 
thti  muaaacre/' 

Who  was  Reid,  ana  wnut  avhh  m  iiia 
letter  ?  The  man  who  for  20  years 
conducted  the  Detective  Department  in 
Dublin  Castle  said  that  if  the  letter  of 
Reid,  a  Resident  Magistrate,  came  out, 
it  would  support  the  demand  made  by 
the  Irish  Party  for  the  relea8e  of  the 
four  men  now  unjustly  sutferlix'ig^^^xx^ 
servitude,   'W ou\i  l\i^  ^o^^^xvxs^^iiX*  -^-v^- 
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due  6  this  letter,  or  stippresa  it  ae  tbey 
suppressed  the  dying  d  eel  a  rat  ions  of  the 
two  men  in  Mylea  Joyce's  case  ?  No. 
The  Crown  felt  that  if  the  truth  were 
revealed  Lord  iSpencer  would  be  dis- 
credited. Whatever  erimes  were  com- 
mittod^  however  justice  might  be  flung 
to  the  winds,  tliermga  of  Lord  Spencer 
must  not  be  disturbed.  But  the  day  would 
come  when  the  three  so-called  indepen- 
dent witnesses  would  approach  the  ad- 
miuistration  of  the  Sacrament,  which 
they  had  not  done  elnce  the  day  of  the 
an  me,  and  the  whole  of  the  truth  of  the 
Maamtrasna  occurrence  would  come  out, 
BO  that  no  man  could  deuy  it.  Thero 
would  be  another  opportunity  within 
the  next  few  days  for  the  Crown  to  re- 
consider their  position  when  11  indus- 
trious and  respectable  men  now  in  t lie 
County  SHgo  Gaol  would  be  brought  up 
for  **  political  and  agrarian  "  olfeneeB 
in  the  very  Court  where  trial  by  jury 
in  the  case  of  Cornwall  was  made  a 
mookery.  Would  the  Couirt  which  bad 
allowed  a  jury  favourable  to  that  gen- 
tleman keep  out  of  the  box  every  man 
of  the  eame  creed  as  these  1 1  prisoners, 
or  every  mon  of  supposed  sympathy 
with  them  ?  If  bo,  the  officers  of  the 
Crown  would  perfect  their  disgrace. 
But  the  demands  of  public  policy  dic- 
tated the  adoption  of  a  wiser  and 
sounder  course.  It  was  an  evil  thing 
to  drive  home  to  the  hearts  of  a  sensi- 
tive people  the  feeling  that  hatred  of 
the  law  was  a  moral  duty,  and  that  a 
favourite  otficial  need  have  no  fear  of 
punishment.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  warned 
the  House  that  every  day  in  which  the 
Government  persevered  in  this  evil  policy 
would  be  a  day  of  loss,  perplexity,  and 
danger  to  them,  and  a  day  ol  continual 
aod  increasing  disgrace  before  the 
mvilijsed  nations  of  the  world.  He 
would  conclude  by  moving  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Mk.  O'BRIEN,  in  rising  to  second  the 
Amendment  said,  that  what  had  come 
to  light  with  respect  to  the  late  Inspec- 
tor General  and  the  e  di  ploy  men  t  of  such 
persons  as  Noonan  and  Macdermott, 
would  cause  the  House  to  reproach  itself 
for  its  refusal  to  grant  an  inquiry  which, 
sooner  or  later,  would  have  to  be  granted 
into  the  Maamtrasna  case.  In  the  course 
of  recent  investigations  he  had  reason 
to  ttoderafand  the  tlireats  which  French 
uttered  against  the  late  Inspector  Gene- 
ra1|  and  to  learn  the  meaning  of  French's 
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statement  that  he  was  in  a  position  to 
make  the  Castle  officials  **  bite  their 
nails."  It  woidd  bo  found  that  Colonel 
Hillier  would  not  be  the  only  official 
who  would  have  to  come  to  terms  with 
French-  In  what  had  come  out  with 
respect  to  Noonan  and  Macdermott  would 
be  found  the  strongest  evidence  of  crime 
organized  by  police  spies,  and  paid  for 
out  of  the  Secret  Service  money,  of 
which  French  had  the  administration. 
Macdermott  was  a  notorious  police  spy- 
It  was  admitted  that  he  had  had  inter- 
views with  Mr.  Jenkinson  and  the  Chief 
Superintendent  during  the  very  period 
when  he  was  organizing  a  dynamite  con* 
spiracy  for  which  a  number  of  men  had 
been  sent  into  penal  servitude.  The 
long  correspondence  between  Koonan 
and  Ball,  who  was  French's  factotum, 
threw  a  flood  of  light  on  these  matters. 
Noonan's  statement  appeared  at  the  time 
so  astounding  and  incredible  that  he 
could  hardly  give  credence  to  it;  but 
now  the  genuineness  of  the  correspon- 
dence had  been  placed  beyond  all  doubt 
by  the  admissions  in  the  letter  of  French. 
The  allegation  of  Noonan  was,  and  the 
correspondence  could  bear  no  other  \vl^ 
terpretation,  that  he  was  employed  by 
French  to  organize  the  murder  of  one 
of  the  Judges  in  Cork,  and  that  he  wag 
to  implicate  a  number  of  prominent 
Nationalists  in  Cork  in  the  conspiracy. 
Was  it  possible  that  charges  of  this 
kind,  coming  from  a  man  who  knew  so 
much,  should  remain  uninvestigated  ? 
These  charges  imputed  infamy  and  cor- 
ruption to  be  running  through  the  whole 
official  class  in  Dublin  Castle,  and  was  it 
possible  that  men  of  this  class,  who  wei-e 
at  the  bottom  of  all  this  buBiness,  w^oro 
to  continue  to  be  shielded  in  that  House  ? 
With  regard  to  the  trials  of  these  men,  the 
Crown  had  arranged  in  the  most  scan- 
dalous manner  to  procure  their  acquittal. 
The  House  would  remember  the  "rider" 
which  had  been  appended  to  the  verdict 
in  the  case  of  Cornwall  b}-  a  jury  which 
was  composed  of  1 1  Freemasons.  That 
rider^  as  his  hon.  Friend  said,  amounted 
to  a  very  significant  intimation  from  that 
jury  that  the  conduct  of  the  Crown  in 
the  case  had  excited  their  suspicion* 
He  was  ol  opinion  that,  coming  from 
such  a  juryi  there  never  was  a  stronger 
impeachment  of  the  prosecution.  Ho 
claimed  no  credit  for  his  part  in  oonnec- 
tion  with  these  revelations ;  but  he 
stated  deliberately  that  he  believed  that 
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he  bad  been  entrapped  into  it  by  the 
Crown,  who  were  nnder  tbe  conviction 
that  it  would  be  his  ruin.  Instead  of 
receivio|2f  any  assistance  from  the  offi- 
oers  of  public  justice  in  Ireland,  that 
House  was  aasured  up  to  the  last  niomeot 
that  the  obargea  were  groundless  against 
men  that  they  had  since  been  obliged 
to  put  into  the  dock.  They  hnd  handed 
over  their  evidence  to  the  Crown,  but 
they  had  not  attempted  to  procure  a 
single  scrap  of  fresh  evidence;  and  net 
only  that,  but  they  had  grossly  misuaed 
the  evidence  which  had  been  plae^od  at 
their  disposal.  As  to  the  discovery  of 
fresh  evidence,  it  was  perfectly  notorious 
that  their  investigations  only  touched 
the  fringe  of  a  widespread  and  perfectly 
horrible  conspiracy;  Even  without  stir- 
ring outside  the  ranks  of  the  Rnyal 
Irish  Constabulary  they  could  find  evi- 
dence enough  to  convict  French  10 
times  over.  They  had  f^ot  the  names  of 
dozens  of  mon  of  the  Royal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary, but  they  were  not  able  to 
utilize  their  evidence,  for  one  of  the 
El  lies  of  the  Force  forbad©  these  men  to 
give  any  information  to  outsiders.  The 
Crown  could,  however,  have  easily  com- 
manded their  evidence.  He  could  give 
two  names  of  Sub-Inspectors  which  had 
been  conveyed  to  Earl  Spencer  and  to 
Mr.  Jenkinson's  personal  knowledge, 
who  could  confirm  these  charges  against 
French  ;  Imt  not  the  slightest  attempt 
was  made  to  utilize  them.  He  wanted 
to  know  where  were  the  rewards  for  in- 
formation ?  Where  were  the  autograph 
letters  from  Earl  Spencer  preparing 
those  who  obtained  it  for  promotion  V 
Instead  of  this,  a  police  officer  whom  he 
oould  mention  who  wrote  to  Earl  Spencer 
apprising  him  of  the  charges  against 
French  was  watched  and  dogged  by  the 
sleuth-hounds  of  the  Govern naent  until 
a  trumped-up  charge  of  drunkenness 
had  been  made  against  him,  by  which 
unworthy  means,  and  on  that  pretence, 
he  was  driven  out  of  the  Force.  Oon- 
aidering  the  amount  of  evidence  which 
they,  unassisted  and  even  opposed  by 
the  Government,  were  able  to  amass* 
what  could  not  the  Crown  have  obtained 
if  they  proceeded  with  the  same  zeal  as 
they  did  in  the  Tubbercurry  conspiracy 
cases?  In  their  investigation  they  had  net 
used  any  discreditable  witnesses,  but  had 
four  young  men  of  Comwairs  own  rank, 
who  could  have  no  conceivable  motive  in 
bringing  ruinous  shame  upon  themselves. 


These  young  men  did  not  depose  to 
actual  felony  ;  but  they  could  have  satis- 
fied a  jury  as  to  the  infamous  acts  and 
criminal  practices.  The  Crown  had, 
however,  elected  to  try  him  upon  the 
charge  of  felony,  only  utilizing  the  un- 
corroborated evidence  of  two  young  men 
whose  testimony  they  had  deliberately 
rejected.  The  jury,  of  course^  acquitted 
Cornwall  of  felooy,  and  the  Crown  had 
so  proceeded  as  to  destroy  the  evidence 
for  nny  other  charge.  They  tried  Sur- 
geon Major  Fernandez,  of  the  Guards, 
in  Dublin,  but  never  attempted  to  trace 
up  his  associations  in  London. 

Mr.  HEALY:  They  dared  not— they 
would  come  upon  too  much. 

Mk.  speaker  :  Order,  order! 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  said,  in  continuatiou, 
that  in  the  case  of  the  miserable  old  man 
Pillar,  who  was  induced  to  plead  guilty, 
because  he  was  the  means  of  exposing 
his  aristocratic  fellow -criminals,  he  waa 
treated  with  relentless  rigour.  They 
would  not  accept  him  aa  an  informer, 
they  would  not  accept  his  plea  to  any 
minor  charge  than  that  of  felony.  If  he 
had  brazened  it  out,  he  would  doubtless 
have  been  acquitted  without  a  stain 
upon  his  character.  By  his  sentence  of 
20  years'  penal  servitude, all  the  evidence 
which  he  might  have  given  against 
Cornwall  and  his  confedei-atea  was 
etfectually  got  rid  of.  Tbe  two  other 
miserable  criminals,  Coneidine  and 
Fowler,  were  aleo  got  rid  of,  so  that  the 
decks  were  quite  cleared  for  the  trial  of 
Cornwall  and  Kirwan.  The  whole  of 
the  overwhelming  evidence  which  was 
available  against  these  men  was  bevilled 
and  mutilated  by  the  Crt^wn  so  that  it 
was  practically  useless.  The  result  was 
only  what  might  have  been  expected 
from  the  course  taken  by  the  Govern- 
ment. Had  the  Crown  been  in  earnest 
a  very  ditferent  result  would  have  ensued. 
If,  instead  of  trying  these  men  one  by 
one  for  felony,  and  thus  whittling  away 
the  case  that  could  be  made  against 
them,  they  had  indicted  them  all 
for  conspiracy,  a  conviction  might 
have  been  anticipated.  That  was  the 
course  taken  by  the  Government  in 
agrarian  cases,  and  if  ever  there  was  a 
case  in  which  such  a  procedure  would 
ha%^e  been  legitimate,  it  was  this  felony 
case.  It  was  all  but  impossible  to  prove 
individual  acts  of  felony  ;  but  there  was 
ample  e^ddence  to  convict  all  the  men  of 
conspiracy.     Thus,    although   Cornwall 
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and  French  had  no  direct  relatione  with 
one  another,  yet  they  had  all  relation  a 
with  the  same  gang.  By  refraining 
fi-om  putting  these  men  on  trial  tojjether, 
when  the  evidence,  individually  in- 
sufficient, would  eollectively  have  been 
aroplei  the  Government  had  really  done 
its  best  to  insure  the  acquittal  of  Corn- 
wall and  the  others  connected  with 
Dublin  Caetle.  He  would  ask  any  fair- 
minded  man  whether  the  whole  result  of 
these  trials  could  be  contemplated  without 
ehame  by  Englishmen  ?  The  Grown  also, 
when  these  officials  were  in  the  dock, 
pursued  exactly  the  opposite  policy  to 
that  which  was  adopted  in  political  cases* 
In  Fraocey  Hynes's  case,  26  jurors  were 
challenged  ;  in  Thomas  Higgina*s,  26 ; 
in  Pat  Higgins's,  42 ;  in  Pat  Joyces's, 
3D  ;  and  Joe  Poole's,  47.  On  the  con- 
trary, in  Cornwall's  case,  two  jurors  were 
challenged  only  ;  in  the  last  case,  none  ; 
and  ia  the  case  of  .Fernandez,  two 
Catholics  were  chaUenged.  It  was  no 
wonder,  after  these  cases,  that  there 
should  be  a  feeling  of  loathing  in  Ire* 
land  for  the  whole  Administration,  when 
the  failure  of  Justice  was  seen,  tind 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  put  no  confi- 
dence in  the  administration  of  the  law 
when  they  saw  justice  meted  out  in 
such  a  different  manner  to  Connaiight 
peasants  and  the  officials  of  Dublin 
Castle.  He  charged  Earl  8peueer  with 
being  as  much  responsible  for  the  failure 
of  justice  in  these  eases  as  he  was  for  the 
miscarriage  of  justice  in  the  case  of 
Myles  Joyce*  Sooner  or  later  the  House 
would  have  to  grant  an  inquiry  into  all 
the  matters  mentioned  in  the  speech  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton  J,  and  the  sooner  it  was 
granted  the  better  it  would  he  for  Earl 
Spencer  and  for  the  administration  of 
justice  in  Ireland. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  in  sort  in  the  ninth  paragraph,  aft^r  thn 
word  ♦*  us/*  th«  words  *'  bat  hnmbly  to  reprssent 
to  Her  Majesty  that  it  ia  easeDtial  to  the  public 
interest  that  the  Criminal  Ln.w%  raoro  paLrticu- 
Iftrljr  with  Tf'gard  to  the  composition  of  jnriee, 
be  impartially  administered  to  the  different 
cla»8e«  of  the  people  of  Ireland."— (J/r.  *Sex(on.) 

Question  proposed,  *  *  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted/' 

Me.  TEEVELYAN  said,  he  trusted 
that  hon.  Members  opposite  would  ob- 
serve that  respectful  silence  wbilo  he 
was  speaking  which  had  been  accorded 
to  the  two  last  speakers  by  the  Gen- 
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tleman  behind  him.  Their  remarks 
were  in  the  nature  of  aot'usations,  and 
what  he  should  have  to  say  would  be  in 
the  nature  of  a  defence.  He  regretted 
that  tbere  was  not  a  larger  attendance 
of  Members  in  the  House ;  hut  he  was 
glad  to  notice  that  the  House  that  heard 
the  two  previous  speakers  was  sub- 
stantially the  same  as  that  now  listening 
to  him.  It  would,  therefore,  be  for 
those  hon.  Members  to  say  whether  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  had 
substantiated  the  charges  made  in  sup- 
port of  his  Amendment,  tK>  the  effect 
that  it  was  essential  that  the  Criminal 
Law,  more  especially  with  regard  to  trial 
by  jury  J  should  be  impartially  adminis- 
tered to  the  people  of  Ireland.  He  had 
listened  with  interest  to  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo,  knowing 
that  if  there  was  a  case  to  be  made  out 
against  the  Government  it  would  be 
presented  in  the  best  way  by  the  hon. 
Member »  First,  then,  with  regard  to 
the  administration  of  the  Criminal  Law 
iu  Ireland  for  ttie  purpose  of  suppressing 
agrarian  crime,  the  hon.  Member  had 
drawn  a  jn'cture  in  very  high  colours, 
and  he  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  shun  Id  feel  it 
his  duty  to  draw  the  colours  much 
lighter.  The  hon.  Member  went  through 
all  those  charges  which  were  so  very 
familiar  to  hon.  Members  by  that 
time,  and  he  did  not  endeavour  to 
bring  forward  any  new  evidence* 
He  said  that  cases  were  with- 
drawn from  the  neighbourhood  where 
the  crime  was  committed,  presumably 
that  they  might  be  tried  where  there 
was  more  chance  of  justice,  though. 
they  were  taken  where  the  Government 
thought  they  were  more  likely  to  obtain 
a  conviction.  He  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  should 
say,  on  the  contrary,  that  they  were 
transfeiTed  from  places  where  public 
opinion  was  in  some  cases  of  a  diseased, 
and  in  others  of  that  unfortunate,  nature 
which  produced  agrarian  crime  or  in- 
duced timidity — taken  from  districts 
where  there  was  no  chance  of  a  fair  trial 
to  others  where  prisoners  would  be  tried 
without  fear  or  favour.  But  whether 
his  description  or  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  was  right  or  wrong,  this, 
at  all  events,  was — that  change  of  venue 
was  laid  down  by  tbe  Statute  in  the  6th 
section  of  the  Act  of  1882,  and  he  maia- 
tained  it  would  be  in  the  greatest  degree 
unfair  if  the  same  House  of  Commons 
which  had  passed  that  Statute,  and  laid 
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on  the  Insh  Executive  the  obligation  of 
seeing  that  that  change  of  venue  was 
carried  into  effect,  if  that  same  House  of 
Commons  passed  a  Vote  of  Censure  on 
tho  Irish  Executive  for  doing  what  thyy 
did  to  carry  out  the  undoubted  intention 
of  the  present  Parliainent.  The  hon. 
Member  then  spoke  of  the  preliminary 
investigation  upon  oatb,  when  there  was 
no  defendant  specially  charged  with  a 
crime,  and  compared  it  to  the  worst  days 
of  the  proceed! ugs  of  the  Star  Chamber. 
But  this  was  a  method  of  gettiag  at  the 
truth,  which  was  devised— and  rightly 
devised — in  the  interests  of  the  com- 
munity,  and  it  was  a  mode  of  get- 
ting at  the  truth  which  was  practised 
in  several  Continental  countries,  and 
©specially  in  one  Continental  country 
with  which  Irish  public  opinion  was 
supposed  to  be  more  closely  in  sympathy 
with — he  would  not  say  than  with  any 
country  in  the  world — than  any  other  on 
the  soil  of  Europe.  He  alluded  to  France, 
and  it  was  a  method  which »  in  his  own 
opinion  and  that  of  a  considerable  num» 
ber  of  persons  who  had  given  the  subject 
a  much  more  enlightened  attention  than 
he  had  been  able  to  give,  might  very 
well  extend  to  England  and  Scotland. 
It  was  obligatory  on  thu  Irish  Executive 
under  the  Act  cf  1882  to  carry  out  this 
species  of  examination  on  oath  bt^fore  a 
magistrate  where  they  thought  it  ought 
properly  to  be  applied.  The  matter  was 
debated  at  great  length  in  Parliament, 
and  he  maintained  that  the  I ri^h  Execu- 
tive had  no  choice  whatever  except  to 
apply  it  to  crimes  of  that  description 
which  were  described  in  the  Preamble  of 
the  Act.  Then  the  hon.  Mumber  de- 
scribed special  juries  as  a  tribunal  Jo 
which  exception  had  been  taken.  He 
thought  that  they  were  class  juries.  He 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  said,  on  tho  other  hand, 
that  special  juries  were  juries  which 
were  not  subjected  to  those  peculiar 
influences  and  considerations  which 
rendered  61  murders  un  punish  able  in 
Ireland,  and  that  they  were  juries  with 
which  they  had  some  chance  of  a  fair  and 
righteous  judgment.  He  did  not  say 
all  these  murders  were  brought  before 
juries  under  the  system,  though  of  com- 
mon juries  which  were  susceptible  to 
those  influences  61  murders  went  un- 
punished, and  that  argument  was  a  most 
substantial  one  with  the  House  of  Cora- 
muns  in  changing  the  law.  When  the 
House  of  Commons  did  change  the  law 


after  several  evenings' debate,  this  pro- 
vision was  inserted  in  the  Bill  in  the 
shape  of  the  6th  section,  and  it  was  ab- 
Bohitely  impossible  for  the  Irish  Exe- 
cutive to  ignore  it.  The  question  of 
special  juries  or  of  common  juries  and 
of  the  complete  inabihty  of  the  system 
of  common  juries  to  cope  with  the  re- 
pression of  crime  in  Ireland  was  dis- 
cussed on  several  nights  in  the  House* 
Of  that  he  was  absolutely  certain,  as  he 
on  more  than  one  occasion  remembered 
making  speeches,  quoting  suggestions, 
and  giving  statistics  of  crimes  not  made 
amenable  to  the  law.  The  particular 
consideration  that  this  scheme  was 
passed  at  a  time  when  the  hon.  Member 
for  SI i go  and  a  good  many  of  his  Friends 
were  absent  from  the  House — [Mr. 
Healy  :  Driven  from  the  House]— that 
it  was  passed  under  those  circumstances 
did  not,  in  his  opinion,  and  in  the  opi- 
nion of  Parliament,  hinder  the  Irish 
Executive  from  carrying  it  into  effect. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  made  some  ex- 
ceedingly general  and  trenchant  remarks 
on  the  character  of  the  nameless  official 
who  was  connected  with  the  getting  up 
of  criminal  cases  in  Ireland.  No  one 
could  doubt  but  that  he  referred  to  Mr. 
George  Bolton.  They,  at  all  events, 
were  matters  in  dispute,  and  he  took  a 
different  view  from  the  hon.  Member, 
The  hon.  Member  supported  his  obser- 
vations about  the  peculiarities  of  the 
juries  with  certain  hearsay  anecdotes  as 
having  passed  between  jurors  and  pri- 
vate friends  of  his  own  as  to  their  deter- 
mination to  convict  at  all  hazard.  The 
answer  to  all  this  very  brilliant,  bat,  in 
this  respect,  very  vague  rhetoric,  was 
that  the  verdicts  had  been  discriminat- 
ing. There  had  been  the  same  propor- 
tion as  they  had  at  the  English  Assizes 
of  convictions,  of  acquittals^  and  of  re- 
commendations to  mercy.  In  Ireland  at 
the  present  time  they  were  almost  free 
of  agrarian  crime,  and  he  believed  the 
great  body  of  the  Irish  farmers  were 
heartily  glad  that  murderous  crimes  had 
greatly  diuuQished.  They  recognized 
the  fact  that  these  crimes  were  growing 
with  fearful  rapidity  up  to  the  time  of 
the  Crimes  Act  coming  into  operation, 
and  they  looked  for  the  peace  of  their 
homesteads  and  their  livings  rather  to 
Acts  of  Parliament,  which  constituted 
a  more  legitimate  method,  than  to 
those  acts  of  violence  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mallow  said  were  regarded 
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by  them  to  a  certain  extent  as  a  eafe- 
ffuard  for  their  p^^^P^^ty  and  rights* 
[Mr.  O'Brien  said,  he  said  nothing  of 
the  kind.]  The  hoe.  Member  might  not 
have  eaid  so,  but  he  indorsed  the  view. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  had  aUo 
complained  that  in  the  case  of  those 
persons  accused  of  felonious  practices 
the  Government  had  not  exercised  the 
power  of  previous  inquiry.  But  the 
Government  could  not  put  that  power  in 
foi*ce  in  such  cases  as  those.  The  Pre- 
vention of  Crime  Act  of  1882  was  never 
intended  to  deal  witli  cases  such  aa 
those.  What  was  the  Preamble  of  that 
Act? 

**  Whereas,  by  the  recent  aotlon  of  secret 
societiea  and  combinatiuns  for  illegal  purposee 
in  Ireland  ttie  operation  of  the  ordioary  law 
has  become  insutEcicnt  for  the  repression  and 
i^revention  of  crime,  and  it  is  expedient  to  mftke 
further  provision  for  the  purpose.'* 

The  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  then  went  to 
the  case  of  persons  accused  of  certain 
odious  Crimea,  and  complained  that  the 
14th  section  relating  to  inquiries  on  oath 
was  not  adopted  in  that  case.  He  (Mr. 
Trevelyan),  however,  said  that  while  the 
Irish  Government  was  not  ju&tifiBd  in 
lotting  that  section  lie  dormant  iu  cases 
of  agrarian  crimes  by  secret  societies,  ho 
did  not  say  it  would  have  been  justified 
in  putting  it  in  force  in  the  case  of  these 
odious  crimes.  That  special  power  was 
placed  by  Parliament  in  the  liands  of  the 
Irish  Executive  in  all  cases  of  crimes  of 
a  p  articu  I  am  ature .  It  was,  in  d  eed ,  part 
and  parcel  of  the  Proveution  of  Grime  Act, 
1882.  Hon.  Members  opposite  appeared 
to  imagine  that  that  Act  was  passed  for 
the  purpose  of  dealing  w  ith  those  adious 
crimes  ;  but  bis  opinion,  and  that  of  the 
Irish  Government,  was  that  it  was  not 
passed  for  that  purpose.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mallow,  who  supported  him  at  greater 
length,  and  far  greater  detail,  said  that 
the  charges  against  these  incriminated 
persons  were  not  followed  up  with  pro- 
per zeal,  energy,  and  efficiency ;  and 
what  were  the  arguments  which  were 
given  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  was 
told  that  there  were  1 1  Freemasons  upon 
the  jury  that  tried  them!  That  might 
be  so ;  but  it  was  certainly  new  to  him 
that  Freemasons,  in  matters  judicial  or 
politioal,  were  persons  that  ought  to  be 
excluded  from  court.  Now,  he  knew 
Bomethtng  about  Freemasonry,  and  he 
did  not  think  it  was  a  secret;  but  there 
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was  no  more  oflFensive  application  that 
could  possibly  be  made  by  an  inex- 
perienced canvasser  to  a  Freemason  than 
to  endeavour  to  actuate  his  vote  at  a 
political  election  by  representing  him  aa 
a  brother  Mason.  It  was  a  fact  that 
a  Freemason  resented  extremely  having 
his  Freemasonry  appealed  to  on  such  an 
occasion;  and  it  had  never  crossed 
the  mind  of  the  most  suspicious  Old 
Bailoy  barrister  that  it  was  in  the 
slightest  degree  to  the  advantage  of  a 
client  of  his,  if  he  was  a  Freemason, 
that  another  Freemason  happened  to  be 
on  the  jury.  If  it  was  the  case  even 
that  there  were  11  Freemasons  on  this 
jury,  it  was  very  difhcult  to  imagine  that 
the  Government  could  be  charged  with 
having  formed  this  very  curious  jury,  be- 
cause one  of  the  charges  made  against 
the  Government  was  that  they  refrained 
from  challenging  jurors.  On  this  ques- 
tion of  challenging  jurors,  in  the  matter 
ofOornwall  and  French,  the  Government 
apxieared  to  him  to  stand  in  a  very  firm 
position.  The  Government  was  strongly 
and  veheaiontly  accused  by  both  sides  in 
this  unhappy  affair  of  having  acted  most 
unfairly.  They  were  charged  by  the 
hon.  Member  with  nut  having  struck  off 
from  the  jury  the  friends  or  the  people 
who  might,  from  political  opinions  or 
from  social  position,  be  supposed  to  bo 
sympathizers  of  Cornwall ;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  they  were  charged  by  the 
friends  of  Cornwall  —  notably  by  his 
solicitors — with  having  refrained  from 
using  the  power  of  challenging  jurors 
and  with  having  left  on  the  jury  well- 
known  Nationalists.  In  tht«  case  of 
French,  jurors  were  challenged  by  the 
Government ;  and  for  what  purpose  f 
Those  jurors  who  had  served  on  the 
Cornwall  jury  were  challenged — [Mr. 
Healy  :  One] — and  that  was  the  only 
purpose  for  which  the  Government  used 
its  right  of  challenging,  which^  in  his 
opinion,  was  a  very  proper  purpose.  The 
Government  were  then  charged  with  not 
having  brought  forward  sufficient  or 
proper  evidence  against  these  men.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Mallow  had  complained 
that  the  Government  tried  Mr,  Oomwall 
on  the  charge  of  felony  first.  What 
would  the  hon.  Gentleman  have  said  if 
the  Irish  Government  had  not  adopted 
that  course?  The  hon.  Member  had 
charged  Mr.  Cornwall  in  his  paper  with 
being  a  felon.  If  Mr,  Cornwall  was  not 
a  felon,  that  was  a  libel.     But  the  jury 
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distinctly  found  that  Mr.  Cornwall  was 
a  felon,  and  then  the  Irish  Government 
was  accused  of  favouriog  Mr.  Cornwall, 
because,  after  that  finding,  they  put 
him  upon  his  trial  as  a  felon.  Surely, 
tha  evidence  that  convinced  a  civil  jury 
was  the  evideoce  to  be  brought  before  a 
orimtnal  jury.  [Home  Ruie  interrupt t on , 
and  cries  of  ^ol''] 

Mr.SPEAKEH:  Hon,  Members  must 
not  interrupt. 

Ma.  TREVELYAN  said,  that  when 
Mr.  Cornwall  had  been  acf|uitted  of 
felony,  the  Executive  Gfovernment  pro- 
ceeded against  him  on  the  higher  oharge. 
The  Irish  Government  proceeded  against 
Mr,  Cornwall  for  conspiring  to  promote 
immorality,  and  that  was  the  only  legal 
indictment  upon  which  he  could  havo 
been  charged  with  the  slightest  hope  of 
a  conviction.  As  regarded  the  evidence, 
every  scrap  of  evidence  which  the  Go- 
vernment thought  was  legal  testimony 
bearing  upon  this  charge  was  collected 
and  brought  forward.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  had  insinuated  that  the 
Government  were  afraid  of  proceeding 
against  Mr.  Cornwall,  because  he  was  in 
possession  of  certain  secrets.  That  was 
an  insinuation  which  could  not  be  brought 
against  them  with  any  effect,  because 
the  Government  in  its  action  in  Mr. 
Corn  wall*  9  case  showed  that  it  was  not 
afraid  of  his  exposing  any  secrets  that 
might  be  in  his  possession.  The  very 
first  moment  that  the  Government  had 
any  evidence  before  them  they  put  Mr. 
Cornwall  upon  his  trial.  ['*  No,  no  !  **] 
The  moment  the  civil  action  was  decided, 
and  had  gone  against  hiro,  no  time  was 
lost  in  putting  Mr.  Cornwall  upon  his 
trial  upon  charges  the  House  might  be 
very  certain  a  Government  did  not  make 
against  a  man  with  whom  they  had 
guilty  secrets  in  common.  Then  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  read  a  letter 
from  French,  and  it  was  extraordinary 
that  there  should  seem  to  exist  in  the 
mind  of  the  hon.  Member  the  belief  that 
there  was  in  the  rhodomontade  of  French 
anything  which  was  at  all  discreditable 
to  the  Irish  Executive.  French  declared 
that  he  would  put  them  out  of  Irelaufl, 
and  that  if  they  wanted  to  make  terms 
with  him  without  a  pension  he  must  get 
£20,000  and  nothing  less.  That  docu- 
ment appeared  to  him  to  be  about  as 
odious  and  as  disgraceful  to  the  person 
who  wrote  it  as  any  document  could 
possibly  be,  and  he  was  extremely  sorry 


at  the  u^^e  which  had  been  made  of  it  in 
that  House.  The  threat  of  French  waa 
one  of  a  nature  to  which  the  Government 
could  not  pay  the  slightest  attention. 
(^InterntplionA 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  said,  ha  must  request 
that  those  interruptions,  which  were  un- 
seemly, be  discontinued,  or  he  should 
be  obliged  to  take  further  notice  of 
them. 

Mr,  TREVELYAN  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  had  stated  that  he 
should  bewilder  tho  House  by  his  elo- 
quence. He  (Mr.  Trevelyan')  was  certain 
that  what  that  matter  required  was  not 
eloquence,  but  a  statement  of  plain 
facts.  He  had  often  objected  to  making 
the  House  of  Commons  a  Court  of  Law  to 
try  cases ;  but  it  was  much  worse  still  to 
turn  it  into  a  sort  of  whisperinggallery  for 
making  insinuation  against  individuals 
clearly  of  a  criminal  nature,  the  very 
name  of  the  crime  not  being  given,  and 
the  insinuation,  too,  proceeding  from  a 
foul  and  corrupted  source,  A  nation 
whose  Eepresentatives  could  accept  ac- 
cusations against  its  public  servants  on 
the  mere  insinuation  of  a  man  driven 
into  a  corner  by  a  criminal  charge,  would 
hardly  be  worthy  of  Representative  Insti- 
tutions at  all.  The  threats  of  French 
proved  nothing  except  that  the  Govern- 
ment, in  the  opinion  of  the  man  against 
whom  they  were  proceeding  for  an  odious 
crime,  were  acting  in  a  way  to  provoke 
his  apprehensions,  and,  with  hi**  appre- 
hensionSj  his  indignation.  Unfair  and 
unscrupulous  the  Government  was  not  j 
but  it  would  do  its  best  to  bring  to  jus- 
tice men  who  never  would  have  been 
placed  at  the  criminal  bar  but  for  the 
belief  in  their  guilt.  There  was  only 
one  other  matter  to  which  he  had  not 
referred,  and  that  was  a  short  passage 
in  the  letter  abont  the  Maamtrasna 
trials — 

**  Tho  Maamtrasna  case  will  be  a  pain  in  the 
aide,  though  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it ; 
bat  if  Reid's  letter  comes  out,  it  would  help  to 
support  the  National  ideas  about  Maamtrasna/' 

Tliere  was  one  clause  in  that  sentence 
he  fully  believed— that  the  writer  did  not 
know  anything  about  the  Maamtrasna 
case,  for,  if  he  did,  he  would  know  there 
was  no  letter  from  Mr.  Bead  that  in  any 
way  could  be  construed  to  support  or 
assent  to  the  view  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westmeath  (Mr,  Harrington)  and  his 
Colleagues  put  forward  on  that  case. 
Ho  maintained  that  the  conduct  of  the 


61^ 


Addrm  %n 


( COMMONS  1 


AmwiT  to  Mm- 


Government  in  all  the  cases  actually  re* 
ferred  to  by  the  hon.  Members  for  Sligo 
and  Mallow  bad  been  conduct  not  of  a 
nature  to  qualify  the  peroration  of  the 
hoiL.  Member  for  Sligo,  or  the  Amend- 
meut  he  had  put  on  the  Paper.  He  did 
not  believe  they  would  produce  on  the 
mind  of  the  Houae  any  eonviction  that 
the  Irish  peasant  had  little  or  no  chauce, 
or  that  tJie  paid  official  little  or  no 
danger,  when  it  became  the  duty  of  the 
Irish  Executive  to  prosecute  the  one  or 
the  other.  Unless  the  House  approved 
of  these  two  propositions,  he  was  sure 
they  would  be  very  slow  to  pass  the 
Amendment,  To  use  words  he  had  ouly 
too  often  used  in  the  House,  it  would 
render  it  difficult  and  even  im possible 
absolutely  to  repress  crime  in  Ireland, 

Mr.  PATRICK  POWEE  said,  that 
although  he  belonged  to  a  Party  which 
had  had  exceptional  treatment  at  the 
hands  of  the  House,  and  although  he 
had  to  speak  on  a  subject  which  he  knew 
was  diatastefid,  he  trusted  that  he 
should  receive  the  indulgence  which  was 
always  extended  to  a  new  Member,  He 
felt  that  the  majority  preferred  to  be 
informed  by  Gentlemen  on  their  own 
Bide  of  the  House,  who,  as  tbey  sup- 
posed, knew  a  great  deal  more  about 
Ireland  than  the  Irish  Members  sitting 
near  him  did.  Hepreseuting  as  he  did 
a  constituency  which  had  suffered  long 
and  much  at  the  hands  of  the  officials  of 
the  (iovernment,  he  felt  he  would  not  be 
discharging  his  duty  lo  them  if  he  did 
not  lay  before  the  House  some  of  the 
reasons  which  made  the  English  rule,  as 
administerc^d  at  Dublin  Castle ^  so  hated 
aod  detested  by  the  Irish  people.  In 
most  countries  the  object  of  all  wise 
statesmen  was  to  rule  the  country  ac- 
cording to  the  views  of  the  majority,  and 
to  prove  to  all  classes  that  the  scales  of 
justice  were  held  evenly,  and  where  that 
opinion  did  not  prevail  they  never  could 
have  peace  and  order.  Unfortunately, 
in  Irc^iand  those  wise  rules  were  com- 
pletely set  at  naught.  They  had  one 
law  for  the  rich,  and  another  for  the 
poor ;  one  law  for  the  part  of  Ireland 
North  of  the  Boyne,  and  another  for 
the  portion  South  of  the  Boyne ;  one 
law  for  the  freize- coated  trespasser,  and 
another  for  the  trespasser  in  pink.  In 
tbis  country,  again,  the  Crown  officials 
and  the  Judges  of  the  land  were  men 
who  conducted  the  business  of  the  CroTvn 
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in  a  way  which  was  a  credit  to  the  coun- 
try and  the  Constitution  ;  in  Ireland,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  was  very  different. 
There,  all  was  given,  not  for  merit,  but 
for  political  reasons,  and  the  Judge  a 
were  thus  made  partizans.  Kthe  hon. 
and  learned  Members  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  and  Plymouth  (Mr.  Clarke),  who, 
in  a  recent  Maamtrasna  debate,  con- 
demned the  tone  of  the  speech  of  the 
Solicitor  General ^  were  to  hear  some  of 
the  political  harangues  to  which  the 
Irish  pe<iple  were  treated  from  the 
Bencb,  tbey  would  think  the  speech  of 
the  Solicitor  General  a  very  weak  per- 
formance. They  were  expected,  under 
these  circumstanoes,  to  respect  law  and 
order.  They  heard  that  cant  phrase 
from  all  quarters;  but  the  people  who 
spoke  it  forgot  that  the  first  thing  ne- 
cessary was  to  make  laws  wortby  of  re- 
spect. Neither  the  laws  nor  those  who 
administered  them  were,  with  very  few 
exceptions,  worthy  of  respect.  He  felt 
certain  that  before  very  long  they  would 
have  the  opportunity  of  asking  a  Tory 
Solicitor  General  lor  those  depositions 
and  otbc^r  documents  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Government  did  not  care 
to  produce,  A  Uathuliccbaplain,  who  had 
attended  at  six  executions  in  the  prison 
to  which  he  was  attached,  had  informed 
him  that  he  was  not  more  certain  of  hia 
own  existence  than  of  the  inuoeence  of 
two  of  these  convicts.  The  Government 
officials  in  Ireland  only  consulted  tho 
public  feeling  of  England.  They  had  a 
remarkable  instance  of  this  the  other 
evening  when  the  Prime  Minister  ap- 
pealed to  the  public  opinion  of  England 
in  support  of  Earl  Spencer,  and  ignored 
the  feeling  in  Ireland.  Kespect  for  Eng- 
lish law  had  never  been  at  so  low  an  ebb 
in  Ireland  before.  Talbot,  several  years 
ago,  visited  his  district  in  the  County 
Waterford,  and  by  direction  of  Dubliu 
Castle  was  guilty  of  the  most  heiuoits 
sacrilege  with  the  view  of  worming  him- 
self into  the  confidence  of  the  National- 
ists, A  priest  residing  in  the  locality 
had  written  to  him  on  this  subject — 
*'  All  his  villainies  were  perpretated 
under  the  direct  supervision  of  the  Local 
Authoriti<^s.^*  With  circumstances  liko 
these  occurring  they  were  asked  to  re- 
spect law  and  order.  If  the  English 
Government  wished  tu  make  their  rule 
respected,  and  to  obtain  that  moral  sup- 
port without  which  no  Government  could 
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BtaQd,    they  must    change   their   hand 
altog'ether, 

Mk.  BIGGAE  said,  the  right  hoii. 
Gentle  man  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  had  not  replied  to  some  of 
the  strongest  points  of  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr,  Sexton),  more  especially  with  regard 
to  what  was  a  very  important  part  of 
his  hon.  Friend^e  speech — namely,  the 
packing  of  juries.  Everybody  in  Ireland 
was  anxious  that  the  perpetrators  of  the 
Haamtrasna  murders  should  be  con- 
victed and  punished  ;  and  he  was  cer- 
tain that  a  jury  of  the  County  Gal  way 
would  have  given  as  impartial  a  verdict 
upon  the  case  as  any  jury  in  any  other 
part  of  Ireland, 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Ma.  BIGGAR,  con  tinning,  said,  in  the 
case  of  Joe  Poole,  tried  in  Dublin  for  mur- 
derj  over  40  jurors  were  challenged.  The 
duty  of  the  Crown  he  believed  to  be,  to 
have,  so  far  as  possible,  an  impartial 
jury;  but  what  they  actually  did  was 
to  secure  a  conviction,  and  to  bring 
about  a  verdict  for  political  purposes. 
The  result  o£  all  this  was  that  the  law, 
as  administered,  was  detected.  The  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  the  South  of  Ireland  was  re- 
ceived with  black  flags  suspended  from  the 
windows,  and  the  president  of  the  local 
Land  League,  who  shook  hands  with 
His  Excellency,  was  turned  out  of  hia 
office  and  had  to  apologize.  And  in  the 
North  of  Ireland  what  happened  ?  ^\Tien 
His  Eicelleucty  went  to  the  North 
of  Ireland,  a  Presbyterian  clergyman, 
who  was  also  a  reporter  for  a  certain 
newspaper,  because  he  shook  hands 
with  His  Excellency  and  received  him 
hospitably,  was  at  once  dismissed.  These 
incidents  showed  the  feeling  that  so  uni- 
versally prevailed  in  Ireland  with  refer- 
ence to  the  administration  of  the  law; 
and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  any  contempt 
in  which  the  law  was  held  in  Ireland 
was  due  to  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
administered.  There  was  an  institution 
in  that  City  with  which  they  were  doubt- 
less  more  or  leas  acquainted,  associated 
with  the  name  of  **  Judge  and  Jury/' and 
Baron  Nicholson  might  be  said  to  pre- 
side with  quiteaa  much  dignity  and  fair* 
Bess  at  that  **  Coal-hole  "  as  some  of  the 
Irish  Judges,  of  whom  a  certain  number 
were  admittedly  of  an  objectionable  cha- 
racter. 


Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  I  do  not  think  that 
expression  just  used  by  the  hon.  Member 
is  a  proper  one. 

Mii.  BIGGAR  :  What  expression  ? 

Mr.  8PE AIiER :  I  must  call  on  the 
hon.  Meoiber  to  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  BIGGAE:  Withdraw  what  ex- 
pression ? 

Mu.  SPEAKER  :  The  expression  was 
one  reflecting  on  the  Judges  of  the  land, 
I  oak  the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw  iti 

Mr.  BIGGAE :   Withdraw  what  ? 

Mr,  SPEAKER:  The  expression mado 
use  of,  and  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  does 
not  withdraw  it,  I  will  be  obliged  to 
take  further  notice  of  his  conduct* 

Mr,  BIGGAR:  But  what  was  the 
expression  ?  If  I  knew  precisely  what 
it  was,  I  might  explain  or  withdraw  it. 

Mr,  8PE/VKER :  The  hon.  Member 
used  an  expression  reflecting  on  the 
whole  Bench  of  Judges  in  Ireland.  Ho 
said  what,  according  to  my  recollection, 
and,  I  believe,  in  the  recollection  of  tho 
House,  was  of  a  very  insulting  nature, 
reflecting  on  the  Judges,  and  I  ask  him 
to  withdraw. 

Mil,  BIGGAE:  It  is  clear  you  have 
not  understood  what  I  said,  I  said 
a  certain  proportion  of  the  Judges  wero 
of  a  very  objectionable  charaoter.  I 
did  not  say  the  whole  of  them,  for  I 
do  not  hold  that  opinion.  I  can  name 
two  or  three  of  them  for  whom  I  have  a 
great  respect.  There  is  Chief  Baron 
Palles,  for  instance,  a  man  of  the  highest 
character,  and  also  Judge  Harrison  and 
Mr,  Justice  Andrews.  But»  on  the  other 
hand,  there  are  several  others  who 
cannot  be  mentioned  in  the  same  cate- 
gory. The  law  is  administered  in 
an  absurd  way,  and  the  magistrates 
are  appointed  in  a  way  that  deprives 
them  of  any  respect  fi'oni  the  people. 
The  policy  of  jury- packing  has  become 
quite  notorious,  and  the  result  is  that 
juries  are  provided  from  the  partizans  of 
the  Crown — men  belonging  to  the  land- 
lord class,  or  whose  sympathies  are  en- 
tirely connected  with  that  class.  The  Go- 
vernment will  do  well  to  remove  that 
system  of  jury- packing  in  such  a  whole- 
sale manner,  and  also  to  see  that  there  is 
a  revision  of  the  sentences  on  all  those 
who  are  now  in  prison,  and  who  have 
been  convicted  upon  the  decisions  of 
these  packed  juries,  and  thus  make 
some  reparation  for  their  past  miscon- 
duct. In  conclusion,  I  hope  this  dis- 
cussion will  be   a  caution   to  the  Go- 
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vernment  to  act  more  wisely  and  more 
fairly. 

Mr.  LEAMT  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  announcemeat  of  tlie  Chief  Se- 
cretary, in  answer  to  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Monaghan,  was  n 
far  more  serious  indictment  of  the  Go- 
ment  than  anytliiog  that  had  faUen 
from  the  Irish  Members.  Tho  admis- 
Bion  that  George  Bolton  had  been  re- 
appointed to  his  former  position  showed 
conclu^sivelj  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
and  the  present  Chief  Secretary  were  not 
only  resolved  to  set  the  National  Party 
at  defiance,  but  to  ignore  the  opinion  of 
every  honest  man  in  the  country.  There 
was  one  significant  fact  about  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  under  the  Crimes 
Act — namely,  that  such  administration 
obtained  the  approval  of  the  Coaserva- 
tive  class  wbich  in  England  donouneed  the 
Premier  as  a  traitor  to  his  country,  and 
which  declared  that  the  policy  of  the 
Liberal  Party — except  in  Ireland — was 
one  against  which  every  honest  English- 
man ought  to  rebeh  Three  weeks  ago 
he  had  an  experience  in  Dublin  which 
he  wished  every  English  Minister  had. 
He  thought  it  would  make  tLem  ask 
whether  their  policy  in  Ireland  was 
a  wise  one.  Going  home  about  8 
o'clock  in  tho  evening,  he  heard  a  clat- 
tering of  hoofs  and  a  clanging  of  sabres. 
Then  he  saw  a  dragoon  trotting  along, 
and  40  yards  behind  him  another 
dragoon.  Then  came  a  whole  crowd  of 
dragoons,  and  in  the  midst  of  them  was 
tho  Ijord  Lieuteiiant*8  carriage^  sur- 
rounded by  men  armed  to  the  teeth. 
This  was  one  result  of  the  Liberal  Coer- 
cion Act*  for  in  the  timeof  Tory  rule  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  was  accompanied  by  but 
a  few  soldiers,  less  for  service  than  for 
show.  This  change  was  owing  to  the 
policy  of  coercion  and  repression ,  which^ 
if  it  had  been  practised  by  their  political 
opprments,  would  have  brought  down 
the  denunciation  of  tho  Liberal  Party, 
whose  Irish  policy  was  the  only  one 
which  was  supported  by  the  Co  user* 
vatives.  The  late  Chief  Secretary  had 
made  no  attempt  wholly  to  defend  the 
policy  pursued  when  he  was  in  Office, 
Ho  only  said  that  the  Coercion  Act  was 
given  him  by  that  House,  and  that  it 
would  bo  unfair  for  the  House  to  blame 
the  Irish  Government  for  tho  manner  in 
which  the  Act  bad  been  used.  He  (Mr. 
Leamy)  thought  there  was  a  want  of 
manliness  about  that  statement.    The 


right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  attempt  to 
justify  the  manner  in  which  the  Act  had 
been  employed.  Then  he  said  that 
si  mil  ar  powers  were  exercised  by  foreign 
tribunals — in  France,  for  instance.  It 
was  extraordinary  to  find  such  a  lover 
of  freedom  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
going  to  France  to  find  an  excuse  for 
the  policy  which  he  was  pursuing  in 
Ireland.  It  was  true  that  Irishmen 
sympathized  with  France,  for  France 
had  opened  her  ai^ras  to  their  forefathers^ 
who  were  driven  from  Ireland  by  these 
same  infamous  British  laws,  and  he  (Mr. 
Leamy)  wished  to  God  that  every  Irish 
soldier  who  had  fallen  under  the  Eng- 
lish flag  could  have  fallen  under  the 
flag  of  France,  instead  of  under  a  flag 
which  had  brought  misery  and  ruin  ana| 
degradation  into  every  country  into 
which  it  had  been  carried.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  had 
said  that  the  Act  had  been  employed 
for  the  purpose  of  eliciting  tho  truth. 
The  same  excuse  was  made  by  the  Mi- 
nister of  tho  Star  Chamber,  and  in  de- 
fence of  every  species  of  torture  in  tho 
worst  days  of  the  Spanish  Inquisition. 
The  one  thing  remarkable  about  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  the  readiness 
with  which  he  came  forward  to  defend 
every  system  adopted  in  Ireland  which 
was  opposed  to  all  that  was  Constitu- 
tional in  England.  Then  as  to  jury- 
packing,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  he  could  see  no  reason  why,  if 
a  Freemason  were  put  upon  Ids  trial, 
Freemasons  should  be  tabooed  from  the 
jury.  But  he  would  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  why,  when  he 
claimed  that  for  the  Freemasons,  he 
would  refuse  the  same  independence  of 
mind  to  a  man  who  happened  to  be  a 
CathoHc  ?  In  all  the  trials  that  had 
taken  place  men  had  been  ordered  to 
stand  aside;  and  he  defied  any  man  in 
Ireland  to  discover  any  reason  why  nine 
out  of  10  of  those  men  should  have 
been  so  ordered  to  stand  aside  unless  it 
was  because  they  were  Catholics.  It 
was  notorious  that  almost  from  time  im- 
memorial Catholic  after  Catholic  had 
been  ordered  to  stand  aside.  Supposing 
that  an  indictment  resulted  from  the 
Birmingham  riots ^  and  that  three  or< 
four  Gentlemen  of  the  Liberal  Party — 
those  who  got  over  the  wall — were  em- 
pannelled,  would  any  Attorney  General 
have  the  hardihood  to  order  every  maOtj 
whom  he  knew  to  be  a  supporter  of  Mr. 
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Chamberlam  to  stand  aelde?  8i:>  hmg 
as  the  Qovernment  administered  the 
CrimiDal  Law  in  England  in  a  different 
manner  from  that  in  which  it  was  ad- 
miniistered  io  Ireland,  so  long  they  must 
expect  the  people  in  Ireland  to  regard 
the  administration  of  the  law  %vith  dis- 
trust and  hatred.  The  Irieh  Mem  here, 
however,  were  speakiog  to  a  deaf 
House,  because  the  Tory  Party,  unfor- 
tunately, was  satisfied  to  see  them  put 
upon  by  the  Liberals,  as  they  knew  that 
it  caused  them  to  hate  the  Liberals;  and 
the  Liberal  Party  w^as  convinced  that 
the  present  Ministry  was  incapable  of 
doing  wrong.  But  as  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  been  found  to  have  blundered 
in  Egypt  and  South  Africa  and  other 
parts  of  the  world,  so  he  would  be 
found  to  have  blundered  in  Ireland- 

Mb.  BAHIIY  said,  he  conceived  that 
in  England  it  would  be  utterly  impos- 
sible for  jurors  to  be  told  to  stand  down 
as  Catholics  were  in  Ireland  ;  but  his 
special  object  was  to  refer  to  some  of 
the  remarkable  statements  made  in  the 
letter  of  Mr.  James  EUia  French.  He 
was  much  struck  by  the  light  and  airy 
manner  in  which  the  late  Chief  Secre- 
tary (Mr,  Trevelyan)  had  passed  over 
that  part  of  the  case.  On  more  than 
one  occasion  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  stood  up  in  his  place  and  defended 
Mr,  French,  and  spoken  of  him  as  a 
tried  and  trusted  servant,  and  did  ev^ery* 
thing  he  could  to  ehield  him  from  the 
charges  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mallow 
(Mr.  O'Brien)  j  and  it  was  not  until  he 
was  driven  by  the  gathering  force  of 
public  opinion  that  he  had  taken  any 
steps  to  bring  French  to  justice. 
That  night  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  spoken  of  French  as  a  **  wretch/' 
and  had  used  the  strongest  terms  he 
could  in  reference  to  him.  That  was  a 
remarkable  change  of  front,  because, 
after  all,  it  must  be  admitted  that  the 
unfortunate  man  had  not  yet  been  found 
guilty,  and  the  cause  of  that  change  of 
front  might  be  found  in  the  letter.  The 
letter  was  not  written  to  intimidate  the 
Government ;  it  was  written  by  French 
to  a  trusted  friend,  and  by  a  mere  acci- 
dent came  into  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Therefore,  the  attempt  of  the 
ex-Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  neu- 
tralize the  impression  made  by  it  fell  to 
the  ground.  Statements  of  the  kind 
contained  in  the  letter,  conuDg  as  they 
did  from  one  who  had  been  a  high  and 


trusted  official  of  the  Crown,  demanded 
searching  inquiry  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.     The  letter  said — 

**  Now,  as  to  the  pension.  I  think  from  th« 
way  I  a.in  treated  hy  the  Government »  I  will 
beaitate  very  much  before  I  come  to  any  tarma 
with  thcm»  and  erposo  them  ad  much  aa  I 
possibly  can," 

Wiea  a  man  like  French  was  in  a  i>08i- 
tion  to  talk  of  exposing  the  Government, 
it  subjected  them  to  veiy  grave  sus- 
picions, A  little  further  on,  the  letter 
said — 

*'  If  Roid'a  lett^  came  out»  it  would  help  to 
anpport  tho  National  idea  about  Alaamtraana/* 

That  was  also  a  remarkable  statement, 
seeing  the  position  which  Mr,  Eeid  occu- 
pied, and  considering  that  in  all  proba- 
bility he  would  be  the  successor  of  Mr» 
Jenkinson ,  The  letter  also  said^ — * '  Then 
there  is  Macdermott  and  many  others/' 
Nowj  this  Macdermott,  it  was  said,  was 
a  man  engaged  by  French  to  get  up 
Fenian  conspiracies.  He  hoped  they 
would  have  some  explanations  from  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  by-and-bye 
with  reference  lo  the  statements  in  this 
letter,  and  that  he  would  give  an  as- 
surance that  the  allegations  would  be 
thoroughly  and  fairly  investigated.  In 
this  country  they  had  been  told  for  the 
last  three  months  that  it  was  a  monstrous 
and  intolerable  thing  that  the  will  of 
the  people  with  respect  to  the  franchise 
should  be  obstructed  by  some  50  Peers. 
But  if  that  was  an  intolerable  thing  in 
England}  was  it  not  still  more  intoler- 
able that  in  Ireland  the  will  of  the 
people  with  regard  to  tho  administration 
of  justice  should  be  set  at  naught  by 
one  Peer?  The  Irish  Members  might 
not  he  able  to  prevent  that  now,  but 
they  were  able  to  expose  it ;  and  the 
time  would  come  when  they  would  be 
strong  enough  to  put  an  end  to  it. 

Mr.  MAKUM  said,  that  it  was  ex- 
tremely ditBcult,  if  not  impossible,  for 
the  English  people  to  understand  tho 
state  of  feeling  in  Ireland  upon  thia 
question  of  jury-pacldng  without  some 
knowledge  of  the  previous  history  of  tho 
country;  and  he  would,  therefore,  pro- 
ceed to  give  a  short  historical  retrospect. 
[The  hon.  Gentleman  then  quoted  some 
paragraphs  from  a  work  by  Mr.  O'Con- 
nell,  passing  in  reriew  some  of  the  great 
landmarks  in  Irish  history,  Beginniiig 
with  the  period  of  1612,  when  the  Irish 
people  were  first  received  into  allegiance 
— before  that  time  they  ^ex^  \iftjssift3i.  vx 
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all  legal  documenta  ftnd  Acta  of  Parlia- 
ment **  the  Irish  enemy^**  and  might  be 
murderofl  by  a  person  of  English  descent 
Tvith  impunity — ho  passed  on  to  the  War 
of  the  Con  federation  in  1641,  at  the  close 
of  which  the  property  of  the  Native 
races  was  utterly  confiscated  ;  then  to 
the  ReTolution  of  1688  and  the  Treaty 
of  Limerick;  and  on  to  the  Beign  of 
Queen  Anne,  when  the  Penal  Laws  were 
imposed.]  The  system  of  jury-packing 
was  calculated  to  rerive  all  those  old 
memories  and  kindle  them  iixto  a  flame. 

Mr.  kSPEAKEE  :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  his  remarks  are  not 
relevant  to  the  question  before  the 
Houee^ — the  administration  of  the  Crimi- 
nal Law  in  Ireland.  I  must  ask  him  to 
keep  more  strictly  to  the  subject  of 
debate. 

Mb.  MARUM  ^aid,  he  would,  of 
course^  bow  to  the  ruling  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  would  just  sum  up. 
He  proposed  to  make  his  references  rele- 
vant by  showing  that  the  introduction 
of  the  doctrine  of  ascendency  at  trials 
in  Ireland  tended  to  raise  bitter  feel- 
ings with  regard  to  the  past.  In  addi- 
tion to  the  testimony  of  Edmund  Burke 
upon  the  pointy  he  desired  to  quote  an 
old  Minute  published  by  the  Dublin 
Corporation,  That  Minute  set  forth  the 
position  of  Protestants  in  Ireland,  and 
advised  the  Catholics  to  rest  content, 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
must,  for  the  second  time,  call  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  attention  to  the  irrelevancy 
of  his  speech. 

Mr.  MARUM  said,  that,  in  deference 
to  the  ruling  of  the  Chair,  he  would 
not  pursue  the  matter  further.  All  ho 
desired  to  prove  was  that  it  would  he 
wrong  for  the  (Jovernmont  to  do  any- 
thing to  rekindle  the  unfortunate  difiFer- 
euce  which  existed  in  the  past  with  re- 
gard to  religion.  At  the  present  time 
there  was  no  commercial  element  in  Ire- 
lanci,  and  the  residt  was  tliat  they  had 
partizan  juries.  In  such  a  state  of  things 
he  preferred  a  trial  before  thx^ee  Judges, 
with  a  right  of  challenge.  If  the  ielec- 
tion  of  the  jury  was  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  Judge,  he  shoiild  think  the  ar- 
rangement an  equitable  one ;  but  to 
hand  it  over  to  the  Crown,  to  officials 
whose  reputation  and  credit  depended 
on  securing  a  conviction,  and  to  place  in 
their  hands  an  unlimited  right  of  chal- 
lenge, was  plainly  unfair  to  the  prisoners. 
It  waa  only  by  criticism  in  that  House 
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they  could  call  the  attention  of  the  public 
to  the  injustice  worked  by  the  present 
system,  and  the  ill-feeling  it  created 
among  the  Catholic  population,  who  were 
ordered  to  stand  l)y  and  excluded  from 
the  jurj'-box.  He  had  received  great 
complaints  on  this  head  from  many 
quarters.  In  one  case,  within  his  ow^n 
knowledge,  a  magistrate,  having  con- 
siderable jurisdiction  in  cases  where  be 
acted  both  as  Judge  and  jury,  waa  or- 
dered to  stand  aside  because  he  was  a 
Catholic.  In  this  way  all  the  old  and 
painful  associations  which  had  collected 
round  the  diflference  in  creed  existing  in 
Ireland  were  revived,  and  the  difficulty 
of  administering  justice  and  of  dispos- 
ing the  people  favourably  to  its  adminis- 
tration greatly  increased. 

Me.  MOORE  said,  he  would  not  follow 
hon.  Members  opposite  in  denim ciation 
of  the  Irish  Judges ;  but  he  should  not 
be  doing  his  duty  to  his  constituents,  or 
to  his  own  conscience,  if  he  did  not  rise 
and  testify  to  the  widespread  dissatisfac- 
tion which  existed  in  consequence  of  the 
continued  exclusion  of  Roman  Catholics 
from  the  jury-box,  He  did  not  so  much 
object  to  a  change  of  venue  ;  but  he  de- 
plored, in  the  strongest  language,  the 
trial  uf  men  of  humble  class  before 
juries  strictly  composed  of  men  differing 
from  them  in  both  class,  interest,  and 
creed.  He  earnestly  hoped  the  time 
was  near  at  hand  when  this  most  ob- 
noxious system  of  the  chaUenge  of 
Roman  Catholics  as  Roman  Catholics 
should  cease,  for  it  was  the  cause  of 
a  widcspnad  feeling  of  dissatisfaction 
among  the  people  of  Ireland.  No 
doubt,  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 
were  a  highly  respectable  body  of  men  j 
but  it  was  desirable  that  they  should  be 
kept  under  a  well-regulated  system  of 
control,  especially  in  times  of  excep- 
tional legi!*lation.  He  wished  to  draw 
attention  to  the  case  of  some  publicans 
who  det'onited  their  houses  on  the  occa- 
sion of  a  Nation ftlist  meeting  at  Car- 
rick-on-Suir  There  waa  an  old  Statute 
which  made  such  a  proceeding  illegal, 
and  the  publicans,  on  being  fcummoned 
to  the  Court,  w^ere  fined  £2  a-piece  by 
the  magistrate,  who,  however,  recom- 
mended them  to  appeal  to  the  Board  of 
Inland  Revenue  for  a  remission  of  the 
fine.  A  similar  case  arose  during  the 
visit  of  the  Baroness  Burdett-Coutts  to  a 
remote  district  in  the  South  of  the  county 
of  Cork.     A  number  of  publicans  wetro 
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summaiied  for  clecoruting  their  houses ; 
but  the  magiatratea  refused  to  deal  with 
the  casOj  and  dismissed  the  summonses 
en  hloc.  lie  wanted  to  know  who  wat* 
responsible  for  these  frivolous  and  petty 
perisecutions,  which  aimply  harassed 
the  people  into  disloyalty  ?  Even  from 
the  Government's  own  point  of  view, 
these  prosecutions  were  injudicious  \  for 
they  might  rely  upon  it  that  they  would 
not  prevent  Nationalism  by  summoning 
Nationalists  for  hanging  out  a  black  or 
any  other  flag.  The  condition  of  the 
Irish  Prisons  came  within  the  scope  of  the 
Amendment,  and  with  regard  to  it,  the 
Eeporfc  of  the  Royal  Commission,  which 
had  been  presided  over  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  B-  Asaheton- 
Cross),  had  caused  great  uneasiness  as 
to  the  way  in  which  they  werct  managed. 
The  Commissioners  said  there  could  be 
no  doubt  that  the  punishments  were 
greatly  in  excess  of  those  inflicted  in 
English  prisons.  They  likewise  stated 
that  the  treatment  of  untried  prisoners 
under  remand  was  most  unsatisfactory. 
Moreover,  it  appeared  from  the  Report, 
and  it  was  one  of  the  most  alarming 
features  of  Irish  prison  life,  that  there 
was  an  unduly  large  number  of  insane 
prisonerSj  particularly  in  the  convict 
prisons  at  ilountjoy  and  Spike  Island ; 
and  it  turned  out  that  in  many  cases  in- 
sanity followed  the  frequent  repetition 
of  punishments,^  for  the  discipline  J  was 
very  harsh.  He  wished  to  know  what 
action  the  Government  intended  to  take 
in  regard  to  the  Keport  of  the  Royal 
Commission  ?  In  conclusion,  he  would 
express  an  earnest  hope  that  something 
would  soon  be  done  to  bring  these  insti- 
tutions into  a  satisfactory  condition, 

Mit,  WILLIAM  REDMOND  said,  it 
was  exceedingly  discouraging  to  the 
Irish  Members  to  come  down  to  the 
House  to  discuss  a  subject  of  such  im- 
portance as  that,  and  to  find  no  more 
than  about  hulf-a-dozen  English  Mem- 
bers present  to  hear  what  was  to  be 
said  on  the  question.  It  was  a  fitting 
illustration  of  the  mockery  of  the  so- 
called  government  of  Ireland  by  the 
House  of  Commons.  It  was,  however, 
satisfactory  to  see  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  three  Euglish  or  Scotch  Gentle- 
men who  had  beeUi  or  were  still,  con- 
nected with  the  administration  of  the 
law  in  Ireland.  He  wished  to  allude  to 
one  very  important  fact  aw  bearing  upon 
the  <x^e8tioii  before  the   House.     Her 


Majesty's  Government  had  thought  fit 
to  retain  in  the  Public  Service  Mr. 
Oeorge  Bolton ;  and  he  did  not  think 
there  could  be  a  circumstance  more 
tending  to  handicap  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
in  his  career  in  Ireland^  than  that 
simultaneously  with  his  first  public  ap- 
pearance,  the  reappointment  of  George 
Bolton  should  be  announced.  The  rea- 
son ho  said  that  was  thisr-^that  there 
could  be  nothing  done  that  would  cause 
more  indignation  amongst  the  Irish 
people  than  the  reappointment  of  Mr» 
George  Bolton.  If  the  Government 
were  serious  in  their  anxiety  to  bring 
about  contentment  and  peace  in  Ireland, 
why,  in  the  name  of  goodness,  did  the 
Govern mont  appoint  men  to  positions  of 
importance  who  were  actually  loathsome 
to  the  Irish  people  ?  Who  was  George 
Bolton  ?  He  was  a  man  who  was  no- 
toriously infamous  ;  a  man,  the  very 
breathing  of  whose  name  would  call 
forth  a  burst  of  indignant  remonstrance 
in  any  part  of  Ireland ;  therefore  hia 
reappearance  in  office  would  be  taken 
by  the  people  of  Ireland  as  a  challenge. 
Thtjy  would  say  that  the  Government 
had  supported  Bolton  beeausG  they  were 
afraid  of  him.  The  letter  of  French, 
which  had  so  unexpectedly  come  to  light, 
would  strengthen  that  impression.  The 
phrase  contained  in  it,  **nnd  perhaps 
see  some  of  them  in  the  dock,'*  could 
only  be  a  hint  as  to  what  it  was  in 
Frenches  power  to  do  if  ho  did  not  re- 
ceive what  he  considered  to  bo  ade- 
quate protection  from  the  Government. 
French  was  on  his  trial,  and  the  jury 
had  not  been  able  to  agree.  But  he 
fully  anticipated  that  French  would  be 
acquitted  and  provided  with  a  hand- 
some sum  of  money  to  enable  him  to 
withdraw  from  the  country.  Mr.  Bolton 
had  been  liberated  because  the  Govern- 
ment were  afraid  that  he  would  fulfil 
his  threat  of  disclosing  matters  which 
it  would  have  been  detrimental  to  their 
interests  to  make  public.  If  the  persons 
accused  in  the  Cornwall  case  were 
guilty  of  any  offence  it  was  one  of  con- 
spiracy, and  yet  the  Government^  instead 
of  indicting  them  together,  indicted 
them  separately,  the  consequence  being 
that  the  wealthy  and  xnfiuential  persona 
got  off,  while  those  without  money, 
friends,  or  position  were  convicted.  He 
wished  to  know  why  the  Government 
had    not    proceeded    against    French, 
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Cornwall,  and  the  others  cliELiged  in  tliis 
conspiracy  at  the  same  time^  as  had 
beeti  done  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Parnell 
and  the  officers  of  the  Land  League  ? 
If  he  might  supply  a  reason,  ho  would 
say  it  was  becausu  the  Government  did 
not  wish  tu  punish  Cornwall,  French, 
and  the  others,  but  merely  to  carry  on 
what  was  little  better  than  a  sham  trial 
for  the  purpose  of  keeping  up  the  cha- 
racter of  the  Irish  Administration,  The 
rule  of  Lord  Spencer  had  resulted  in 
his  being  unable  to  cross  the  street  un- 
less he  was  protected  with  soldiers  with 
drawn  sabres ;  nnd  even  if  the  whole  of 
the  Royal  Family  of  this  country  were 
to  transfer  their  residence  to  Ireland, 
**  bag-and-baggage,**  from  Her  Most 
Gracious  Majesty  the  Queen  down  to 
the  most  insignificant  understrapper  in 
Windsor  Castle,  there  would  be  the 
same  guards,  the  same  suspicion,  and 
the  same  trouble  in  the  administration 
of  Justice-  They  would  never  ride  Ire- 
land from  this  House,  because  the  peo- 
ple did  not  believe  in  them.  He  did 
not  say  that  people  in  Ireland  had  made 
up  their  minds  in  a  blind  way  to  oppose 
ever}^  rule  and  all  rulers.  They  were 
as  Bensible  to  kindness  and  good  go- 
yernment  as  any  people  ;  but,  from  the 
past  maladministration,  there  had  been 
aroused  suspicion  and  hatred  of  the 
law  in  Ireland  which  woidd  n»?ver  bo 
eradicated  from  the  minds  of  the  people 
until  an  Iris^h  Parliament  on  Irish  soil 
should  make  the  law  and  administer  it 
after  the  hearts  of  the  people  themselves. 
Sooner  or  later,  if  the  Government  did 
not  pay  attention  to  the  men  who  wore 
sent  to  that  House  to  speak  on  Ijohalf 
of  Ireland,  they  would  be  obhged  to 
listen  to  men  in  Ireland  who  would  per- 
haps command  tlieir  attention  more 
fixedly,  nnd  who  would  not  be  satisfied 
with  evasive  replies  from  the  Treasury 
Bench.  If  anything  could  tend  to  the 
continuance  of  the  Union  between  the 
two  countries  it  would  be  that  Englisb 
Members  should  show  more  interest  in 
Irish  affairs. 

Ma.  PLUNKKT:  I  can  assui-e  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
(Mr.  W.  Kedmond)  that  I  do  not  ask 
the  indulgence  of  the  Houso  in  the 
character  of  an  official  or  ex-official.  I 
desire  only  verj'^  bnelly  to  contribute  my 
opinion  and  testimony  on  tlie  question 
before  the  House  as  an  Irbh  Member 
And  SB  an  Iriahmau,     1  havo  no  in  ten- 
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tion  of  following  in  detail  the  course  of 
the  arguments  to  which  wo  have  lis- 
tened  this  evening*  I  cannot  claim  any 
special  official  knowledge  on  the  sub- 
ject, but  I  have  taken  an  interest  in 
this  discussion  through  the  common 
sources  of  information  which  are  open 
to  all  of  us  in  the  news|)apers,  and 
I  have  beard  to-night  the  whole  cose 
debated,  first  in  the  impassioned  speech 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton),  and  then  in  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
(Mr,  Trevelyan),  and  I  think  I  am  now 
in  a  position  to  form  an  impartial  and 
independent  opinion  on  the  subject. 
The  first  thing  I  have  to  say  is, 
that  most  of  the  points  raised  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  have  been  dis- 
cussed over  and  over  again.  The  only 
now  salient  features  in  the  case  are  the 
circumstances  comiected  with  the  prose- 
cution of  French,  and  the  very  extra- 
ordinary lotter  which  has  been  read  this 
evening.  It  would  be  moat  unjust  for  me 
to  express  any  ojiinion  1  may  have  formed 
on  this  subject,  whether  for  or  against 
French,  and  of  the  character  of  the  charges 
now  made  against  him,  for  the  very 
simple  reason  that,  as  I  understand, 
French  is  to  stand  his  trial  again  j 
and  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
ought  to  bear  in  mind  that  it  is  impos- 
sible for  these  cbargos  to  ho  made  with- 
out prejudicimg  in  a  most  unfair  way 
the  trial  of  French.  [An  hon.  Member  ; 
lie  may  trust  the  !■  reemasons,]  The 
hon.  Member,  I  think,  has  Freemasonry 
on  the  brain.  I  say  we  cannot  discuss 
this  matter  of  French's  with  any  degree 
of  fairness.  I  am  not  going  to  argn©  * 
either  the  case  of  Comwoll  or  tbe 
others  ?  How  on  earth  can  we  retry  them 
here?  If  those  gentlemen  had  been 
convicted,  there  would  have  been  very 
little  said  on  the  sentences  pronounced 
upon  them ;  but  tbey  ha%*e  stood  their 
trial,  they  have  been  acquitted,  and 
having  been  acquitted,  are  entitled  to 
all  the  consequences  residting  there- 
from, and  to  be  regarded  as  innocent. 
Then,  again,  as  regards  the  special 
charges  made  against  the  juries  who 
were  empannelled  under  the  Crimes  Act, 
why,  we  have  often  heard  those  charges 
before.  Ever  since  the  Crimes  Act  was 
passed,  ever  since  convictions  began  to 
be  had,  in  cases  in  which  our  own 
consciences  as  well  as  that  of  the  civilised 
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world  were  fully  satisfied  of  the  justice  i 
of  the  verdicts,  from  time  to  time  those 
complaiats  have  been  reiterated,  though 
they  have  never  been  aubatantiated. 
But  now  hon*  Gentlemen  from  Ireland 
bring  a  new  charge,  and  complain  that 
many  of  these  special  jurors  are  Free- 
masons, for  that  is  what  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Sligo  says.  I  hope  I  shall  not 
forfeit  his  good  opinion  of  me  when  I 
say  that  I  have  myself  been  a  Free- 
mason, and  have  held  high  office  in  the 
Order,  and  my  only  regret  ia  that  I  have 
not  been  able  of  la  to  years  to  attend  to 
those  excellent  and  pleaaant  meetiogs  of 
the  craft  as  often  as  I  once  was  able  to 
do.  But  to  charge  the  Freemasons  with 
a  desire  to  influence  men  in  their  politics, 
or  in  the  discharge  of  tboir  duties  as  spe- 
cial jurors,  is  the  wildest  imagination-  It 
13  no  disclosure  of  a  secret  to  say  that 
both  political  and  religious  discussions 
are  left  outside  the  door  of  Freemasonry 
altogether,  and  are  absolutely  forbidden. 

f**  No,  no  !  '■]  I  say  they  are  abso- 
utely  forbidden  so  far  as  regards  Free- 
masonry in  Ireland.  I  do  not  know 
what  may  be  the  practice  abroad ;  but 
DO  one  who  knows  anything  about 
Freemasonry  in  these  Islands  will  ven- 
ture to  suggest  that  a  man  can  gain 
or  lose  a  single  vote  on  the  ground  of 
his  being  or  his  not  being  a  Freemason. 
Such  a  thing  is  really  absurd;  and, 
certainly,  I  have  never  expected  to  gain 
a  Liberal  vote  or  lose  a  Tory  one  on  the 
ground  of  my  Freemasonry.  Nothing 
could  bo  more  odious  and  revolting  to 
the  spirit  of  Freemasonry  than  to  shield 
a  man  guilty  of  such  o  fife  noes  as  were 
charged  against  those  persons ;  and 
nothing  could  be  more  misleading  or 
insulting  than  to  make  such  a  state- 
ment. All  through  the  State  trials, 
the  special  jurors  summoned  under  the 
Grimes  Act  took  their  part  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice,  and  they  have 
been  exposed  not  only  to  these  severe 
criticisms  in  the  House  of  Commons  and 
on  the  public  platforms,  but  they  have 
done  their  duty  in  the  face  of  perpetual 
danger  to  their  property  and  their  lives, 
and  in  fact,  in  some  instances,  have  almost 
lost  their  lives.  This  1  say,  that  what- 
ever improvement  may  have  come  over 
the  face  of  my  unhappy  country  in  recent 
times  has  been  due  more  to  these  special 
jurors,  who  have  continued  to  do  their 
duty  in  difficult  times,  than  to  any  other 
cause*     I  feel  it  is  my  duty  to  bear  my 
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testimony  to  the  services  of  these  men, 
considering  they  have  been  so  severely 
denounced  by  some  hon.  Gentlemen  from 
Ireland,  As  to  the  G^overnment,  they  have 
defended  themselves,  and  I  am  not  going 
to  say  anything  in  addition  to  what  has 
been  urged  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland. 
For  my  own  part,  I  must  say  that  on 
most  subjects  connected  with  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland^  it  is  my  misfortune  to 
have  strongly  condemned,  step  by  step^ 
their  public  action,  and  much  of  their 
public  policy,  and  the  more  I  think  of  it, 
and  as  the  time  goes  by,  I  feel  more  and 
more  convinced  that  they  are  responsible 
for  very  much  of  the  misfortune,  diffi- 
culty, and  disgrace  that  has  fallen  on  my 
unhappy  country.  But  that  is  not  the 
question  to-night.  I  have  listened  to 
the  debate,  and  can  only  give  my  most 
independent  and  unbiassed  opinion  that 
the  charges  and  attacks  made  in  this 
instance  have  not  been  subetantiated ; 
and  I,  therefore,  feel  it  my  duty  to  sup- 
port the  Government  in  what  I  believe 
to  have  been  their  conscientious  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  KENNY  said,  he  was  of  opinion* 
that  Freemasonry  had,  to  a  conaiuerable 
extent,  influenced  the  verdicts  of  the 
special  jurors.  If  hon.  Members  would 
refer  to  a  letter  written  by  French,  but 
which  had  not  been  intended  for  publi- 
cation, they  would  find  the  following 
words :  — 

**  Tho  clork  here,  a  nic«  young  fellow,  is  a 
Mnson.  Tho  head  porter  told  me  ao  to-day, 
who  ifl  a  Uoman  Cntholic,  in  his  presence ;  so 
we  have  a  look  at  each  other.  I  nearly  think 
the  clerk  wished  me  to  know  it/* 

That  would  show  how  this  question  of 
Masonry  came  in  even  in  French's  case. 
Irish  Freemasonry  was  very  different 
from  English  Freemasonry;  in  fact,  as 
different  as  was  English  Freemasonry 
from  Continental  Freemasonry,  He 
thought  that  the  discussion  was  very 
appropriate,  because  it  coincided  with 
the  nutification  made  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  that  Mr.  George  Bolton 
had  been  restored  to  his  position  as 
jury -packer- in -chief  in  Dublin  Castle, 
Mr,  Bolton  had  been  whitewashed  by 
the  moral  officials  of  Dublin  Castle ;  and 
they  might  now  look  forward,  in  these 
cases  of  treason -felony  and  conspiracy 
to  murder,  to  Mr.  Bolton  being  left  to 
pursue  his  ancient  devices,  and  to  packed 
Juries  being  sent  to  try  men  dvts.%^<esft^ 
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from  remote  Tillagea  tlirougbout  the 
country.  He  would  refer  to  two  or 
three  cases  which  had  come  within  hie 
own  personal  knowledge  of  jury-paoking 
in  Ireland  within  the  last  year  or  two. 
Although hon^lifembers protested  against 
the  House  of  Commons  being  used  ae  a 
Court  of  Appeal,  he  thought  it  might 
very  appropriately  be  used  for  the  review 
of  certain  judicial  proooediuga,  especially 
such  as  the  manipulation  of  jurora  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Government  of  the 
day.  He  remembered  that,  some  time 
ago,  when  an  analysis  of  the  Dublin 
Jury  List  was  circulated,  a  gentleman 
wae  arrested  who  was  residing  in  Liver- 
pool on  suspicion  of  having  manipu- 
lated the  Jury  List.  He  was  tried,  and 
sentenced  to  six  months*  imprisonment 
for  having  put  forward  a  list  of  jurors 
for  the  City  and  Couuty  of  Dublin,  in 
which  he  gave  the  names  of  the  jurors, 
specified  their  religion,  and  gave  other 

Eartioulars  about  them.  He  aleo  remem- 
ered,  about  12  months  ago,  calling  the 
attention  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  to  the  case  of  Thomas  J, 
Bower,  a  special  juror  of  the  same  city 
and  county,  who  had  been  employed  by 
the  Crown  at  the  trial  of  certain  of  the 
Phoenix  Park  prisoners.  He  had  men- 
tioned the  case  in  order  to  ascertain 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what 
special  qualification,  or  wliat  qualifica- 
tion at  all,  Thomas  J.  Bower  possessed 
for  serving  as  a  special  juror  in  the  City 
and  County  of  Dublin,  because  he  had 
found*  on  inquiry,  that  the  position  held 
by  Thomas  J.  Bower  was  that  of  a 
messenger  employed  in  the  Custom 
House  of  Dublin  by  the  Board  of 
Works  Department,  with  a  salary  of 
20*.  a- week.  He  was  told  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  reply,  that  Thomas 
J,  Bower  had  the  necessary  rating  quali- 
fication which  entitled  hiiu  to  act  as  a 
special  juror,  and,  on  making  further 
inquiry,  he  ascertained  that.  Bower's 
rating  qualifioatton  was  derived  from 
some  room  he  occupied  over  a  riding- 
stable  in  Dublin,  which  he  had  adver- 
tised as  an  insurance  olfice.  Apart  from 
the  question  whether  it  wae  legal  or 
illegal  to  appoint  such  a  man  as  Bower 
to  the  position  of  special  juryman,  there 
was  this  fact — that  the  real  qualification 
which  entitled  him  to  be  a  special  jury- 
man in  Dublin  was  that  he  was  the 
secretary  and  paid  ofiBcial  of  three  or 
four  Orange  Lodges,  and  that  he  had 
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acted  as  an  Emergency  man  under  an 
assumed  name  in  the  county  of  Tip- 
perary  and  other  places.  When  ho 
(Mr.  Kenny)  mentioned  those  facts  to 
the  House,  the  reply  of  the  ex- Chief 
Secrettiry  for  Ireland  was  that  he  was 
holding  up  the  name  of  Thomas  J. 
Bower  to  public  odium »  and  that  similar 
consecjuences  might  befall  him  as  had 
happened  to  others  who  had  perf<*rmed 
their  duty.  He  (Mr.  Kenny)  cited  the 
case  now,  because  he  thought  there 
could  not  be  the  slightest  personal 
danger  to  Bower  in  repeating  it,  and  he 
only  repeated  it  as  an  instance  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  Jury  List  of 
Dublin  City  and  County  had  been  mani- 
pulated by  George  Bolton  and  his 
confrerss.  There  had  been  numerous 
instances  in  which  unfortunate  men 
had  fared  badly  owing  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  George  Bolton  and  other 
Crown  oihcials  had  manipulated  the  Jury 
Lists.  In  Ireland,  on  the  most  trifling 
evidence,  which  in  Eugland  would  con- 
vict no  one,  men  had  been  sentenced  to 
penal  servitude  for  life.  In  Cork,  in 
one  instance,  two  men,  whose  case  he 
had  brought  before  the  House,  and  in 
regard  to  whom  some  remarkable  cir- 
cumstances had  transpired— namely,  tha 
brothers,  Del ahunty— they  were  tried  at 
Cork,  and  he  wished  to  direct  the  atten- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  new  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  way  in  which  they  were 
arrested  and  tried  by  a  jury  in  Cork 
composed  entii-ely  of  Freemasons.  They 
were  transferred  from  a  remote  district 
in  the  county  of  Clare  to  the  city  of 
Cork,  of  which  they  knew  nothing,  and 
where  the  witnesses  who  were  necessary 
for  their  defence  were  not  likely  to  b© 
known  personally  or  to  bo  credited-  The 
chief  witness  summoned  on  their  behalf 
was  a  lady  of  high  standing  belonging 
to  a  wealthy  family ;  the  men  had  been 
in  her  emi>loyment,  and  she  swore  a 
distinct  and  clear  aUhi  for  one  of  them, 
the  evidence  going  to  prove  that  it  was 
highly  improbable  that  the  other  man 
could  have  been  in  the  place  where  it 
was  alleged  a  certain  individual  was 
fired  at.  The  evidence  of  this  lady  would 
have  been  fuDy  believed  if  the  ease  had 
been  tried  in  the  County  Clare;  but  in 
Cork  it  was  entirely  discredited  j  and 
one  doubtful  point  which  was  not  cleared 
up  on  the  trial — ^namely,  whether  a  ser- 
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vant  girl  bad  supplied  one  of  the  men 
Trith  a  revolver  feeforehand  or  not,  was 
not  cleared  up  owing  to  the  fact 
that  the  solicitor  for  the  defence  was 
not  present  to  instmct  counsel.  The 
men  were  convicted ^  and  at  the  present 
moment  were  undergoing  penal  servitude 
for  life.  A  remarkable  fact  had  since 
transpired  ^  namely,  that  a  man  had 
made  a  declaration  that  he  had  suborned 
the  evidence  against  these  men.  No 
doubt,  the  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  had 
stated  to  the  House  that  this  evidence) 
even  assuming  it  to  be  suborned^  was 
not  essential  to  the  conviction  ;  hut  that 
was  a  statement  very  common  for  an 
Irish  Law  Officer  to  make.  There  were 
many  other  instances  he  could  recite  of 
prisoners  who  had  been  convicted  by 
juries  composed  of  persona  opposed  to 
the  principles,  the  political  life,  and  the 
religious  sentiments  of  the  majority  of 
the  Irish  people.  He  wondered  what 
Englishmen  would  think  if  it  was  the 
habit  in  this  country  to  try  every  Pro- 
testant by  a  jury  of  C?atholic8  !  If  Eng- 
land were  only  for  a  short  time  sub- 
jected to  that  sort  of  treatment — if  upon 
every  jury  panel  the  names  of  Protest- 
ants were  studiousiy  omitted,  and  Catho- 
lics carefully  put  on — if,  whenever  a 
Freemason  was  brought  up  for  trial,  the 
jury  was  packed  and  wellknown  Papists 
were  empannelled  for  the  unmietakable 
purpose  of  securing  a  conviction,  he 
wondered  how  long  the  English  people 
would  tolerate  such  a  system.  It  was 
only  by  endeavouring  to  bring  the  case 
home  to  themselves  that  they  could 
realize  the  feeling  of  exasperation  and 
hatred  which  must  he  engendered  in 
Ireland  against  this  system,  so  opposed 
as  it  was  to  fair  play  and  common  jus- 
tice. The  eX' Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  for  the  second  time  that  night  trotted 
out  tho  number  of  unpunished  murders 
that  had  occurred  in  Ireland.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  mentioned  that 
there  had  been  61  persons  murdered  in 
Ireland,  in  connection  with  whom  the 
murderers  had  been  undetected.  Did 
that  list  of  6linolude  the  name  of  Michael 
Joyce  ?  Because  it  struck  him  (^Ir. 
Kenny),  in  computing  the  number  of 
murders  which  had  taken  place  in  Ire- 
land, it  was  not  only  undesirable,  but 
improper,  to  exclude  those  who  had 
been  murdered  by  process  of  law.  He 
thought  that   if    the   total   number  of 
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murders  which  had  taken  place  in  Ire- 
land, and  the  total  number  of  innocent 
men  who  had  been  executed  by  judicial 
process  were  counted,  the  number  of 
those  who  had  been  wrongfully  executed 
would  exceed  the  number  unpunished. 
Unhappily,  it  seemed  to  be  in  that 
House  a  perfectly  useless  task  to  direct 
the  attention  of  English  Members  to  this 
condition  of  afiFairs.  In  tho  condition  of 
affairs  in  Ireland,  the  administration  of 
justice,  or  rather  the  maladministration 
of  justice,  could  only  be  brought  home 
to  Englishmen  by  fetartling  occurrences. 
Whenever  a  great  crime  toak  place  in 
Ireland,  it  startled  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try and  they  directed  their  attention  to 
the  condition  of  things  there.  They  had 
itfrom  the  Prime  MinisterinMidLothian, 
when  recently  speaking  there,  that  so 
ooncentrated  was  his  attention  upon 
other  matters,  that  the  condition  of  Iro- 
land  for  some  four  or  five  years    had 

fraotically  escaped  his  examination, 
Mr.  Glabstoxb  :  No.]  A  statement  to 
that  effect  had  certainly  appeared  in  the 
newspapers ;  but  he  was  not  surprised 
at  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  contradic- 
tion, because,  in  the  first  plaee^  he  knew 
how  inaccurate  the  newspapers  were, 
and,  secondly,  he  was  aware  that  the 
Prime  Minister  never  admitted  the  ac- 
curacy of  any  newspaper  report.  He  he- 
Hoved,  however,  that  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter was  not  so  conversant  with  the  con- 
dition of  things  in  Ireland  as  he  might 
have  been,  and  that  a  great  political 
crisis  would  come  upon  his  Government 
before  he  was  at  all  cognizant  of  the 
exact  position  of  things.  It  was  only  by 
startling  evidence  that  the  attention  of 
the  people  of  England  was  directed  to 
the  conuition  of  affairs  in  Ireland  ;  and, 
for  his  own  part  he  thought  it  an  almost 
useless  thing  to  call  attention  to  the  mal- 
administration of  justice  in  Ireland,  if 
he  did  not  look  forward  with  hope,  and 
he  would  add  with  anxiety,  to  the  time 
when  they  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
bringing  about  a  changs  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  in  that  country,  and  of 
putting  an  end  to  an  Administration 
whose  policy  had  not  been,  as  one  of  its 
Members  boasted,  to  steer  an  "  even 
keel,"  and  to  do  justice  between  man 
and  man,  but  to  hang  innocent  men 
and  to  cloak  and  shield  official  repro- 
bates of  the  wordt  type, 

CoLONBL  O'BEIItNE  said,  he  rose  for 
the  purpose  of  protesting  against    the 
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Btatement  wbicb  had  been  made  by  the 
rigbt  bou.  and  learned  Gentloman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Plunket)  with  regard  to  Free- 
maaonry  in  Ireland.  The  statement  of 
the  right  bon,  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  totally  misleading,  and  calcidated 
to  deceive  English  Members.  Everyone 
acquainted  with  the  verdiots  of  juries  in 
Ireland,  andtbe  manner  in  which  various 
appointments  were  given  in  Ireland,  from 
that  of  a  Petty  Sessions  clerk  upwards, 
would  know  that  Freemasonry  exercised 
a  powerful  influence  in  that  oountr}*^, 
and  that  it  was  brought  to  boar  in 
favour  of  Protestants.  Everything  that 
had  been  stated  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House  in  reference  to  Freemasonry 
was  literally  and  strictly  true.  As  it  was 
known  in  England,  it  was  a  most 
honourable  Societ}^;  but  it  was  nothing 
of  the  sort  in  Ireland,  la  Ireland  it 
simply  meant  Orangeism,  and  it  was  the 
curse  and  bane  of  the  country, 

Mr,  DEASY  said,  the  House  were 
naturally  anxious,  at  that  hour  of  the 
Dight,  to  hear  something  from  a  Member 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government*  They 
had  had  one  speech  already  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (^Ir.  Trevelyan) ; 
but,  as  far  as  his  (Mr,  Deasy's)  opinions 
went,  he  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  failed  to  touch  upon  the 
main  points  of  the  question.  Now,  the 
present  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Campbeil-Bannerman)  had  only  visited 
Ireland  for  a  very  short  time  a  few  days 
ago ;  but  he  had  been  In  communica- 
tion with  many  of  the  Iri^h  officials,  and 
any  statement  he  might  make,  or  any 
answer  he  might  give^  to  the  charges 
which  bad  been  preferred,  would  be 
attentively  listened  to,  Hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  always  ex- 
pressed their  anxiety  to  ameliorate  the 
condition  of  the  oppressed  people  of 
Bulgaria  and  other  places;  but,  with 
a  few  honourable  exceptions,  they 
never  raised  their  voices  on  beliaK  of 
the  oppressed  people  of  Ireland.  H© 
thought  the  question  raised  by  the  bon, 
Meml)er  for  Clonmel  {Mr.  Moore)  was 
one  which  deserved  the  attention  of  the 
Government,  It  had  reference  to  the 
treatment  of  prisoners  in  the  Irish  gaols  j 
but,  80  far,  it  had  not  been  touched  upon 
by  any  hon,  or  right  bon.  Gentleman  on 
the  Treasury  Bench.  He  (Mr.  Deasy) 
believed  the  question  had  Deen  investi- 
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gated  by  a  Royal  Commission  recently  ; 
but  he  fully  expected  that  the  Eeport  of 
tbatEoyal  Commission  would  bo  treated 
with  the  same  neglect  as  the  Eeports  of 
other  Royal  Commissions,  He  did  not 
think  the  inquiry  recently  entered  into 
would  have  any  more  beneficial  result 
than  the  other  Royal  Commissions  \\bich 
had  sat.  But  with  regard  to  tho  sub- 
ject of  their  inquiry,  ho  must  say  that  in 
the  South  of  Ireland,  prisoners  had  been 
treated  by  the  Governors  of  prisons  in  a 
very  hareh  and  brutal  manner.  Those 
observations  applied  particularly  to  per- 
sons who  bad  Deen  sentenced  to  aljorfe 
terms  of  imprisonment  under  the  Crimes 
Act.  At  Water  ford,  a  short  time  ago,  a 
man  died  from  tho  treatment  which  he 
had  been  subjected  to  in  prison  j  and  it  was 
with  the  utmost  difficulty  that  one  of  the 
Members  for  the  City  of  Waterford  (Mr. 
Leamy)  was  able  to  direct  the  attention  of 
the  Government  to  the  fact,  and  compel 
them  to  grant  some  kind  of  inquiry. 
What  the  result  of  that  inquiry  would 
be,  he  (Mr,  Deasy)  could  not  say  ;  but 
he  had  received  some  information  aa  to 
the  way  in  which  the  Governor  of  that 
gaol  had  behaved  to  prisoners  who  had 
been  sentenced  to  two  or  three  months, 
imprisonment.  He  admitted  that  some 
effort  had  been  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  remedy  the  old  state  of  things 
with  regard  to  Cork  Gaol,  and  he  thanked 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  for  having 
inserted  the  clause  iu  an  Act  paesed  la«t 
summer,  which  would,  to  some  extent^ 
give  prisoners  in  that  gaol  a  mode  by 
whiob  any  ill-treatment  they  might  re- 
ceive at  the  hands  of  the  Governor  or 
minor  officials  could  be  made  public.  But 
it  was  obviously  unfair  to  place  the 
supervision  of  these  persons  in  the  hands 
of  unpaid  magistrates.  The  result  would 
be  that  the  prisoners  would  be  neglected. 
The  Government,  if  they  really  meant 
to  do  justice,  must  revert  to  the  old 
system  of  paying  independent  men 
salaries,  and  compelling  them  to  visit 
the  prisons  once  or  twice  a-week,  so  that 
they  might  be  able  to  stand  indepen- 
dently between  the  prisoners  and  the  offi- 
cials. Until  the  Government  consented 
to  make  such  appointments,  there  would 
be  constant  and,  he  feared,  well-founded 
complaints  against  the  manner  in  which 
these  prisoners  were  treated  by  the  Go- 
vernors of  gaols.  He  regretted  to  say 
that  the  way  in   which   tho  Coercion 
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Act  waa  administered  in  the  South  of 
Ireland  had  been  a  cause  of  very  great 
irritation  to  the  people  there.     One  or 
two  cases  had  been  mentioned  by  pre- 
ceding speakers  as  to  the  way  in  which 
the  Crimes  Act   had  been  enforced  in 
Skibbereen,  Millstreet,  and  other  places. 
There  waa  a  Question  put  to  the  Govern- 
ment the  other  day  as  to  the  prosecu- 
tion of  a  large  number  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  Skibbereen  for  carrying  torches 
about  the  town  in  honour  of  the  Me:iiber 
for  the  Borough  of  Gal  way  (Mr.  T.  V. 
O'Connor),  and  also  to  celebrate  the  visit 
of  the  Baroness  Bai'dett-Coutts.    Oa  that 
occasion,  the  Sub-Inspector  took  it  into 
his  head  to  prosecute  men  for  carrying 
tar-bari'els  and  torches ;  but,  fortunately, 
as  the  House  was  sitting,  and  the  case 
was  likely  to  be  reviewed,  the  Govern- 
ment immediately  ordered  the  prosecu- 
tion  not   to   bu  proceeded   with.      One 
man  was  brought  into   Court,  but  the 
oaso  was   dismissed,  probably  because 
it  was  understood  that  the  Government 
objected  to   the   discussion   which   was 
likely   to   take   jdaee    in    that    House. 
Captain  Plunkett  had  suppressed  several 
meetings  in  the  county  of  Cork  during 
the  last  few  weeks.     It  must  have  been 
within  the  knowledge  of  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  that  those  meetings 
had  been  proclaimed  ;  and  he  would  ask 
the   hon.    and   learned  (tentleman    the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  as  he  was 
the  only  Irish  official  in  the  House  who 
could  throw  much  light  on  the  matter, 
if  he  could  give  the  House  any  reason- 
able  excuse  for  their   suppression,   or 
whether  Captain  Plunkett  bad  given  any 
explanation  ?  At  Donoughmore,  a  meet- 
ing was  advertised,  at  which  one  or  two 
Members  of  Parliament   were   expected 
to  attend  ;  but  the  day  before  the  meet- 
ing was  to  take  place,  he  (Mr.   Deasy) 
had   been  served,  in  one  of  the  most 
crowded  streets  of  the  cityof  Cork,  at 
1 2  oVlock  in  the  day,  with  a  notice  of 
the  proclamation  of   the  meeting.     He 
did  not  think  that  that   was  a   proper 
way  in  which  to  serve  a  notice  upon  a 
Member  of  Parliament ;  but  it  mattered 
little  to  him.     What  he  feared  was  that 
if  meetings   were    wantonly   interfered 
with,  the   people   would,    some  day  or 
other,    insist    upon    coming  together; 
probably  only  to  be  made  the  victims 
of  the   bayonets  and  buckshot  of  the 
police.     There  had  only  been  one  out- 
rage     at     Donoughmore      for     many 


year:!.  That  occurred  last  year,  and  the 
learned  Judge  who  presided  at  the  trial 
of  those  charged  with  the  murder,  de- 
clared, distiuotly  and  emphatically,  that 
it  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  present  or 
any  past  agitation.  On  the  face  of  that 
statement,  and  in  the  absence  of  crime 
at  Donoughmore,  he  confessed  that  ho 
could  not  understand  the  action  of  the 
Government.  But  he  could  understand 
why  a  meeting  on  the  following  Sunday 
at  Millstreet  was  proclaimed.  Only  a 
few  days  before,  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
had  paid  a  visit  to  Millstreet,  and  Hia 
Excellency  got  the  reception  he  might 
have  expected,  for  the  people  closed  their 
doors,  and  hung  out  block  Bags.  He 
knew  it  was  for  that  reason  the  meeting 
was  proclaimed  by  Captain  Plunkett  aa 
soon  as  it  was  announced.  But  he  failed 
to  see  what  Hdvantage  the  Government 
gained  by  the  proclamation;  because* 
in  this  paii:icular  case  at  Millstreet,  as 
well  as  at  Donoughmore,  a  moat  success- 
ful meeting  was  held  three  or  four 
hours  before  the  proclaimed  meeting 
was  advertised  to  take  place,  and 
certainly  the  speeches  made  at  it  were 
of  a  far  more  violent  character  than 
those  which  would  have  been  delivered 
if  the  meeting  had  been  allowed  to 
be  held.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  people  were  far  more  in- 
censed against  the  British  Govern- 
ment and  the  Executive  than  if  the 
meetiog  had  been  permitted  to  take 
place.  Why  was  it  that  the  Govern- 
ment, on  those  two  occasions,  did  not 
act  as  they  were  in  the  habit  of  acting  f 
Why  did  they  not  send  down  an  official 
shorthand  writer  to  the  platform,  to 
take  a  note  of  the  speeches ;  or  even 
send  a  policeman,  who  was  scarcely  able 
to  write  long  hand,  to  report  the  speeches  ? 
It  was  the  easiest  thing  in  the  world  to 
obtain  a  conviction  against  any  man 
who  made  a  speeoh  on  an  Irish 
platform ;  and  it  would  not  be  the  first 
time  that  several  of  his  hon.  Friends  had 
seen  the  inside  of  a  gaol,  and  sufiFered 
all  the  tortures  of  a  plank  bed,  for 
speeches  for  which,  if  they  had  been 
tried  by  an  impartial  Judge,  they  would 
never  have  been  convicted  at  all.  It  was 
the  custom  under  Captain  Plunkett  to 
send  policemen  to  these  meetings,  who 
only  reported  isolated  sentences,  and 
then  to  proceed  against  the  speakers  for 
having  used  violent  language.  Then, 
ogain^  he  complained  that  the  Resident 
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Magistrates,  by  whom  those  tbarged  with 
breaches  of  the  Crimes  Aot  would  be 
tried,  wero  selected  from  a  clasa  of  per- 
jsons  who  did  not  core  one  jot  what  evi- 
deaoe  waa  adduced  to  obtain  a  conviction, 
so  loDg  aa  a  conviction  could  be  recorded. 
Nor  did  he  know  of  a  single  case  in 
which  a  sentence  had  been  set  aside  on 
appeal  by  a  Chairman  of  Quarter  Sea- 
fiiona.     He  did  not  think  it  would  be 

?osaible  for  euch  a  thing   to   happen, 
here    might  have    been  cases   where 
sentences   had    been  reversed,  but    he 
did  not  recollect  them.     With  regard 
to    the    Tnbercurry    prisoners,    whose 
cose  had  been  mentioned  in  the  House 
that  day,  he  had  one  or  two  words  to 
Bay  aa  to  the  treatment  which  one  of  hi  a 
constituents,    Mr.    Fitzgorald,    had    re- 
ceived at  the  hands  of  the  Government^ 
and  of  the  police  authorities  at  Galway, 
In  the  first  instance,  he  was  arrested 
without  a   warrant;  and   after    having 
been  detained  for  a  long  time  in  81igo 
Gaol,  without  any  charge  having  been 
formulated  against  him,  the  police  autho- 
rities in  Cork,  acting,  as  they  always  did, 
nnder  the  direction  of  Captain  Plunkett, 
sent  a  detective  to  Mr.  Fitzgerald's  house, 
in  order  to  induce  his  wife  to  say  some- 
thing which  might  implicate  her  husband. 
It  had  not  been  denied,  in  answer  to  a 
Qaestion  which  had  been  put  in   that 
House,   that  a  detective   was   sent,    in 
order,  if  possible,  to  obtain  some  evi- 
dence which  might  really  open  up  a  way 
to  a  conviction.     He  felt  bound  to  say 
that   he  had    never   heard   of  a   more 
cowardly  act*    But  it  was  notorious  that 
eome  officials  would  have  recouree  to  any 
act  of  baseness  in  order  to  retain  their 
present  position,  and  secure  the  enjoyment 
of  their  present  large  salaries,  with  the 
prospect  also  of  a  further  increase  \  for 
he  could  not  forget  that  the  Hoxise  of 
Oommons  had  been  kept  until  6  o'clock 
in  the  morning  discussing  a  proposal  to 
increase  the  salary  of  Captain  Flunkett 
and  the  other  Divisional  Magistrates  by 
£500   a-year.     The   manner    in    which 
police  officials  mannfactured  oflences  for 
their  own  benefit  was  well  known  in  Ire- 
land.    He  would  give  one  or  two  in- 
etances,     It  was  reported  in  the  news- 
papers one  morning  that  the  police  had 
made  a  large  seizure  of  arms  in  Cork, 
near  the  military  barracks  ;  but  he  had 
it  on  the  beat  authority  that  only  one  or 
two   rusty   rifles   bad   been  taken,  and 
there  were  strong  reasons  for  believing 
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that  those  rusty  rifles  were  placed  where 
they  were  found  by  the  very  men  who 
afterwarda  wont  to  seize  them.    Another 
feat  of  the  police  occurred  a  short  timo 
ago,  three  miles  from  the  city  of  Cork. 
In  the  centre  of  a  field  200  yards  from 
the  road,  the  police  dug  up  a  couple  of 
sods  of  earth  and  found  a  bottle,  which 
they  earned  away  in  triumph.     He  waa 
told   that  the  bottle  contained  nothing 
more  dangerous  than  whiskey  *  but  he 
could  not  vouch  for  that  fact.     He  did 
not  know  what  it  contained  ;  but  it  was 
made  apretext  by  Captain  Plunkett  for  the 
continuance  of  an  extra  force  stationed  in 
the  city  of  Cork  on  account  of  the  danger- 
ous character  of  the  neighbourhood.  He 
had  been  surprised  to  hear  the  ex-Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
state   that  jury-packing   did    not   pre- 
vail to  any  exteut  in  Ireland,      If  the 
right    hon.   Gentleman     knew    of    the 
way  juries  were  manipulated  by  Peter 
O'Brien    &   Oo,,   he    (Mr.   Deasy)   did 
not  think  he  would  have  stated  any- 
thing of  the  kind.     He  had  been  sup- 
plied from  the  city  of  Cork  with  several 
lists  of  jurors  undor  the  Crimea  Act,  in 
which  were  the  names  of  those  who  had 
been  empannelled  on  juries  for  the  last 
year  and  a-half ,  and  he  found  that  all 
of  them  were  Protestants  with  the  ex- 
ception of  four  or  five — those  four  or  five 
being  magistrates  who  had  signed  the 
Petition  jjrotesting  against  the  dismissal 
of    Lord     Eossmore    from    the    Com- 
mission of  the  Peace,  and   who   were 
more  strongly  opposed  to  the  interests 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  than  the  very 
worst  Orangemen,    The  Crown  had  been 
in   the   habit,   latterly,    of  challenging 
from  36  to  38  and  40  Catholics,  and  not 
one  single  Protestant ;  but  they  always 
managed  to  put  on  in  every  jury  one 
or  two  of  the   Catholic   gentlemen  he 
had  just   referred  to,  to  try  and  save 
appearances  ;  so  that,  of  course,  a  ver- 
dict was  given  in  every  case,  no  mat- 
ter what  the  evidence  might  be.     No 
doubt,  last  summer,  Peter  O'Brien  had 
proceeded  in  a  more  satisfactory  man- 
ner, inconsequenceof  the  severe stricturea 
which  had  been  placed  upon  his  conduct 
in  that  House,     It  was  now  the  practice 
of  the  Crown  to  challenge  three  or  four 
Protestants,  in  addition  to  38  or  40  Ca- 
tholics, 90  as  to  show  their  impartiality^ 
and  he  congratulated  Peter  O'Brien  on 
having    adopted     that    ingeneous    ex- 
pedient.    He  had  informed  the  Ho  use 
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a  few  nigHts  ago,  of  an  instanoe  which 
occurred  at  the  last  Aesizea.  In  one  or 
two  cases  the  jury  disagreed  where 
Peter  O'Brien  thought  a  verdict  ought 
to  have  been  given,  and,  after  the  cases 
were  over,  he  followed  one  or  two  of  the 
jurymen  into  the  street.  One  of  these 
gentlemen  said  that  Peter  O'Brien  asked 
him  who  were  those  who  disagreed,  and 
who  were  those  who  were  in  favour  of 
a  verdict.  He  had  submitted  that  fact 
to  the  House  the  other  night,  and  he 
had  since  received  letters  from  the  city 
of  Cork,  giving  unquestionable  proof 
that  similar  instances  had  occurred  on 
more  occasions  than  one.  It  was  evi- 
dently the  object  of  Peter  O'Brien  to 
find  who  the  dissentient  jorymen  were, 
in  order  that  they  might  be  excluded 
from  the  jury  panel  in  future.  They 
had  an  admission  from  the  ex- 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  that  Free- 
masonry in  England  might  be  very  differ* 
ent  from  what  it  was  in  Ireland*  He 
quite  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knew  how  different  it  was  in  Ireland » 
and  the  coustruotion  the  people  were 
likely  to  put  upon  his  admission  that  he 
was  a  MasoD,  he  did  not  think  the  right 
hon-  Gentleman  would  have  made  it. 
People  would  now  say  that  it  was  be- 
cause he  belonged  to  that  Society  him- 
self, that  he  screened  French  and  Corn- 
wall when  he  was  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  But  to  return  to  the 
subject  of  jury- packing,  he  thought  it  was 
extremely  hard  on  respectable  citizens  of 
the  city  of  Cork,  and  other  pax'ts  of  the 
country,  that  they  should  be  brought 
from  their  business,  many  of  them  at 
considerable  expense,  and  then  simply 
told  by  the  Crown,  when  their  names 
were  called,  to  stand  aside.  Those  gen- 
tlemen must  feel  very  keenly  the  slur 
thus  cast  upon  them  by  such  men  as 
Peter  O'Brien,  because  there  were  only 
two  inferences  that  could  be  drawn  from 
the  action  of  the  Crown — either  that  the 
persona  challenged  were  unworthy  of 
Bitting  upon  a  jury,  or  else  it  was  the 
object  of  the  Crown  to  obtain  a  convic- 
tion at  any  cost.  Not  content  with  get- 
ting convictions  by  the  amount  of  evi- 
dence they  were  in  the  habit  of  pro- 
ducing, they  did  not  hesitate  to  have 
secret  inquiries  of  the  character  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman  the  ex-Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  had  not  scrupled  to 
produce  before  the  House  that  night. 


Men  of  the  most  respectable  character, 
oocupyiug  good  poaitions  in  Cork^  one 
of  them  a  Town  Councillor  of  the  city, 
had  been  brought  up  before  these 
Special  Commissions,  and  because  they 
refused  to  give  evidence  as  to  any 
Societies  with  which  they  might  have 
been  connected  10  or  *20  years  ago,  they 
had  been  sentenced  to  imprisonment 
week  after  week.  These  men  were  de- 
termined they  would  not  be  the  tools  of 
the  Government,  and  had  made  up  their 
minds  that  they  would  remain  in  prison 
rather  than  state  what  was  not  true. 
Neither  would  they  state  anything  out- 
side the  matter  they  were  called  on  by 
summons  to  answer.  The  result  was 
that  the  Inquisition  had  to  be  abandoned, 
and  the  Government  had  to  fall  back 
upon  the  Secret  Service  money,  in  order 
to  obtain  witnesses  to  swear  against  those 
men  who  were  marked  out  for  victims. 
He  should  like  to  know  how  much 
of  that  money  Detective  French  had  put 
into  his  own  pocket,  and  what  account 
he  had  given  of  it  to  the  Government. 
French,  three  or  four  months  ago, 
resided  near  a  farm  he  had  purchased ; 
and  since  he  had  come  into  possession  of 
it  a  great  deal  of  money  had  been  laid 
out  upon  it.  During  his  suspension  he 
(French)  had  remained  with  a  relative 
near  Cork,  who  was  in  compara- 
tively poor  circumstances  up  to  the 
time  of  the  appointment  of  French 
as  Inspector  Director.  Since  then  mat- 
ters  had  changed,  and  the  worldly  cir- 
cumstances  of  the  relatives  of  Mr.  French 
had  marvellously  improved.  Whether 
this  was  due  to  the  employment  of 
Secret  Service  money  or  not,  he  (Mr, 
Deaay)  did  not  know  ;  but  he  was  really 
interested  in  obtaining  some  statement 
of  the  manner  in  which  that  money  had 
been  expended  by  French.  Of  course, 
the  Secretary  of  State  would  consider 
himself  quite  justified  in  making  a  simple 
declaration  that  the  money  was  spent 
as  Parliament  desired ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  know  anything,  he  was 
quite  sure,  of  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
employed.  Up  to  recently,  the  people 
of  Cork  and  the  police  had  been  on  good 
terms  with  each  other.  Latterly,  Cap- 
tain Plunkett,  for  some  reason  or  other, t 
had  removed  most  of  the  Catholic  con- 
stables from  the  city,  and  brought  down 
Orangemen  to  take  their  places.  He  did 
not  attach  much  importance  to  that  factj 
but  he  should  certainly  like  to  have  an 
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explanation.  On  the  whole,  be  thought 
the  loBs  the  people  had  to  do  with  the 
police  the  better;  but,  no  doubt,  there 
was  eoDie  motive  in  the  course  Captaia 
PluEkett  had  taken.  He  hoped,  before 
the  debate  proceeded  much  further,  to 
have  a  full  and  satisfactory  statement,  or 
at  least  some  attempt  at  a  reply,  from  the 
hon.  and  leai*ned  Gentleman  the  Solini- 
tor  General  for  Trelandto  those  speeches 
which  had  been  made  oq  that  Bide  of 
the  House.  It  would  not  do  for  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  tell 
the  House  to  be  satisfied  with  the 
speech  they  had  just  heard  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  Trevelyan). 
That  really  was  no  kind  of  answer  at  all 
to  the  speeches  which  had  been  made  by 
the  Irish  Members  j  and  it  was  not  too 
much  to  hope  even  now,  af t©r  the  treat- 
ment they  had  received  from  the  Go- 
vernment both  this  week  and  last,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  woidd 
get  up  and  frankly  acknowledge  that  the 
case  made  out  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Seiton)  was  unanswerable,  or 
do  the  best  he  could  to  give  an  answer  to  it. 
Thb  SOLIOITOK  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr,  Walker)  said,  he  had 
listened  with  great  attention  to  the  argu- 
ments adduced  by  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site in  support  of  the  Motion  on  the 
Paper  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  ISexton),  and  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  supported  in  a  strong 
and  abl«  speech ;  but  he  thought  some 
matters  had  been  introduced  into  the 
debate  by  hon.  Members  opposite  which 
he  did  not  think  the  House  would  expect 
him  to  deal  with.  The  (question  of  the 
administration  of  the  Irish  Prisons  was 
certainly  not  germane  to  tbe  Motiou  be- 
fore the  House,  although  he  admitted 
that  that  question  was  a  large  and  im* 
portant  one,  and  deserving  of  substan- 
tial consideration.  Nor  did  he  think 
that  the  question  of  the  way  in  which 
public  meetings  had  been  dealt  with  in 
Ireland  was  raised  in  the  present  issue. 
The  few  meetings  which  had  been  pro- 
claimed had  been  suppressed  on  prin- 
(dples  which  had  been  applied  through- 
out the  country  with  eonaistency,  uni- 
formity, and  impartiality.  They  had 
been  prohibited  either  on  the  ground 
that  outrages  had  been  committed  in  the 
district  in  which  they  were  to  be  held,  or 
that  outrages  and  danger  to  individuals 
were  to  be  apprehended,  either  directly  or 
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indirectly,  if  themeetings  were  allowed  to 
beheld.  Anyone  who  had  read  the  reports 
in  the  newspapers  during  the  Kecesa 
must  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  right  of  free  speech  in  Ireland  had 
not  been  abridged,  but,  on  the  contrary, 
had  been  largely  exercised  by  many 
persons  But  dealing  with  the  question 
immediately  before  the  House,  as  ho 
understGod  it,  there  were  two  impeach- 
ments against  the  Government  which, 
in  effect,  came  to  this — first,  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  used  the  Crimes  Act  and 
tbe  powers  which  it  conferred  on  the 
Executive ;  and,  secondly,  that  thej 
had  used  those  powers  in  an  unfair 
manner.  [''Hear,  hear!"  from  tht 
Irish  Members.]  So  far  had  some  hon. 
Members  gone — and  not  the  less  those 
hon.  Members  who  now  cheered — ^that 
they  aoouBed  the  Government  of  having 
deliberately,  wilfully,  and  intentionally 
packed  juries  in  order  that  innocent  men 
might  be  convicted.  He  failed  to  under- 
stand the  force  of  the  accusation  against 
the  Government,  and  he  did  not  think 
that  any  hon.  Member  could  really  be* 
lieve  it.  With  regard  to  the  first  point, 
the  allegation  as  to  the  Crimes  Act 
might  have  been  a  very  good  one  before 
the  Crimes  Act  left  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  but  when  it  was  proposed,  under 
the  Crimea  Act,  that  powers  should  be 
given  to  the  Executive  to  change  the 
venue,  and  to  examine  witnesses  with- 
out the  presence  of  the  accused,  those 
matters  were  fully  discussed,  and  it  waa 
only  after  a  full  discussion  that  these 
powers  were  intrusted  to  the  Executive 
to  use  them  and  put  them  in  force,  and 
they  would  have  beenneglectfid  of  their 
duty  if,  when  the  occasion  required,  they 
had  not  done  so.  What  was  the  princi- 
pal charge  as  regarded  tbe  Crimes  Act  ? 
It  was  that  this  change  of  venue  had 
taken  place.  But  the  change  of  venue 
had  taken  place  under  the  authority  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  by  powers 
intrusted  to  him  by  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
The  object  was  to  take  away  the  cases 
from  all  local  prejudice.  If  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  a  fair  and  impartial  trial 
could  not  be  had  in  the  district  in  which 
the  crime  occurred,  he  had  power  to 
change  the  venue  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Crimes  Act.  Why  was  it  that  the 
venue  had  been  changed  ?  Aa  he  had 
stated,  it  was  to  prevent  anything  in  th© 
shape  of  local  prejudice,  local  terroriami 
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and  to  briDg  these  oases  before  a  jurj 
thorooghly  impartial,  wlio  knew  none 
of  the  parties,  who  bad  never  seen  tbem, 
and  who  for,  the  first  time,  heard  the 
facts  as  they  were  presented  to  the  Court 
by  the  witnesses.  It  was  said  that  the 
speotal  jurors  of  Dublin  were  incapable 
— he  need  the  words  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  iSligo — of  trying  the  cases  fairly, 
because  they  regarded  the  prisoners 
with  political,  religious,  and  social  pre- 
judices— because  they  differed  from  the 
creed  of  the  accused ^  and  because  they 
were  landlords  in  the  country  and  traders 
in  the  towns,  who  wore  hostile  to  their 
interests.  How  could  it  be  supposed 
for  one  instant  that  the  special  jurors  of 
Dublin,  comprising  not  only  gentlemen, 
but  its  first  merchants,  would  viow  with 
prejudice  a  case  in  which  a  peasant 
from  Conneraara,  or  Mimster,  or  from 
any  other  part  of  the  country,  was  ac- 
cused of  murdering  another  peasant? 
Almost  all  the  cases  which  came  on 
were  trials  of  one  peasant  for  murdering 
another.  Surely  it  was  too  muoh  to 
state  to  the  House  of  Commons  that  the 
first  merchants  which  Ireland  possessed 
were,  in  oonnection  with  these  cases,  so 
imbued  with  prejudice  that  they  were 
incapable  of  approaching  such  a  trial 
fairly  and  impartially  ?  Then  it  was 
stated  that  being  a  Catholic  was  suffi- 
cient to  induce  a  juror  to  refuse  to  be- 
lieve a  man  on  his  oath.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  complained  that  there  was  only 
one  Koman  Catholic,  or  two  Roman 
Catholics,  or  three  Roman  Catholics,  on 
a  certain  jury;  and,  further,  that  they 
were  selected  because  they  shared  in 
the  prejudices  of  Protestant  jurymen. 
He  thought  that  it  cast  an  undeaervud 
slur  upon  the  Catholic  jurors  of  Dublin, 
many  of  whom  were  his  personal  friends, 
to  tell  them  that  they  were  incapable  of 
serving  with  Protestant  jurors,  without 
sharing  in  their  prejudices,  and  that, 
therefore,  they  were  incapable  of  trying 
prisoners  fairly.  As  for  the  allegation 
that  there  was  a  combination  to  put  Pro- 
testants on  juries,  because  the  Crown 
were  afraid  of  Roman  Catholics,  he 
would  tell  the  House  who  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  were.  The  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  was  q  Roman 
Catholic,  and  the  two  gentlemen  asso- 
ciated with  him  in  the  prosecutions  were 
Mr,  Fottrell,  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown, 
another  Roman  Catholic,  and  the  Crown 
Solicitor,  who  was  also  a  Roman 
Catholic, 


Ma.  CALLAN  asked,  whether  at  the 
time  the  jury  principally  referred  to  was 
em pann oiled  the  Crown  Solicitor  and 
the  Crown  Prosecutor  were  Roman 
Catholics  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  he  was 
speaking  of  the  state  of  things  at  present, 
and  what  ho  said  was  literally  true. 
Hon.  Members  would  not  deny  that,  at 
this  moment,  every  official  connected 
with  the  administration  of  the  Criminal 
Law  in  Dublin,  except  himself,  was  a 
Roman  Catholic, 

An  hon.  Membee  :  How  about  George 
Bolton  ? 

Mit.  HE.ALY:  Since  when? 

Mil.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order ! 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr,  Walker)  said,  that 
two  cases  had  been  cited  as  an  illustra* 
tion  of  the  mode  in  which  the  law  had 
been  administered.  Mr,  Cornwall  had 
been  spoken  of  as  an  official  of  the 
Castle  ;  but  it  was  well  known  that  Mr. 
CoiTiwall  was  not  a  Castle  official  at  all. 
He  had  no  more  connection  with  Dublin 
Castle  than  any  hou-  Gentleman  below 
the  Gangway^  nor  had  he  ever  had  any 
connection  with  it.  Mr.  Cornwall  was 
an  official  connected  with  the  Post  Office, 
Now,  what  was  the  course  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken  in  the  caae  of  Mr. 
Cornwall  ?  As  soon  as  the  prosecution 
against  him  resulted  in  a  verdict— he 
referred  to  the  case  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mallow  (Mr.  O'Bx^ien)  was 
defendant — immediately  that  verdict  was 
given,  proceedings  were  taken  against 
Mr.  Cornwall.  The  complaint  now 
made  by  several  hon.  Members  opposite 
wns  that  all  the  persons  accused  of 
different  conspiracies,  different  crimes, 
and  diiferent  acts  had  not  been  joined 
in  one  charge.  He  was  astonished  to 
find  that  such  an  accusation  should  ever 
have  suggested  itself  to  the  mind  of 
anyone — namely,  that  persons  charged 
with  different  crimes  should  all  be  joined 
together  in  one  charge.  Everyone  who 
ko»?w  anything  about  law  knew  that 
such  a  course  was  perfectly  impossible, 
and  that  each  case  was  bound  to  be  dealt 
with  separately.  Then  it  was  said  that 
the  Public  Prosecutor  had  acted  from 
first  to  last  with  a  desire  to  screen 
Cornwall,  The  charge  was  preposterous, 
considering  that  Cornwall  had  been  tried 
for  felony  at  the  instigation  of  the  Crown , 
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Let  them  see  how  the  case  stood.  The 
men  accused  of  these  crimes  had  been 
tried  one  by  one,  it  waB  true,  and  except 
in  a  case  of  conspiracy  that  was  the  only 
course  that  could  be  taken. 

Mr.  HEALY:  That  was  not  the 
course  pursued  in  the  charge  against 
the  bon.  Member  lor  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  ParneU). 

The  solicitor  GEN^ERAL  fok 
IRELAND  (Mr,  Walh^e)  said,  that  was 
a  case  of  one  conspiracy.  The  charge 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  was  not  at  all  an  analogous  case, 
and  was  a  perfectly  different  thing  from. 
the  cases  they  wore  now  dealing  with.  It 
was  said  that  the  Government  had  tried  to 
acreen  Cornwall ;  whereas,  after  the  jury 
had  found  that  Cornwall  was  a  felon 
by  the  verdict  they  gave  in  the  action 
brought  by  him  against  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien),  the 
Crown  tried  him  for  felony.  If  the 
Crown  had  not  tried  him  for  felony, 
but  misdemeanor  and  conspiracy,  there 
would  have  been  fair  ground  for  the 
charge  that  they  had  endeavoured  to 
screen  him  ;  but,  properly  and  naturallyj 
they  tried  him  for  the  felony  the  jury 
had    found    against    him.      The  com- 

Elaint  on  the  side  of  Mr.  Corn  wall's 
riends  was  that  the  Crown  bad 
pressed  unduly  against  Cornwall,  not 
only  in  challenging  the  juryj  but  in 
the  way  in  which  they  had  conducted 
the  oase^  and  in  trying  him  twice.  In- 
deed, the  Crown  went  so  far  as  this— 
that,  after  he  was  acrj^uitted  on  the 
charge  of  felony,  they  pressed  the 
other  charge,  and  tried  him  for  con* 
©piracy,  and  the  jury  disagreed.  lu  the 
meantime  another  case  was  tried — 
that  against  Dr.  Fernandez.  Several 
jurors  of  the  jury  who  acquitted  Dr. 
Fernandez  were  challenged,  and  bad 
eaid  that  he  left  the  Court  without  a 
stain  upon  his  character.  And  yet  they 
were  told  in  that  House  that  they  were 
trying  to  screen  Cornwall.  In  the  pre- 
sent Commission,  Cornwall  had  been  put 
upon  his  trial  again  for  the  same  charge ; 
and  the  complaint  now  was  that  no  juror 
had  been  challenged.  The  objection  on 
the  part  of  Cornwall's  advisers  was 
that  the  Crown  did  not  challenge  men 
of  national  sympathies,  who  were  likely 
to  find  him  guilty.  The  complaint  on 
th Brother  hand  was  that  the  Crown  did 
not  eballenge  men  who,  from  the  social 
position  they  oooupied  as  Freemasons,  I 
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were  likely  to  acquit  Cornwall.  The 
Government  were  impeached  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  because*  in  an  im- 
portant case  like  this,  out  of  a  psmel 
of  400  jurors  of  which  the  special 
panel  consisted,  no  challenge  was  made 
at  all,  and  the  jurors,  as  they  came  into 
the  box,  were  allow^ed  to  try  Comwall. 
It  was  said  that  that  jury  was  composed 
almost  entirely  of  Freemasons.  He  wot 
not  a  Freemason  himself,  and  he  knew 
nothing  about  that  Body;  but  this  he 
did  know*  that,  according  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mallow 
(Mr.  O'Brien),  there  was  one  Roman 
CatholiG  on  that  jury,  and  if  there  were 
1 1  Freemasons  who  would  act  contrary 
to  their  oath,  he  did  not  and  could  not 
believe  that  they  would  be  able  to  find  a 
Roman  Catholic  who  would  be  ready  to 
act  with  them.  The  statement  that  there 
were  11  Freemasons  on  the  jnry  was 
made,  he  imagined,  from  hearsay,  be- 
cause he  did  not  suppose  that  anything 
so  incredible  could  happen  as  that  the 
first  1 1  men  out  of  a  panel  of  400  would 
be  Freemasons,  and  would  be  allowed 
to  be  sworn  without  challenge. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  number  waa 
*200,  not  400. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeu)  said,  it  waa 
quite  incredible  that  of  the  first  men 
who  entered  the  jury-box  out  ol  so 
large  a  panel,  1 1  should  be  Freemasons. 
It  had  been  said  that  a  rider  was  at- 
t ached  by  the  jury  to  their  verdict,  in 
the  case  of  Cornwall »  to  the  effect  that 
the  evidence  adduced  by  the  Crown  had 
not  been  auflicient,  What  was  the 
meaning  of  that  ?  The  Crown  examined 
every  available  witness,  and,  among 
others,  Johnson  and  Taylor.  The  ver- 
dict was  simply  a  verdict  equivalent  to 
one  of  '*  Not  proven,''  which  meant  that 
the  evidence  of  Taylor,  Johnson,  and 
others  was  not  reliable.  Anybody  who 
read  the  evidence  given  at  the  trial 
would  understand,  having  regard  to 
the  cross-examination,  that  the  jury  were 
unwilling  to  believe,  or  at  least  place 
implicit  confidence  in^  the  evidence 
of  Taylor  and  Johnson,  having  regard 
to  the  mode  with  which  that  Bvidenee 
bad  been  procured,  and  to  the  fact  that 
the  man  who  had  been  employed  ia 
getting  up  the  evidence — Meiklejohn — 
had  reduced  them  to  such  a  state  of 
abject  terror  that  he  had  compelled 
them  to   confess   to    their    own   gtiilt* 
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Other  complaints  had  been  made.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  asked  why  the 
ordinary  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  had 
not  conducted  the  prosecution  ?  So  far 
as  his  Colleagues  and  himself  were  con- 
cerned there  was  an  obvious  answer. 
At  the  time  the  Commission  sat,  he  (the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland)  was  en- 
gaged in  his  Parliamentary  duties,  and 
could  not  possibly  have  been  there  ;  but 
it  was  asked  why  was  not  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  there  ?  In  that  case, 
alao,  there  was  an  obvious  reason.  When 
the  Commission  sat,  hie  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  gone  down  as  special 
counsel  to  conduct  a  very  important  pro- 
gee  ution  at  Sligo.  With  regard  to  Ser- 
jeant O'Brien,  there  was  a  complete  an- 
swer also,  as  he  had  been  one  of  the 
counsel  employed  in  the  case  of  ^'Corn- 
wall V,  O'Brien."  Failing  the  ordinary 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  Serjeant 
Hemphill,  one  of  the  most  eminent 
members  of  the  Irish  Bar,  was  retained 
to  conduct  the  prosecution.  That  was 
the  answer  to  the  charge  of  not  employ- 
ing the  ordinary  Crown  counseL  He 
came  now  to  the  case  of  Mr.  French. 
The  trial  of  French  was  actually  going 
on  at  that  moment,  and  had  been  going 
on  during  the  wliule  of  that  day.  It 
was  moat  unfortunate,  therefore,  to  have 
it  discussed  in  that  House,  or  that  any- 
thing should  be  said  by  hon.  Members 
opposite  which  might  be  read  to-morrow 
by  the  jury  engaged  in  trying  the  case. 
For  his  own  part,  he  should  abstain 
altogether  from  saying  anything  in  re- 
ference to  cases  which  were  absolutely 
pending.  He  denied  that  there  was  any 
foundation  for  the  allegation  that  the 
Crown  had  been  any  party  to  the  ab- 
econding  of  one  of  the  defendants;  and 
as  regarded  the  letter  of  Mr.  French, 
that  letter  was  actually  used  and  put  in 
by  the  Government  against  Mr-  French 
for  two  reasons.  It  was  first  alleged  on 
behalf  of  French  that  he  was  incapable 
of  pleading.  As  the  jury  had  found 
that  issue  against  him,  he  (the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland)  could  say,  without 
injustice  to  him,  that  he  was  sane  and 
perfectly  capable  of  pleading.  This 
letter,  having  come  into  the  hands  of  the 
Crown,  was  used  first,  because  it  showed 
conclueiyely  in  the  judgment  of  the 
Crown  Prosecutor  that  French  was  sane  ; 
and,  secondly,  because  it  contained  a 
threat  against  the  Government ;  and,  in 
bis  opinion,  no  Government  would  be 


worthy  of  the  name  of  Government^  if, 
when  they  obtained  possession  of  a  letter 
charging  them  with  improper  conduct, 
under  a  threat  to  extort  exceptional 
terms  as  regarded  a  prisoner,  they  had 
refrained  from  using  it.  French  was  a 
man  who  had  been  for  some  years  in  the 
Public  Service,  and  he  now  suggested 
that  he  held  State  secrets  which  he  would 
disclose  against  the  Government.  If  the 
Government  had  refrained  from  using 
a  letter  written  by  a  man  about  to  be 
tried «  containing  such  charges  against 
them^ — ^if  they  had  at  all  evinced  a  dis- 
position to  hold  it  back,  they  would  have 
been  guilty  of  most  improper  conduct. 
They  felt  themselves  at  once  compelled 
to  bring  it  forward^  and  as  openly  and 
as  publicly  as  they  could  to  meet  the 
silegations  made  against  them.  As  to 
the  letter  of  Mr.  Eeid,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  in  French's  letter,  and  upon 
which  so  much  stress  had  been  laid  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo,  according  to 
the  best  information  he  (the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland)  could  obtain,  there 
never  was  any  such  letter  in  existence. 
He  knew  nothing  about  the  matter  him- 
self ;  but  he  had  received  a  communica- 
tion stating  that  no  such  letter  existed  con- 
taining one  word  in  support  of  the  state- 
meats  of  hon.  Members  opposite.  He 
made  that  assertion  on  the  best  informa- 
tion he  had  been  able  to  secure.  The  trial 
of  Fitzgerald  had  been  referred  to ;  but 
French,  admittedly,  had  no  earthly  con- 
nection with  the  case.  Fitzgerald  was 
arrested  subsequently  to  French  leaving 
the  service  of  the  public,  and  French 
was  neither  directly  nor  indirectly  con- 
nected with  it.  The  main  charge  against 
the  Government  was  that  of  jury-pack- 
ing. Ho  quite  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo,  that  it  should  be  the 
object  of  everybody  to  secure  a  jury 
which  would  be  fair  and  impartial,  tho- 
roughly free  from  bias,  and  free  from  the 
imputation  of  undue  influence.  Men 
possessing  those  qualities  were  the  men 
whom  everyone  wished  to  see  performing 
the  duties  of  jurors.  Those  being  the 
objects  every  man  desired,  and  which  he 
believed  every  honest  Crown  Prosecutor 
desired,  they  were  secured  by  certain 
safeguards  as  old  as  the  law  itself.  In 
the  first  place,  iu  the  interests  of  the 
prisoner  himself,  he  was  given  the  right 
to  challenge,  and  the  right  of  **  stand  by" 
was  also  possessed  by  the  Crown.  In 
the  ordinary  class  of  cases  they  had  to 
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deal  with  in  Ireland  no  difficulty  what- 
ever arose,  and  it  was  considered  that 
every  juror  as  he  came  forward  was  just 
as  capable  of  trying  a  case  fairly  and 
impartially  as  another.  But  the  House 
must  remember  what  the  history  of  the 
country  had  been.  Hon.  Members  would 
not  forget  that  within  a  very  short  time 
the  history  of  Ireland  had  been  so  lament- 
able that  it  was  difficult  to  obtain  men 
who  would  discharge  the  duty  of  a  juror; 
and,  in  one  celebrated  case,  a  juryman, 
for  no  other  reason  than  that  he  had 
discharged  his  duty  fearlessly,  was  all 
but  murdered.  That  case  would  be  fresh 
in  the  recollection  of  the  House,  and  all 
that  this  juror  did  was  to  perform  his 
duty  in  the  jury-box,  and  to  give  a  fair 
and  honest  verdict.  Another  juryman 
had  his  life  spared  almost,  as  it  were, 
by  the  interposition  of  Providence. 
Threatening  notices  had  been  sent 
broadcast  throughout  the  City  of  Dublin 
in  the  case  of  an  important  trial;  and 
with  the  knowledge  that  these  influences 
were  at  work,  were  the  Crown  to  beblamed 
for  trying  to  secure  an  impartial  jury, 
and  for  endeavouring  to  free  the  jury- 
box  from  the  influence  of  terrorism  and 
fear  ?  Their  only  desire  was  to  secure 
jurymen  who  would  try  to  do  their  duty 
fairly,  honestly,  and  impartially.  Ca- 
tholics, no  doubt,  had  been  ordered  to 
stand  aside  in  many  oases;  but  there 
was  no  slur  upon  them.  This  grievance 
was  not  put  forward  by  them,  but  for 
them,  and  it  was  a  false  issue  altogether 
that  was  raised.  There  were  also  many 
persons  who,  for  their  own  sakes  and 
from  the  nature  of  their  business,  were 
ordered  to  stand  by.     [_Interruption9,'] 

Mr.SPEAKEE:  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land must  be  allowed  to  proceed  without 
interruption. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  for 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  :  The  hon. 
Members  opposite  were,  perhaps,  not 
aware  of  the  mode  of  procedure  in  these 
cases.  Jurors  were  not  placed  upon 
the  jury  panel  by  the  Crown.  They 
were  placed  on  it  according  to  the 
rating,  and  the  Executive  had  no 
more  to  do  with  that  than  any  Member 
of  that  House.  So  much  for  the  compo- 
sition of  juries.  Then,  under  the  rules 
laid  down,  persons  were  in  some  cases 
ordered  to  stand  by  for  their  own  sakes, 
and,  in  many  cases,  from  the  nature  of 
their  trade.     And,  again,  in  the  case  of 
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persons  known  to  be  subject  to  fear  or 
influence,  the  Crown  would  negleot  its 
duty,  if  it  did  not  order  them  to  stand 
aside,  and  call  in  their  place  fair  and 
impartial  men.  Anyone  acquainted  with 
criminal  trials  in  Ireland  would  know 
that  there  were  many  persons  whose 
trade,  and  whose  lives,  perhaps,  might 
be  endangered  by  their  serving  as 
jurors.  But  in  ordinary  cases,  those 
rules  did  not  apply,  because  they  were 
laid  down  solely  for  the  purpose  of 
securing  a  fair  and  impartial  jury — ^free 
from  fear  or  influence.  For  that  pur- 
pose they  were  framed,  and  for  no  other 
purpose  were  they  applied ;  and  he  ap- 
pealed to  the  record  of  jury  trials,  to 
the  results  known  to  that  House,  to  the 
state  of  crime  in  Ireland  as  it  was  now 
and  to  that  which  existed  some  years 
ago,  as  affording  the  best  proofs  that 
juries  in  Ireland  had  fearlessly  and  im- 
partially discharged  their  duties.  Finally, 
he  said  that  the  jurors  of  Dublin — mer- 
chants and  gentlemen — who  were  unpaid 
and  unrewarded,  with  nothing  to  gain, 
but  with  much  abuse,  at  least,  and 
sometimes  danger  to  fear,  and  who  had 
thus  discharged  their  duties,  deserved 
the  thanks  of  the  community. 

Question  put,  *^That  those  words  be 
there  inserted."     [**  No,  no ! "] 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr.  Justin  Euntly  WCarthy.) 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  he  had  hoped 
that  the  House  would  have  had  the  plea- 
sure of  listening  to  the  remarks  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  new  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land on  this  question.  It  was  true  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  re- 
sponsible by  the  actual  tenure  of  his 
present  Office  for  the  course  of  the  events 
which  had  given  rise  to  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton). 
But,  still,  he  (Mr.  Parnell  thought  they 
were  entitled  to  assume  that  the  right 
hon  Gentleman  had  been  an  attentive 
observer  of  those  events,  and  that  he 
would  not  have  assumed  the  Office  which 
he  now  held,  without  having  examined 
and  carefully  considered  the  nature  and 
general  bearing  of  all  these  complaints 
of  Irish  Members,  at  least  during  the 
two  years  which  had  elapsed  since  the 
Crimes  Act  of  1 882  had  been  in  force ; 
and,  therefore,  he  believed  that  the  right 
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^on.  Gentlemaa  was  in  a  poBition,  oa 
the  present  occaaioo,  to  give  to  hon. 
Members  ou  those  Benches,  and  the 
House  generally,  the  benefit  of  his  opi- 
nion and  hif5  judgment  upon  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo,  and  upon 
the  proceedings  of  the  Irish  Executive, 
which  that  Motion  impugned.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman^  by  the  assump- 
tion of  his  present  Office,  had,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  made  himself  reBponsible 
for  the  doings  of  his  Predecessor ;  and 
although  they  had  had  the  able  assist- 
ance of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
late  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  (Mr.  Trevelyan),  yet, 
at  the  same  time,  he  (Mr.  Parnell) 
thought  it  would  be  more  satisfactory  to 
hon.  Members  around  him — he  did  not 
know  whether  it  would  be  so  to  the 
House  generally — if  they  were  to  have 
the  benefit  of  hearing  the  voice  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  that  occasion. 
CortaiQly,  it  was  rather  an  unusual 
oocuiTence,  when  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate  was  moved  upon  a  question 
of  the  present  magnitude,  involving  such 
important  issues,  and  connected  with 
euch  very  serious  charges  against  the 
Irish  Executive — it  was  rather  unusual 
that  the  Question  should  be  put  from 
the  Chair  without  any  observation  what- 
ever, or  repl^^  from  the  Minister  respon- 
sible for  the  defence  of  the  Government 
to  the  charges  made.  He  should  have 
thought  they  would  have  heard  why  the 
Government  intended,  as  it  was  evident 
that  they  did  intend,  to  oppose  the  Mo- 
tion for  the  adjournment  of  the  debate, 
and  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Athlone 
(Mr,  Justin  Huntly  McCarthy)  might 
have  received  some  reason  for  that  oppo- 
sition ?  Without  going  into  the  nature 
or  the  merits  of  the  case,  which,  on  the 
present  Motion,  it  was  impossible  for 
him  to  do,  he  submitted  that  the  ques- 
tions involved  were  of  the  greatest  mo- 
ment and  weight,  that  they  required 
greater  time  for  consideration,  alTectiug, 
as  they  did,  the  lives  and  liberties  of 
many  persons  in  Ireland,  which  in  some 
instances  had  been  menaces,  and  in 
others  actually  taken  away;  and  that, 
therefore,  the  Government  would  do 
well  to  yield  to  the  Motion  before  the 
House.  He  could  not  understand  how 
they  expected  ia  the  long  run  to  gain 
that  time  which  tbey  wanted  to  gain,  or 
to  obtain  the  earlier  discussion  of  the 
Franchise  Question,  by  curtailing  the 


minutes  and  hours  asked  for  by  hon. 

Members  on  those  Benches, 

Mr.  GLAJ)ST0NE  :  Sir,  I  feel  it  ray 
duty  to  offer  a  decided  opposition  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  oppo»?ite 
(Mr.  Justin  Huntly  McCarthy).  I  have 
heard  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  urge  two  reasons  for 
that  Motion.  One  is  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  present  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (Mr, 
Camphell-Bannerman)  has  not  entered 
into  this  debate.  That,  Sir,  is  perfectly 
true ;  but  the  present  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  has  no  special  responsibility 
for  what  has  occurred  in  Ireland  up  to 
the  present  moment,  and  the  right  hon, 
Gentleman  who  has  such  responalbility 
for  what  has  occurred  during  the  last 
two  years  has  entered  fully  into  the 
debate,  as  has  also  the  Legal  Adviser  of 
the  Crown.  The  other  reason  of  the 
hon*  Member  is  that  the  subject  of  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  is 
most  important.  No  doubt.  Sir,  it  is 
most  important  j  but  there  are  other 
important  subjects  awaiting  discussion 
in  this  House,  whiah,  if  they  were  raised, 
might  occuxty  us  for  12  months.  Sir, 
the  debate  on  the  Address  ia  not  the 
occasion  for  discussions  merely  because 
they  are  important ;  and  if  that  prin- 
ciple ia  to  be  applied,  as  it  is  now  being 
applied,  to  an  extent  which  threatens  to 
be  fatal  to  tlie  dignity  and  efficiency  of 
this  House,  I  can  only  say  that  a  new 
revolution  will  have  been  introduced 
into  Parliamentary  practice.  Wo  have 
had,  I  believe,  eight  days  of  discussion 
on  the  Address,  Parliament  was  called 
by  the  Crown  for  a  special  purpose,  and 
was  exhorted  to  give  its  immediate  atten- 
tion to  that  purpose;  and  it  is  impos- 
sible for  us,  as  the  Advisers  of  the 
Crown,  not  to  appeal  to  the  House  to 
assist  us  in  giving  effect  to  that  inten- 
tion, which  I  believe  to  be  eiifetained  by 
the  entire  voice  of  the  nation.  There- 
fore, 8ir,  the  House  having  exhibited 
great  patience  already,  we  are  not  able 
to  consent  to  this  indefinite  extension  of 
the  debate  on  the  Address,  and  I  hope 
the  House  will  by  a  large  majority 
refuse  the  Motion  before  it. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  truly  stated  that  the  subject  of 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  moit  important. 
Of  course,  hon.  Members  on  those 
Benches  did  not  deny  that,  in  the  opi- 
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nion  of  the  Govemtnent»  the  Franchifle 
Question  was  of  more  importance ;  but 
that  was  not  their  opinion.  To  them 
the  Uvea  and  libertiea  of  their  fellow- 
countrymen  were  of  much  greater  im- 
portanoe  than  the  possession  of  votes  at 
q^uinquennial  elections ;  and  he  could 
not  but  think  that  tb©  fact  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  was  allowed  to  sit 
down  a  fow  moments  ago  with  an  abao* 
lately  empty  Treasury  Bench,  and  that 
the  Speaker  was  obliged  to  rise  and  put 
the  Question  without  a  word  from  the 
Governmcsut,  when  the  whole  of  the 
Eadical  Tarty  cried  **No!''  was  most 
noticeable.  And  then  they  had  all  the 
occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bench  troop- 
ing in  by  preconcerted  arrangement 
from  parts  unknown,  where  they  had 
remained  at  a  time  when  he  (Mr.  Healy) 
thought  they  would  have  have  been 
much  better  occupied  in  attending  to  the 
debate  raised  on  a  question  which  the 
Prime  Minister  himself  had  admitted  to 
be  most  important.  He  would  ask  how 
the  Colleagues  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  shown  their  sense  of  its  im- 
portance ?  By  coming  into  the  House 
at  half-past  1 2  o'clock,  when  the  Motion 
was  made  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  and  by  their  absence  while  the 
debate  was  going  on.  It  was  in  that 
way  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  Treasury  Bench  showed  their  sense 
of  the  importance  of  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo.  When  the  ad- 
journment  of  the  debate  was  moved, 
they  had  a  speech  from  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, and  Irish  Members  very  well 
knew  with  what  intent  and  purpose  cal- 
culated speeches  of  the  kind  were  made  ; 
they  knew  that,  to  all  appearances,  there 
was  a  prearranged  scheme. 

Ma.  .SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Healy)  must  conhne  himself  to  the 
Questiou  before  the  House. 

Me.  healy  said,  that,  while  follow- 
ing the  ruling  of  Mr.  Speaker^  he  would 
remind  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  e?en 
at  that  hour  of  the  morning  (12.36),  of 
the  words  of  Dr.  Watts,  and  ask  them 
not  to  *^  let  their  angry  passions  rise.*' 
The  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr* 
Justin  Huntly  McCarthy)  for  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate  had  been  made 
distinctly  on  the  ground  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  those  Benches  had  not  had 
sufficient  opportunity  for  discussion.  One 
night  only— from  5  to  12  o'clock— had 


been  occupied  in  the  discussion  of  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo ; 
and  he  would  put  it  to  any  reasonable 
man  whether,  considering  the 'practices 
which  had  been  going  on  in  Ireland 
— considering  the  extraordinary  revela- 
tions made  by  Inspector  French,  the 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the  de» 
hate  after  six  hours'  discussion  was 
reasonable  or  not  ?  They  knew  that,  on 
other  occasions^  Motions  of  the  kind  had 
not  been  resisted  by  the  Government, 
because  they  were  made  by  the  Tory 
Party  ;  they  knew  it  was  not  considered 
irregular  to  devote  four  nights  to  a 
discussion  on  matters  relating  to  some 
wretched  corner  in  South  Africa;  yet 
one  night  only  was  considered  sufficient 
for  the  debate  on  a  question  affecting 
the  lives  and  liberties  of  5.000,000  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects.  He  (Mr.  Healy) 
himself  had  been  anxious  to  speak  earlier 
that  evening,  in  consequence  of  what 
had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  (Mr.  Trevelyan),  Again, 
there  was,  of  course,  an  anxious  desire 
to  hear  the  reply  of  the  hon,  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  which  had 
led  tbe  hou.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr,  Paruell)  and  other  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen interested  in  the  debate,  to  re- 
serve their  speeches.  And  now  the  pro- 
posal was  that  a  species  of  garotte  should 
be  put  in  operation,  and  they  were  to  be 
compelled  to  make  th*4r  speeches  at  an 
hour  wben  not  a  single  word  that  they 
might  say  on  this  grave  and  important 
subject  could  be  heai^d  outside  the  House. 
He  would  not  question  from  a  Hadtcal 
point  of  view  the  importance  of  the 
Franchise  Bill  to  which  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  referred,  or  the  necessity  of 
making  progress  with  that  measure ;  but 
it  was  for  hon.  Members  in  all  quarters 
of  tbe  House  to  give  theh*  opinions  as  to 
the  necessity  of  ^totions  for  Adjourn- 
ment, and  as  to  the  fair  amount  of  time 
which  should  be  allotted  to  the  discus- 
sion of  important  questions,  and  he 
maintained  that  the  action  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  those  Benches  was  perfectly 
reasonable  in  asking  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  present  debate.  They  could 
not  but  suppose  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  new  Cbief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  was  anxious  to  make  his  maiden 
speech  upon  an  Irish  question  ;  and  he 
said  it  waa  not  Tespectlul  to  that  right 
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Hon.  Clentleman,  who  liad  just  come  in, 
that  he  should  be  compoUed  to  address 
the  House  at  that  hour  of  the  morning. 
Because,  if  this  Motion  for  Adjournment 
were  not  acceded  to,  what  would  happen? 
After  a  prolonged  wrangle,  such  as,  un- 
fortunately, they  wore  becoming  aeaaoned 
to,  the  Bpeechea  of  hon.  Members  who 
had  not  spoken  on  the  previous  question 
would  begin,  and  then,  at  an  unreason- 
able hour,  they  would  be  obliged  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Be- 
oretary  lor  Ireland  to  go  into  the  facts 
of  the  case.  Anxious  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  be  to  free  his  soul  as  to 
his  experiences  at  the  Oaatle,  they  were 
unwilling  to  inflict  that  upon  him  on  the 
present  occasion.  Nor  were  Irish  Mem- 
bers desirous  tliat  the  Autumn  Session 
should  begin  with  a  wrangle  of  the  kind 
he  had  alluded  to,  for  the  sake  of  saving 
a  little  of  the  Government  time,  which, 
after  all.  might  not  be  secured.  It  was 
desirable  that  the  Government  should 
consider  what  the  continuance  of  the 
debate  at  that  hour  involved.  When 
the  Franchise  Bill  was  last  before  the 
House,  he  (Mr.  Healy)  surrendered  a 
whole  sheet  of  Amendments  rather  than 
have  time  wasted,  because  he  found  his 
Amendments  were  being  used  by  the 
Tory  Party  for  obstructive  purposes. 
Were  the  Irish  Party  to  be  deprived  of 
a  few  hours'  debate,  when,  perhaps,  later 
on,  if  the  Amendments  to  whioh  he 
referred  were  to  be  put  down  and  dis- 
cussed at  the  lenfjth  their  importance 
justified,  several  nays  would  be  occu- 
pied in  their  consideration?  As  they 
had  undertaken  this  discussion,  let  them 
oonolude  it  quietly.  The  Irish  debate 
woidd,  in  the  nature  of  things,  close  to- 
morrow night ;  the  Government  would 
be  able  to  bring  up  the  Eeport  of  the  Ad- 
dress, provided  they  **  squared"  the  ship- 
owners, on  Wednesday  ;  and  they  could 
begin  the  debate  on  the  Franchise  Bill 
on  Thursflay.  He  supposed  the  Tory 
Party  would  not  require  more  than  three 
nights  for  the  debate  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  so  that  the  Division 
could  be  taken  comfortably  this  night 
week.  In  his  opinion,  a  more  convenient 
arrangement  could  not  be  arrived  at. 
As  one  who  took  conaiderable  interest 
in  the  fate  of  the  measure  which  would 
00  soon  be  laid  before  the  House,  he  re> 
speotfuUy  urged  the  Government  not  to 
inaugurate  the  discussion  on  the  Fran- 
ohit6    Bill  in  unseemly    wrangles,    A 


Division  would  show  the  sense  of  the 
II o use  as  to  an  adjournment  of  Ihe  de- 
bate ;  but  then  somebody  else — some 
one  on  the  Tory  Benches,  for  anything  he 
knew — might  object  to  continuing  the 
debate  at  that  hour  of  the  night  (12.45). 
Thereupon,  there  would  he  another 
wrangle  ;  and  no  doubt  in  the  end,when 
they  had  got  tired,  the  Government 
would  give  way  as  they  had  done  on 
other  occasions.  He  appealed  to  the 
Government  to  let  the  House  decide  the 
matter  in  an  amicable  and  reasonable 
spirit.  He  and  his  hon.  Friends  did  not 
ask  for  more  than  another  night^s  dis- 
cussion. The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber fur  the  City  of  Cork  had  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  speaking  a  single  word 
on  this  question.  It  was  quite  unrea- 
sonable that  the  Leader  of  a  great  Party, 
not  2>erhap8  in  numbers,  though  there 
was  every  promise  that  bye- and- by  it 
would  be  great  even  in  that  respect, 
should  be  expected  to  discuss  a  question 
of  this  kind,  after  a  series  of  wrangles, 
at  2  or  3  oVlock  in  the  raornine.  Once 
more  he  appealed  to  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
act  reasonably  in  the  matter.  He  sup- 
posed that  after  a  few  of  his  hon. 
Friends  had  spoken  they  would  be 
called  upon  to  divide.  It  would  then 
be  2  o'clock.  Two  or  three  more 
speeches  would  be  made,  and  about  3 
o^clook,  or  possibly  some  time  later,  an 
hon,  Membc^r  would  propose  a  sur- 
render, and  the  adjournment  would  be 
granted.  He  trusted  the  House  would 
agree  to  the  adjournment  of  the  debate 
without  any  further  waste  of  time. 

^la.  LEA^IY  said,  that  at  20  minutea 
to  9,  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem* 
ber  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  concluded 
his  speech,  the  Irish  Members  who  were 
then  in  the  House  called  on  the  Sohoitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Walker)  to 
speak ;  but  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman refused  to  rise.  If  he  had  risen 
then,  and  delivered  his  speech,  it  was 
moro  than  probable  that  the  debate 
would  now  have  been  concluded.  The 
hon,  and  learned  Gentleman  following, 
he  (Mr,  Leamy)  supposed,  the  example 
set  him  by  a  late  Irish  Law  Offioer,  re- 
fused to  speak  because  it  was  the  dinner 
hour.  The  result  was  that  Irish  Mem- 
bers of  no  importance  in  the  House, 
like  himself,  had  to  continue  the  discus- 
sion. The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
had  spoken  at  such  an  hour  as  to  make 
it  quite  unreasonable  to  e:cpect  the  hon* 
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Geiitlomau  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pfirnoll)  and  other  Leaders 
of  the  Irish  Party  to  reply  to  him.  They 
asked  for  an  adjournment,  and  the  fault, 
if  there  was  any,  must  be  placed  on  the 
head  of  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land, who  was  too  vain  to  speak  in  a 
comparatively  empty  House, 

Me.  O^BEIEN  said,  he  was  at  a  loss 
to  understand  with  what  show  of  justice 
the  Prime  Minister  asked  them  to  cut 
short,  or  rather  to  suppress,  this  mat  tor 
after  a  few  hours*  discyseioUjand  before 
any  of  the  prominent  Members  of  their 
Party  had  taken  part  in  the  debate. 
He  asked  hon.  Members  opposite,  who 
were  so  proud  in  their  strength  of  num- 
bers, to  remember  that  those  questions 
which  were  mere  Party  questions  for 
them  in  England,  were  questions  of  life 
and  death  for  the  people  in  Ireland.  It 
was  very  likely  the  Prime  Minister 
would  remind  the  Irish  Members  that 
they  had  had  a  couple  of  nights'  dis- 
cussion upon  the  Moamstrasna  revela- 
tions, a  couple  of  nights  which  were 
chiefiy  occupied  with  the  protests  of 
English  Tory  and  Radical  Gantlemen 
against  the  conduct  of  the  Qoverament 
in  Ireland.  Why  did  they  have  two 
nights*  discussion  upon  the  Maametrasna 
case  ?  Simply  because  the  Government 
would  not  yield  an  inquiry  which  was 
demanded  by  the  entire  public  opinion 
in  Ireland,  and  which  was  demanded  in 
the  secret  hearts  of  many  of  the  Go- 
vernment's own  supporters. 

Mr.  EUSTON  :  I  rise  to  Order,  I 
wish  to  ask  you,  Sir,  whether  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  speaking  to  the  Question 
before  the  House, 

Mr,  0*BEIEN  was  sorry  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  had  not  yet  discovered 
himself  to  fame^ 

Mr.  SPEAKER  I  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  confine  himself  strictly  to  the 
Motion  for  Adjournment.  He  is  not  in 
Order  in  travelling  beyond  the  Motion. 

Mr,  O'BRIEN  said,  he  had  not  been 
called  to  Order  ;  he  was  simply  replying 
to  the  interruption  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr,  Ruston).  He  knew  there  was 
not  much  use  in  appealing  to  men  who 
had  big  battalions  on  their  side ;  but  he 
reminded  the  House  that  they  were 
engaged  to-night  upon  as  important 
business  as  could  well  engage  their  at- 
tention. They  were  engaged  in  show* 
ing  that  the  English  rule  in  Ireland 
rested  on  infamy  and  corruption 

Ifr.  Leamy 


Mk.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  That 
is  not  the  Question  before  the  House. 
The  question  is  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  said,  he  was  trying, 
against  a  good  many  difficulties,  to  show 
that  the  debate  ought  to  be  adjourned, 
because  this  was  a  subject  they  had  not 
yet  had  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
fuUy,  a  subject  which  was  of  vital  im- 
portance to  the  people  as  well  as  to  the 
Members  of  the  Ministry  in  Ireland. 
He  wished  to  remind  the  House  that  for 
three  months  past,  Parliament  not  hav- 
ing been  sitting,  tyranny  had  had  full 
swing  in  Ireland 

Mk.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
have  twice  observed  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman 18  speaking  irrelevantly.  I  call 
upon  him  to  resume  his  seat. 

Mr.  O^Bbibn  resumed  his  seat  accord- 
ingly. [CrfV*  o/'^Cowai'ds,  cowards  T*] 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  it  was  a  matter 
for  extreme  regret,  regret  not  confined 
to  any  Party,  but  regret,  he  believed, 
which  would  be  shared  to-morrow  by  all 
thoughtful  Members  of  the  House,  no 
matter  to  what  political  Party  they  be- 
longed, that  the  Prime  Minister,  guided 
and  controlled  by  some  intelligence  lesa 
competent  than  his  own,  had  entered  upon 
the  course  which  he  had  announced  that 
night.  He  (Mr,  Sexton)  did  not  for  a 
moment  question  that  the  reasons  exist- 
ing in  the  mind  of  the  Prime  Minister 
ap|>eared  to  him  to  be  sufficient  to  justify 
the  course  which  he  had  adopted.  No 
one,  indeed,  ever  doubted  that  the  rea- 
sons of  the  Prime  Minister  for  the  adop- 
tion of  a  particular  course  always  ap- 
peared sufficient  for  himscdf.  But  the 
reason  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  assigned  to-night  for  refusing  an 
adjournment  of  the  debate  was  not  a 
reason  concerned  with  the  inherent  im- 
portance of  the  question  under  discus- 
sion. It  was  not  asserted  that  they  had 
fully  debated  the  question.  No ;  the 
Prime  Minister  had  set  forth  the  im- 
portance of  some  question  which  the 
House  was  to  discuss  in  future  as  a 
reason  why  the  present  debate  should 
not  be  adjourned.  Whatever  that  ques- 
tion might  bo— if  it  be  the  question  they 
all  had  in  their  minds^he  respectfully 
suggested  to  the  Prime  Minister  that 
the  chances  of  the  rapid  and  complete 
success  of  that  question  did  not  depend 
upon  one  Sitting  more  or  less.  Whether 
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they  adjourned  the  debate,  or  they  were 
compelled  to  close  the  discussion  on  the 
Irish  Question  that  night,  it  appeared  to 
him  the  important   question   to   which 
the  right  hoc.  Gentleman  referred  stood 
an  equal  chance  of  arriving  at  a  succesa- 
fiil  isaue.     He  submit  tod  to  the  Prime 
Minieter  whether  or  not  be  increased  or 
improred  the  chances  of  that  important 
question  by  the  course  he  had  taken  up 
to-night  ?    No   man  had   shown  more 
than  the  Prime  Minister  a  keen  sense  of 
the  necessity  of  mobilizing  Parliamen- 
tary force  ;  and  he  asked  the  right  hon, 
Gentleman  whether,  in  refusing  the  ad- 
journment of  this  debate,  he  was  taking 
that  course  which   was  most  judicious 
and   most   likely   to   secure   permanent 
success  for  the  important   measure   he 
had  in  mind?  From  the  point  of  view  of 
the  Irish  Members,   the  question  they 
bad  been  discussing  Tvas  more  important 
than  the  question  which  was  in  the  mind 
c*l  the  Prime  Minister,     The  question 
which  the  right   lion.  Oenlleman   con- 
templated was  very  much  of  the  nature 
of  an  abstract  question  concerning  the 
political  rights  of  persons  in  this  coun- 
try —  a  question   which  would   not   be 
brought    into    practical    operation    for 
months  or  years.   But  to-night  they  had 
been  discussing  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  a  series  of  trials  proceeding 
at  this  very  moment.     He  wanted   to 
know,  before  that  discussion  closed,  what 
course  the  Crown  meant  to  take  in  the 
case  of  James  Ellis   French?    Before 
this  discussion  closed,   before  any  at- 
tempt was  made  to  put  a  gag  on  their 
mouths,  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  must 
know  whether  the  Legal  Advisers  of  the 
Grown  in  Ireland  meant  to  repeat  upon 
the  second  trial  of  James  Ellis  French 
their  scandalous  conduct  of  last  Friday. 
He  was  personally  interested  in  this  dis- 
cussion, because  the  liberties  of  U   of 
his  constituents  were  now  at  stake.    The 
House  was  aware  that  during  the  last 
six  months  he   had    repeatedly  called 
attention  to  the  case  of  these  men.  He  had 
fruitlessly  endeavoured  that  night  to  ex- 
tract from  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  Oampbell-Bannerman),  or  the 
Legal  Adviser  of  the  Irish  Government, 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Walker),    some    assurance    that    when 
these  men  were  placed  on  their  trial  for 
political  offences,  they  would  get  treat- 
ment as  fair  and  as  liberal,  treatment  as 
little  calculated  to  cause  a  harsh  verdict 
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to  be  given  against  them,  as  the  treat* 
ment  which  had  been  extended  to  the 
officials  who  had  boen  placed  upon  their 
trial  in  Dublin.  The  debate  ought  not 
to  close  until  they  knew  what  was  done 
that  day  in  the  case  of  James  Ellis 
French,  and  until  they  knew  what  course 
the  Government  intended  to  pursue  in 
the  case  of  the  Tubbercurry  prisoners. 
The  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  ex-Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr, 
Trevelyan)  was  very  academical  and  in- 
genious, one  in  which  he  kept  wide  of 
the  question  at  issue.  The  si>eech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland^  on  the  contrary,  went  very 
close 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  !  The 
lion.  Gentleman  is  not  entitled,  upon  the 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate, to  discuss  the  speech esj  delivered 
during  the  last  debate. 

Ma.  SEXTON  said,  he  was  pointing 
out  that,  while  the  speech  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duohy  of  Lancaster  was 
remote  to  the  subject,  the  speech  of  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  went  close 
to  the  subject,  and  they,  the  Leader  of 
the  Irish  Party  (Mr.  Parnelljt  the  Tice 
Chairman  of  the  Party,  (Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy),  and  several  of  the  important 
Members  of  the  Party,  had  had  no  op- 
portunity of  replying  to  that,  the  only 
important  and  only  relevant  speech 
which  had  come  from  the  Government 
Bench  in  the  coiirse  of  the  discussion. 
He  (ilr.  Sexton)  was  the  leaa  disposed 
to  yield  to  the  dictation  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  because  he  plainly  saw  that 
there  was,  he  would  not  say  a  plot,  but 
would  use  the  word  arrangement,  to 
oppose  any  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
When  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Athlon*?  (Mr.  Justin  Huntly  M'Oarthy) 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate, 
there  arose  loud  cries  of  **  Divide, 
divide  I  '*  which  made  it  clear  to  him 
thei*e  was  Bomething  unusual  in  the 
wind.  He  had  never  before  hoard  a 
Motion  for  Adjournment  received,  at  the 
very  moment  it  was  proposed,  with 
sucJi 

Mr,  speaker  :  It  is  my  duty  again 
to  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman  ho  is  not  in 
Order.  ICries  o/**  Cloture!  "  from  the 
Iriih  Bcnehti.']  I  must  ask  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen to  be  silent  while  I  am  address- 
ing the  House.  For  the  second  time,  I 
tell  the  hon.  Gentleman  he  is  deviating 
from  the    point  before  the  House,      I 
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must  ask  Mm  to  keep  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  adjourn raent  of  the  do- 
bate,  It  18  a  painful  duty  I  bave  to  per- 
form ]  but  if  the  bon.  Gontleman  offends 
again,  I  shall  be  obliged  to  take  notice 
of  the  fact. 

Mr,  sexton  thanked  the  Speaker 
for  the  warning  he  had  given  him.  Ho 
was  aware  the  Speaker  had  twice  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  that  he  was  deviating 
from  the  Question  before  the  House. 
The  Speaker,  too,  had  very  properly 
said  that  he  had  a  duty  to  perform  from 
the  Chair.  But  the  humblest  Member 
of  the  House  had  also  a  duty  to  per- 
form, and  he  (Mr,  Sexton)  was  en- 
deavouring respectfully^  reasonably,  and 
calmly  to  state  his  reasons  for  support- 
ing the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Athlone.  If  he  again 
incurred  the  Speaker's  displeasure,  he 
would  gladly  welcome  any  penalty  that 
might  be  imposed  upon  him.  He  re- 
peated that  he  was  inclined  to  resist  the 
course  proposed  by  tho  Prime  Minister, 
bf'cause  it  appeared  to  him  there  was  a 
disposition  on  the  Clovernment  side  of 
the  House  to  prematurely  close  the  dis- 
oussion  which  had  been  raised  to-night. 
He  maintained  that  that  disposition  was 
evinced  and  emphasized  by  the  sudden 
appearance  of  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
when  the  Prime  Minister  rose.  Seeing 
that  no  valid  reason  had  been  assigned 
against  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Athlone,  and  that  it  was  clear  there 
was  an  arrangement  to  jirevent  an  ad* 
lOurnment  of  the  debate^  ho  invited  his 
hon.  Friends  to  resist  with  all  their  force 
the  proposal  of  the  Government. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  said, 
that  in  supporting  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Athlone 
(Mr.  Justin  Huntly  M*Oarthy)  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate,  he  would 
appeal  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
look  at  the  matter,  even  from  their  own 
point  of  view.  A  most  important  dis- 
cussion had  taken  place  in  the  House 
that  night  with  reference  to  matters  of 
the  utmost  consequence  to  the  Irish  people, 
and  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  wished 
that  the  Irish  people  should  rest  in  any 
degree  satisfied  with  the  discussion 
which  took  place  they  must  provide  that 
the  discussion  should  appear  to  the  Irish 
people  to  have  been  exhaustive.  The 
Governmeat  would  not  be  serving  any 
good  or  wise  purpose  if  they  insisted 
upon  the  debate  heir  g  closed  that  night ; 


because  he  could  assure  the  Gk)T6rDmeiit 
that  the  Irish  people  would  not  consider 
as  either  satisfactory  or  exhaustive  any 
discussion  in  the  House  upon  Irish 
affairs  which  was  not  participated  in  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell),  the  hon.  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy),  the  Vice  Chair- 
man of  the  Party,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford  fMr.  Justin  McCarthy),  the 
hon.  Memoer  for  Gal  way  City  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor),  and  several  other  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  were  regarded  by  the 
Irish  people  as  their  leaders.  He  did 
not  appeal  to  the  Government  from  their 
own  point  of  view^  or  because  he  had 
any  sympathy  with  the  anxiety  of  the 
Prime  Minister  regarding  the  FranchisQ 
Bill ;  but  he  appealed  to  them  to  agree 
to  the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  be- 
cause such  a  course  on  their  part  would 
bo  most  satisfactory  to  the  majority  of 
the  Members  of  the  House,  He  appealed 
to  the  Government,  not  because  he 
sympathized  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  the  Treasury  Bench,  but  be- 
cause he  6\inpathized  with  a  great  num- 
ber of  English  Members  he  saw  at  hand 
to  support  the  Government,  and  who, 
he  believed*  if  they  only  spoke  their 
minds,  would  be  very  favourable  to  the 
l^fotion  of  bis  hou.  Friend  (Mr.  Justin 
Huntly  M'Carthy).  It  was  a  monstrous 
proposal  that  the  disousaion  should  close 
that  night.  What  would  the  conclusion 
of  the  debate  mean?  It  would  mean 
that  whenever  the  Government  wanted 
to  stiHe  debate,  or  to  shut  out  of  the  de- 
bate the  voices  of  the  mo^^t  important 
Members  of  the  Irish  Pai-ty,  all  they 
would  have  to  do  in  the  future  woula 
be  to  keep  the  Government  officials  on 
the  Treasury  Bench  from  making  their 
speeches  until  the  eleventh  hour  in  the 
debate,  and  then  oppose  every  Motion 
for  Adjournment.  If  he  and  his  hon. 
Friends  were  not  to  insist  upon  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate,  they  would  be 
giving  their  sanction  to  the  very  unde- 
sirable precedent  he  had  described.  The 
Prime  Minister  and  every  Member  of 
the  Treasury  Bench  must  know  that  tlie 
Irish  Party  would  not  permit  any  de- 
bate to  close  to  which  Members  eucli  as 
those  he  had  before  motioned  had  not 
contributed  their  opinions.  He  appealed 
in  this  matter  to  whatever  sense  of  fair 
play  there  might  be  amongst  English 
Members ;  and  he  put  it  to  those  Mem- 
bers whether  they  considered  he  and  bis 
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hon.  Friends  were  making  an  nnreason- 
able  demand  when  they  asked  that  the 
Leaders  of  their  Party  might  have  a 
proper  opportunity  of  expressing  their 
opinions  upon  this  binning  and  im- 
portant question  ? 

Mr.  BIOGAB  eaid,  the  Prime  Mi- 
nifitor  had  told  them  that  Parliament 
was  called  together  for  the  transaction 
of  very  important  Business— namely, 
the  consideration  of  the  Franchise  BilL 
He  (Mr.  Biggar)  did  not  know  whether 
he  spoke  in  accordance  with  recognized 
custom  or  not ;  but^  as  far  as  his  experi- 
ence had  gone,  it  had  alwaja  been  a 
practice  on  the  Address  to  draw  atten- 
tion to  subjects  which  wore  of  a  pressing 
nature. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon,^  aentle- 
man  is  wandering  from  the  subject  now 
before  the  House, 

Mr,  biggar  :  I  think  that  — 

Me.  SPE.1KER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  taken  no  notice  of  my  remark. 
1  said  he  was  wandering  from  the  sub- 
ject before  the  House.  He  must  keep 
strictly  to  the  question. 

Mk!  BIGGAE  apologized  for  the 
transgression.  He  had  forgotten  for 
the  moment  the  Rule  with  regard  to 
Motions  for  Adjournmeut.  However, 
he  did  not  intend  to  pursue  that  branch 
of  the  subject  f uither,  but  to  point  out 
that  the  question  which  had  been  raised 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  one  of  great  im- 
portance to  the  Irish  people.  He  could 
not  help  thinking  that  the  Government 
would  do  well  to  agree  to  the  Motion 
for  Adjourmuent,  in  order  tbat  the  sub- 
ject might  be  fully  and  reasonably  de- 
bated, instead  of  being  cut  short  as  sug- 
gested. It  had  been  pointed  out  that 
there  were  some  points  in  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Walker)  which  re- 
quired a  i*eply.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Mouaghan  (Mr.  Healy),  who  was  well 
qualified  for  a  job  of  that  sort,  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell),  and  other  influential  Members  of 
the  Irish  Party,  were  in  the  House 
ready  to  reply ;  but  the  hon.  and  Lmrned 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  did  not 
ffive  them  an  opportunity  of  replying, 
because  he  did  not  sit  down  until  25 
minutes  past  Pi  o^clock,  a  time  when  it 
was  quite  unreasonable  to  ask  a  leading 
Member  of  any  Party  to  commence  a 
speech  in  reply,  seeing  that  a  pi^per 


and  fair  report  of  the  speech  could  not 
appear  in  the  morning's  papers.  It  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  if  the  Govern* 
ment  succeeded  in  closing  their  mouths 
that  night,  he  and  his  hon.  Friends 
would  find  other  opportunitiea  of  raising 
the  same  question.  He  really  did  not 
see  that  any  practical  good  was  to  be 
gained  by  the  Government  in  forcing 
Irish  Members  to  close  their  mouths  on 
this  particular  oocaaion.  If  they  were 
gagged  now,  they  would  fi^el  themselvoa 
called  upon  to  make  the  speeches  they 
had  intended  to  make  that  night  at  a 
not  very  distant  time.  He  asked  the 
Government  whether,  as  a  matter  of 
seK-intert^st^  they  were  playing  a  judi- 
cious game  in  endeavouring  to  put  the 
cldturg  upon  the  Irish  Party? 

Mr.  BAIiRY  said,  he  was  strongly 
inclined  to  think  that  if  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  followed  the  course  of  the 
debate  that  night,  ho  would  not  have 
opposed  the  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
What  were  the  facts  ?  After  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  SHgo  (Mr. 
Sexton)  and  the  speech  of  the  hon* 
Member  for  Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien),  the 
Irish  Members  waited  patiently  for  some 
declaration  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Walker).  Just  before  9 
o'clock,  there  were  cries  from  the  Irish 
Benches  for  the  Solicitor  General ;  but 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  refused 
to  rise.  He  (Mr.  Barry)  put  it  to  the 
Government,  as  a  matter  of  common 
sense,  was  it  likely  that  any  time  would 
be  saved  during  this  Autumn  Session  if 
it  came  to  protracted  wrangles  of  this 
kind?  Something  was  said  about  the 
dignity  of  the  House,  To  enter  upon  a 
physical  struggle  at  1  o*cloek  in  the 
morning,  was  certainly  not  at  all  likely 
to  add  to  the  dignity  of  the  Assembly ,* 
He  hoped  that,  on  further  reflection, 
and  after  having  heard  the  true  bearings 
of  the  case,  the  Prime  Minister  would 
see  fit  to  give  way,  and  grant  the  ad- 
journment. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O^CONNOR  said, 
there  was  one  observation  of  the  Prime 
Minister  which  ought  not  to  pass  with- 
out some  kind  of  challenge.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Athlone  (Mr, 
Justin  Huntly  McCarthy)  moved  that 
the  debate  be  adjourned,  whereupon  the 
Prime  Minister  rose  and  opposed  the 
Motion  on  the  ground  that  there  waa 
very  important  Business  of  another  kind 
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to  be  transacted  by  the  Houso,  and  then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  Bald  that  this 
Parliament  was  assembled  on  this  par- 
ticular occasion  for  the  fipeoial  purpose, 
and  that  the  Crown  enjoined  upon  the 
House  to  do  certain  Business,  That  ap- 
peared to  him  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  to 
De  language  of  a  strauge  and  unconsti- 
tutional character.  If  there  was  one 
thing  more  largely  written  upon  the 
history  of  the  House  of  Commons,  it 
was  the  unceaeiug  and  determined 
efforts  made  to  vindicate  its  indepen- 
dence of  the  Crown,  The  Crown  had 
BO  right  and  no  power  to  enjoin  on  this 
House  to  proceed  to  any  work  at  any 
particular  time, 

Mr,  GIADSTONE  said,  he  would 
like  to  explain.  He  did  not  speak  of 
the  Crown  as  enjoining  that  House. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O^OONNOE  said,  he 
took  down  the  word. 

Mn.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  word 
was  never  need.  He  did  not  speak  of 
the  Crown  enjoining  on  this  House,  The 
word  **  injunction/'  however,  did  escape 
him,  andbe  wished  to  withdraw  it. 

Mr,  ARTHUR  O^CONNOR  accepted 
the  disclaimer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  assumed  that  ho  himself  made 
a  mistake.  He  thought  it  was  the  verb, 
and  not  the  substantive,  that  he  noticed. 
He  reminded  the  House  that  at  the 
commencement  of  every  Session  it  was 
the  constant  practice  to  proceed  with  a 
Bill  of  no  importance,  before  the  debate 
on  the  Address  was  concluded,  simply  and 
solely  because  the  House  was  determined 
to  vindicate  its  independence.  Under 
these  circumstances,  the  House  must 
remember  that  it  was  not  bound  to 
proceed  with  the  consideration  of  any 
Franchise  Bill.  Whatever  might  be 
said  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  the 
House  was  not  even  bound  to  consider  a 
Franchise  Bill ;  but,  having  entered  his 

Erotest  against  the  remark  of  the  right 
on.   Gentleman,  he  would  not  occupy 
further  time. 

Me.  KENNY  said,  he  had  expected 
that  some  Irish  Member  sitting  opposite, 
and  giving  a  regular  support  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  would  have  en- 
tered his  protest  against  the  proposal  of 
the  Government  to  close  this  debate, 
contrary  to  the  unanimous  feeling  of 
the  Irish  Representativea.  It  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that^  with  one  or  two  ex- 
ceptions, only  unimportant  and  uninflu- 
ential  Members  of  the  Irish  Party  had 

Mr.  Arthur  0^  Connor 


expressed  their  views  upon  the  question 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  SUgo 
(Mr.  Sexton),  besides  which,  not  a  single 
Member  of  any  consequence  sitting  on 
the  Government  Benches  had  enlight- 
ened the  House  upon  the  subject.  It 
struck  him  that  it  was  extremely  unwise 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  nfuse 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  when 
it  was  asked  under  circumstances  so 
reasonable  as  those  which  had  been  put 
forward  by  his  hon.  Friends  who  had 
already  spoken.  It  was  n  strange  thing 
that  the  Government  should  attempt  to 
get  rid  of  this  tiuestion,  which  was  one 
of  vital  importance  to  the  Irish  people, 
after  only  a  few  hours'  discussion,  and 
that  at  a  time  when  subjects  of  very 
much  less  irajiortance  to  the  vast  body 
of  the  people  had  been  allowed  to  oc- 
cupy the  attention  of  the  House  for 
days  together.  A  squabble  or  row 
amongst  a  horde  of  ruffians  in  Birming- 
ham was  debated  seriously  in  the  House 
for  a  whole  night,  and  would  have  been 
discussed  on  other  night  if  only  an  ad- 
journment had  been  proposed.  He  was 
hopeful  that  in  the  course  of  this  diecus- 
aion  a  gleam  of  light  might  dawn  upon 
the  Treasury  Bench,  and  that  the  Go- 
vernment might  8f?e  that  resistance  to 
the  wish  of  the  Irish  Members,  or  an 
unseemly  effort  to  close  their  mouths, 
was  not  the  most  effective  way  to  dispose 
of  questions  which  might  appear  frivo- 
lous to  the  House,  but  which  were  of 
the  utmost  importance  to  the  welfare  of 
the  Irish  people. 

8m  JOSKFH  M^KENNA  eaid,  he  had 
hoped  that  Her  Majesty^s  Government 
would  give  way  upon  the  question  of 
adjournment.  He  did  not  attribute 
very  muoh  importance  to  the  question 
whether  there  was  another  day  or  not 
occupied  in  continuing  this  debate,  if 
debate  it  could  be  called.  It  could 
scarcely  be  called  a  debate  when  all  the 
speaking  had  been  on  one  aide.  There 
was  one  very  powerful  reason  why  the 
Government  should  agree  to  the  ad- 
journment, and  it  was  this— that  if  they 
did  not,  whatever  might  be  the  real  facts 
of  the  matter,  it  would  be  believed 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
Ireland  that  the  Government  attempted 
to  stifle  discussion  when  subjects  ef  vital 
importance  to  the  lives  and  liberties  of 
the  Irish  people  were  brought  before 
the  House.  He  belonged  to  a  class  of 
people  in  Ireland  who  strongly  obj  eoted  to 
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the  course  which  the  Govern  men  i  had  pur- 
sued in  the  adiamistration  of  the  Crimes 
Act,  Probably,  there  was  not  a  peasant 
in  that  coiintry  who  felt  more  intensely 
than  he  did  the  contrast  between  tbe 
manner  in  which  the  law  wos  adminis- 
tered in  this  country,  as  compared  with 
the  way  in  which  it  was  administered  in 
Ireland-  lie  hoped  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  consent  to  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate  for  another  reason.  At 
that  late  hour  of  the  night,  Irish  Mem- 
bers could  not  feel  themselves  able  to 
discuss  the  Speech  with  that  advantage 
and  propriety  which  they  thought  its 
importance  demanded.  He  trusted  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  would  withdraw  his 
opposition  to  the  Motion,  and  not^  in 
what  the  Irish  people  would  regard  as 
an  unseemly  fashion,  press  the  Motion 
to  a  Division  after  what  had  occurred. 

Ma,  UEASY  said,  he  had  hoped  that, 
after  the  expressions  of  opinion  which 
the  Government  had  heard  during  the 
last  three-quarters  of  an  hour,  they 
would  have  seen  the  propriety  of  ao* 
ceding  to  the  proposal  of  hishon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Athlone  (Mr,  Justin 
Hnntly  McCarthy),  He  (Mr.  Deasy) 
was  quite  sure  that  if  the  Prime  Minister 
had  heartl  many  of  the  speeches  which 
had  been  delivered  in  the  course  of  the 
evening,  he  would  have  felt  that  it  was 
impossible  for  the  Irish  Members  to 
conclude  tbe  debate  that  night.  The 
question  which  had  been  raised  by  the 
hon*  Membc^r  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton) 
was  one  of  great  importance  to  the  Irish 
Members,  and  of  great  importance  to 
Ireland,  It  was  felt  that  there  ought  to 
be  a  further  opportunity  of  alluding  to 
the  numerous  eases  of  hardship  and  in- 
justice which  had  occurred  in  remote 
localities  in  Ireland,  and  which,  if  the 
debate  were  brought  to  a  premature 
close,  there  would  be  no  opportunity  of 
referring  to  during  the  remainder  of  the 
Session.  Apart  from  that  injustice,  it 
was  undesirable  for  the  Prime  Minister, 
or  any  other  Minister  of  the  Crown,  to 
close  the  debate  summarily,  without 
having  given  his  opponents  a  full 
and  adequate  opportunity  of  discuss* 
ing  qu editions  of  importance  which 
might  ariaej  simply  because  the  Go- 
vernment, for  the  time  being,  were  able 
to  command  a  majority  of  the  House. 
Irish  Members  knew  very  well  that  in 
any  action  taken  by  the  right  ban. 
Gentleman    and    persevered   in,    they 


would  be  out-numbered  at  least  10  to 
one,  f'*NOp  no!"]  He  did  not  know 
what  the  exact  number  would  be ;  but 
he  felt  confident  that  they  would 
be  defeated  by  a  large  majority,  and 
that  almost  all  hon.  Members  opposite, 
whether  Radicals  or  Whigs,  would  be 
certain  to  go  into  the  Lobby  against 
them.  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land had  had  several  opportunities  o! 
speaking  during  the  nighty  and  he 
(Mr  Deasy)  believed  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  have 
let  the  debate  close  if  it  had  not 
been  that  he  (Mr.  Deasy)  intervened, 
against  his  will,  for  a  short  time,  in 
order  to  give  the  hon,  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  understand  that  the  Irish 
Members  were  determined  to  hear 
him.  He  was  followed  by  tho  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  did  not 
riso  until  about  midnight,  so  that  his 
speech  was  not  concluded  until  after 
half-past  12,  Of  course,  at  that  hour 
of  tho  night,  the  Leader  of  the  Irish 
Party  ivXi  that  he  was  unable  to  re- 
ply, and  it  would  be  highly  improper 
for  the  debate  to  close  until  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr,  Par- 
nell)  had  had  a  full  opportunity  of  ad- 
dressing the  House,  He  (Mr.  Deasy) 
had  taken  tho  liberty,  a  short  time  ago, 
of  pointing  out  how  desirable  it  was 
that  the  House  should  hear  something 
from  the  new  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr,  Campbell-Bannerman).  They 
were  all  of  them  anxious  to  know  his 
views  on  the  question  which  had  been 
raised  in  tbe  course  of  the  debate,  and 
it  was  useless  for  the  Prime  Minister  to 
tell  them,  as  he  did  a  short  time  ago, 
that  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in 
no  way  responsible  for  what  had  taken 
place  during  the  last  year  or  two,  that 
upon  that  ground  they  could  not  expect 
him  to  take  part  in  the  debate.  Surely, 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  under- 
took tbe  Office  of  Chief  Secretary,  he 
also  undertook  the  responsibilities  of 
that  Oflace,  and  should  be  made  respon- 
eible  for  everything  that  took  place  be- 
fore he  came  into  Office,  just  as  much  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  or  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr,  W.  E. 
Forster)  would  have  been.  Whether  that 
were  so  or  not,  he  thought  it  was  un- 
seemly on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
endeavour  to  compel  the  Irish  Members 
to  continue  the  discussion  at  that  late 
hour  of  the  night.     If  the  Government 
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persistefij  the  House  would  be  com- 
pelled to  sit  until  5  or  6  o'clock  in  the 
morniDg ;  and,  as  far  as  he  was  con* 
earned,  he  did  not  look  forward  to  that 
prospect  with  any  feeling  of  pleasure  or 
eatiaf action.  It  would  not,  however,  be 
the  first  time,  in  his  short  experience  of 
the  House^  that  the  Government  had 
forced  an  All  Night  Sittings  and  it 
would  not  be  the  first  time  that  the  Go- 
Ternment  would  have  come  out  of  that 
All  Night  Sitting  second  best.  The 
lives  and  liberties  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land were  at  stake ;  and  whatever  tho 
dignity  of  the  House  of  Commons  might 
be,  the  welfare  and  liberties  of  the  Irish 
people  were  considered  by  hon.  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House  to  standfar  above 
the  dignity  of  the  House,  or  the  conveni- 
ence of  any  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers. 
He  could  not  conceive  for  a  moment  what 
the  Government  expected  to  gain  by 
forcing  on  this  discussion  that  night. 
Surely^  as  bad  been  pointed  out  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy), 
if  the  Irish  Members  chose  to  put  down 
interminable  Amendments  on  tho  Fran- 
chise Bill,  and  persisted  in  discussing 
them,  the  Government  would  lose  more 
time  than  they  would  gain  by  closing 
the  present  debate. 

Me.  8PEAKEB  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  he  is  not  discuss- 
ing the  Question  before  the  House,  which. 
18  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mb.  DEA8Y  said,  he  was  endeavour- 
ing to  point  out  that  the  Prime  Minister, 
in  saying  that  the  House  had  been 
called  together  this  Session  for  the  pur- 
pose of  considering  an  important  mea- 
sure about  to  be  introduced,  had  altoge- 
ther miscalculated  what  tho  effect  of  his 
words  might  be,  and  had  not  taken  into 
account  the  result  of  peremptorily  closing 
the  discussion  that  night.  The  effect  of 
closing  up  thediscussion  that  night,  might 
make  the  passage  of  that  Franchise  Bill 
rather  more  dilficidt  than  it  would  be 
if  the  Government  allowed  the  present 
debate  to  stand  adjourned,  and  the  dis- 
cussion to  continue  until  it  was  fully 
threshed  out.  The  Irish  Members  did 
not  propose  to  continue  the  debate 
much  longer,  and  probably  it  would  be 
over  at  an  early  hour  to-morrow.  He 
was  therefore  satisfied  that  if  the  Mo- 
tion for  Adjournment  were  agreed  to, 
the  Government  Business  would  bo 
^eatly  facilitated.  He  trusted  that 
Qiose  Members  of  the  Government  who 


were  now  present  would  come  to  the 
conclusion,  on  second  thoughts,  that  they 
would  be  acting  wisely,  even  from  their 
own  point  of  view,  if  they  would  allow 
tho  adjournment  to  be  carried  without 
any  fui*ther  diacuasion. 

Mb.  W/ilirON  said,  that  it  was  ex- 
tr era ely  difficult,  under  the  New  Rules,  to 
discuss  a  Motion  for  Adjournment,  even 
although  the  word  *' strictly'*  had  been 
struck  out  of  those  Rules  as  originally 
drawn,  and  the  debate  was  required  to 
be  simply  confined  to  the  question  of  the 
adjournment.  He  hoped  ho  would  not 
incur  the  displeasure  of  the  Speaker  in 
any  observations  he  was  about  to  make. 
The  request  made  to  the  Government 
seemed  to  extend  to  the  delivery  of  two 
or  three  speeches,  and  probably  hnlf-a- 
day  would  be  suffioient  to  finish  the  do* 
bate.  The  Government  might  then  have 
the  Address  disposed  of,  and  the  Report 
Agreed  to  to-morrow,  so  that  by  Thurs- 
day they  might  proceed  with  the  Fran- 
chise Bill.  Under  those  circumatanoea, 
he  would  ask  them  to  extend  a  little 
latitude  to  the  Irish  Members. 

Me,  JOHN  REDMOND  said,  be 
thought  the  Irish  Members  bad  been 
treated  with  great  unfairness  in  this 
matter  by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
When  the  prolongation  of  a  debate  woa 
objected  to  by  the  Government,  it  was 
usually  objected  to  on  one  of  two 
grounds— either  that  the  subject  under 
discussion  was  a  trivial  one,  which  did 
not  demand  any  further  attention  on  the 
part  of  the  House,  or  that  its  import- 
ance had  been  threshed  out.  Neither  of 
those  reasons  could  be  alleged  by  the 
Oovcrnment  on  the  present  occasion. 
Certainly,  it  could  not  be  aHoged  that 
the  subject  which  they  wished  to  discuss 
further  was  a  trivial  one.  As  every 
Member  of  the  House  was  aware,  it  was 
a  subject  which  raised  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  administration  of  the  law  in 
Ireland,  and  a  subject  which  raised  the 
whole  question  of  the  government  of  that 
country.  Therefore,  no  one  could  be 
found  who  would  say  that  that  subject 
was  a  trivial  one.  Then  the  question 
which  occurred  was,  had  it  been  threshed 
out  ?  He  trusted,  in  the  few  words  he 
was  about  to  say,  that  he  would  not 
incur  any  interruptions  from  the  Cliair, 
because  he  desired  to  keep  strictly  to  the 
question  whether  the  debate  should  be 
adjourned  or  not.  Had  the  subject  been 
fully  threshed  out  already,  when   thty 
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question  of  the  whole  administration  of 
Ireland,  and  of  the  government  of  that 
conn  try  by  the  present  Administration, 
had  only  been  debated  for  one  night  ? 
He  did  not  believe  there  had  been  any 
previous  Session  in  which  the  Irish  Quea- 
tion  had  been  debated  so  little  ae  it  had 
been  on  the  present  occasion.  It  was 
usual,  on  the  consideration  of  the  Ad- 
dress to  the  CrowD,  to  discuss  at  length 
the  various  phases  of  the  Irish  Question. 
On  the  present  occasion,  that  question 
had  only  been  discussed  for  one  day; 
because  it  'must  be  remembered  that 
the  discussion  which  took  place  la^t  week 
was  not  the  Irish  Question,  hut  a  par- 
ticular point  in  relation  to  a  verdict 
which  had  been  given  iu  a  Court  of  Law. 
Ho  submitted  that  the  question  now 
under  discussion — namely,  the  adminis- 
tration in  Ireland  generally ;  the  con- 
duct of  certain  officials  connected  with 
the  Irish  Executive  in  the  empannelling 
of  juries;  in  fact,  the  whole  question  of 
the  government  of  the  country,  was 
raised  by  the  present  Amendment,  and 
it  had  only  occupied  the  attention  of  tlie 
House  for  one  day.  He  thought  it 
most  unreasonable  for  the  Government 
to  attempt,  on  the  present  occasion,  to 
limit  a  discussion  which,  on  previous 
Addresses  to  the  Crown,  had  never  been 
attempted  to  bo  limited  in  a  similar  way. 
The  few  words  addressed  to  the  House 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bridport  (Mr.  Warton)  contained,  he 
thought,  a  great  deal  of  cummun  sense. 
He  did  not  think  the  Government  had 
anything  to  gain  by  entering  into  a 
squabble  with  the  Irish  Members  on 
a  matter  of  this  kind.  He  believed 
they  would  facilitate  the  passage  of 
the  important  Business  to  which  the 
Prime  Minister  had  alluded  mucli  better 
by  enabling  the  Irish  Members  to  thresh 
out  thoroughly  to  their  satisfaction  the 
question  raised  by  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  than  by  bringing  it  too 
summarily  to  a  close.  During  his  short 
experienoG  of  the  House,  he  never  re- 
membered any  attempt  being  made  by 
the  Government  to  close  an  important 
debate  immediately  after  the  only  im- 
portant speech  delivered  in  their  behalf. 
He  remembered^  on  a  somewhat  similar 
occasion— namely,  an  Amendment  to  the 
Address — that  on  important  speech  was 
delivered  late  at  night  which  did  not 
conclude  until  half*past  12.  The  speech 
tQ  which  ba  referred  was  the  speech  of 


the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  at  the  time  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  certain 
Irish  Members  under  lock-and-key  in 
Ireland.  On  that  occasion,  he  (Mr,  Ked- 
mond)  rose  himself  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  tho  debate,  and,  although  the 
discussion  had  then  lasted  for  several 
days,  the  Prime  Minister  at  onoe  got  up 
and  stated  that  the  important  speech 
which  had  been  made  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  deserved  the  consideration 
of  the  Irish  Members,  and  therefore 
tho  debate  ought  at  once  to  b©  adjourned, 
in  order  that  tliey  might  see  the  speech 
in  print,  and  have  an  opportunity  of 
answering  it.  He  (Mr.  liedmond)  now 
claimed  the  same  right  of  seeing  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  in  print,  and  also  the 
right  of  the  Iribk  Members  to  answer 
that  speech.  He  would  frankly  say  that 
he  believed  it  to  be  the  duty  of  Members 
on  that  aide  of  the  House,  if  the  Govern- 
ment persisted  in  their  present  attitude, 
and  prevented  them  from  discussing  this 
matter,  further  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
opportunity  to-moiTow  of  bringing  for- 
ward another  Amendment  to  the  Ad* 
dress,  which  would  enable  every  one  of 
them  to  continue  the  discussion.  It  waa 
beating  the  air  in  vain  to  attempt  to 
smother  this  discussion,  and  he  believed, 
the  Government  would  iind  in  the  result 
that  they  had  only  wasted  their  time, 
their  patience,  and  the  temper  of  the 
House.  In  the  end  they  would  have  to 
listen  to  tho  speeches  which  his  hon. 
Friends  were  ready  to  deliver  on  import* 
ant  points  connected  with  Irish  ad- 
ministration, and  which  no  section  of 
the  Government,  or  of  the  officials  in 
that  Hous*^  would  be  able  to  suppress. 

Mii.  B.  POWEB  said,  he  thought  the 
proceedings  which  had  taken  place  that 
night  fully  justified  tho  opinion  which 
he  had  formed  when  he  first  entered  the 
English  Parliament — namely,  that  it 
would  be  an  utter  impossibiHty  to  get 
anything  from  that  Parliament ;  and 
when  he  had  the  honour  of  addressing 
his  constituents,  he  told  them,  plainly 
and  frankly,  that  he  did  not  believe  they 
would  over  get  anything  from  Parlia- 
ment hy  simply  coming  over  hero  and 
arguing  out  their  case.  If  anything 
could  prove  the  truth  of  that  assertion, 
it  hud  been  proved  by  the  proceedinga 
which  had  taken  place  that  night.  Ten 
Irish  Members  had   spoken   upon   this 
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question,  and  only  two  English  Members 
had  replied  to  them,  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  this  was  a  case  of  the 
greatest  importance  to  their  eouutiy, 
and  a  question  which  the  whole  Irieh 
people  took  the  deepest  interest  in.  He 
asked  English  Members  to  show  fair 
play  to  Ireland.  He  regretted  to  say 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  did  not  be* 
lieve  that  fair  play  was  displayed  towards 
them.  He  would  ask  them,  was  it  fair 
play,  when  they  had  presented  their 
views  of  the  question  in  the  best  possible 
manner,  that  only  two  hon»  Qentlemen 
from  the  Treasnrj'  Bench  should  get  up 
and  reply  to  them  ?  English  Members 
had  always  said  that  they  were  anxious 
to  study  this  Irish  Question,  and  to  arrive 
at  a  true  solution  of  the  difficulty.  So 
were  the  Irish  Members.  But  how  were 
they  to  come  to  a  solution  of  the  ques- 
tion, when  the  Leader  of  their  Party  and 
the  principal  men  among  them  had  not 
been  able  to  speak  that  night,  and  when 
only  two  hon.  Members  on  the  other  side 
had  got  up  to  defend  the  policy  of  the 
Government — what  he  would  call  their 
vile  and  infamous  policy — in  Ireland  ? 

Mn.  SPEAIvER:  The  hon.  Member 
is  quito  out  of  Order  in  using  language 
of  that  kind,  and  he  must  confine  him- 
self to  the  question  of  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 

Mr.  E.  power  said,  the  intimation 
of  the  Speaker  was  quite  sufficient.  He 
would  at  once  withdraw  the  words  '*  vile 
and  infamous/^  and  allow  the  Irish 
people  to  form  their  own  opinion  about 
the  matter.  It  was,  however,  a  remark- 
able fact  that  when  the  debate  was  oTer^ 
the  new  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr> 
Campbell*Bannerman)  walked  out  of  the 
House,  and  since  it  had  closed,  he  had 
been  absent.  He  should  have  thought 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he 
wished  to  understand  anything  about 
Irelandi  ought  to  have  been  there  to 
listen  to  the  remarks  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. He  (Mr,  H.  Power)  was  afraid 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  know 
very  little  more  in  12  months,  or  in  12 
years,  than  he  knew  already,  for  it  was 
an  impossibility — 

Ma,  SPEAKER  :  I  mtist  again  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  ho  is  not 
discussing  the  question  of  adjournment, 
which  is  the  only  question  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  R.  POWER  said,  that  again  he 
would  bow  to  the  decision  of  the  Chair. 

ifr.  It,  Power 


He  would  ask  if  that  was  the  Govern- 
ment idea  of  English  fair  play  ?  Were 
hon.  Members,  who  boasted  that  they 
were  prepared  to  see  fair  play  all  over 
the  world,  not  going  to  allow  the  ad- 
journment of  this  debate  to  take  place 
in  order  that  they  might  continue  their 
arguments  in  support  of  the  Motion  to- 
morrow, and  show  how  erroneous  had 
been  the  statements  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Walker)?  He  earnestly  appealed 
to  the  Government  not  to  bring  forward 
at  that  moment  their  physical- force  argu- 
ment, because,  although  their  supporters 
had  come  down  in  their  numbers,  and 
hon»  Gentlemen  who  supported  the  ilo- 
tion  were  comparatively  few,  they  would 
find  that  it  was  not  in  their  power  to 
stifle  the  discussion  of  that  question. 
Although  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
for  adjournment  might  be  negatived  by 
an  overwhelming  majority,  the  Govern- 
ment might  depend  that,  even  if  discus- 
sion were  stifled  that  night,  as  it  might 
perhaps  be  to-morrow,  he  and  his  hon. 
Friends  would  bring  up  the  question 
again  and  again,  and  would  not  rest 
until  they  had  proved  finally,  as  they 
were  constantly  doing,  that  the  Govern- 
ment rule  io  Ireland  had  been  to  them 
not  only  ruin,  but  disgrace, 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  he  could  excuse 
the  hon.  Member  forEunis  (Mr.  Kenny) 
for  expressing  a  wish  that  some  of 
the  nominal  Home  Rulers,  or  Whig 
Irish  Members  on  the  Ministerial  side 
of  the  House,  would  stand  up  and  sup- 
port this  Motion.  He  could  excuse  htm 
on  the  ground  of  the  frankness  and  in- 
nocence of  youth. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  must  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  hon.  Member  to  the  fact 
that  he  is  not  confioing  himself  to  the 
Question  before  the  House, 

Ma.  CALLAN  said,  he  withdrew  the 
expression  **  frankness  and  innocence  of 
youth."  They  had  had  a  discussion  on 
an  important  subject  relating  to  Ireland, 
and  they  had  heard  one  of  the  scare-crows 
of  the  Castle^ 

Mr.  SPEAICER  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  trifling  with  the  House.  I  ask  him  to 
resume  his  seat. 

Mr.  0 ALLAN  resumed  his  seat  accord- 

Mb.  0*KELLY  said,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  allow  themselves  to 
be  convinced  of  the  uselessnese  of  tlit 
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struggle  thoy  were  forcing  on  Irish 
MemberSi  and  that  they  would  agree  to 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  If 
hon.  Members  had  taken  the  trouble  to 
follow  the  course  of  the  debate  of  that 
eveniDg,  they  would  be  aware  that  the 
GoTernment  had  really  mode  no  oETort 
whatever  to  answer  the  more  serious 
charges  made  against  them,  but  hod 
hung  their  defence  on  matters  of  al- 
together secondary  importance.  Under 
those  eircumstancesi  and,  further,  owiug 
to  the  lateness  of  the  hour  at  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General  (Mr, 
Walker)  replied,  hou.  Members  on  those 
Benches  had  had  no  fair  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  position  taken  up  by  the 
Government  on  this  question^  and  he 
thought  that  the  Government  would 
only  be  doing  justice  to  themselves  if 
they  were  to  agree  to  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate.  UnlesB  they  did  so,  it 
would  be  within  the  power  of  hon. 
Members  to  take  the  hours  which  the 
Government  proposed  to  save  now,  to- 
morrow, by  having  recourse  to  the  prac- 
tice of  the  House.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, there  was  nothing  to  be  gaioed 
from  the  struggle  on  which  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  enter,  and  he  would, 
therefore,  repeat  his  appeal  to  them  to 
give  way  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon, 
Slembor  for  Athlone. 

^Ib,  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  smd,  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  Motion  for  Adjournment 
had  been  treated  by  Her  Majesty^s  Go- 
vernment was  characteristic  of  the  whole 
of  their  treatment  of  the  question  that 
was  under  debate.  A  number  of  hon. 
Members  had  supported  the  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate;  but 
not  a  single  Member  of  the  Government 
had  spoken,  with  the  exception  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  whose  speech  ho  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  not  the  oppor- 
tunity of  hearing,  but  to  which  he 
understood  that  the  most  extravagant 
computation  would  not  assign  a  longer 
duration  than  four  minutes.  Here,  then, 
•was  a  question  of  the  gravest  import- 
ance, as  the  Pri me  lilinister  admitted  it  to 
be,  and  it  was  to  be  disposed  of  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  four  minutes. 
The  situation  was  clear  ;  the  Prime  iO- 
nister  found  it  impossible  to  give  any 
answer  to  the  arguments  of  hon.  ^fem- 
bers  infavour  of  the  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment. The  first  of  the  two  arguments 
of  the  right  hon.  Geutleman  was,  that 
Irish  Members  should  cease  to  debate 


the  question,  because  there  was  an  in- 
junction from  the  Grown  to  debate  the 
Franchise  Bill;  and  the  second  was, 
that  there  were  other  questions  of  im- 
portance a  waiting  settlement.  But  with 
regard  to  tliose  two  arguments  which 
the  Prime  Minister  put  forward  in  the 
course  of  his  four  minutes'  speech,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had,  so  to  speak, 
been  obliged  to  swallow  one  of  them, 
because  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen^a 
Oounty  ( Mr.  Arthur  O^Connor)  had  been 
able  to  show  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, notwithstanding  his  long  acquaint- 
ance with  the  affairs  of  the  country,  had 
taken  upon  himself  to  recommend  to  the 
House  a  doctrine  completely  at  variance 
with  Constitutional  Law.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  then  abandoned 
that  argument,  for  the  very  obvious 
reason  that  it  was  an  insult  to  the  intel- 
ligence and  historical  knowledge  of  hon. 
Members  to  put  it  forward  as  a  ground 
for  closing  the  debate.  The  second  argu- 
ment was,  that  although  the  question 
was  important,  there  were  other  ques- 
tions quite  as  important  remaining  be- 
hind. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  beg  pardon  j 
that  was  not  my  argument.  I  said 
there  were  questions  of  importance 
which,  if  they  were  debated  on  the 
Address »  would  occupy  the  entire  time 
of  the  House  for  12  months. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O^CONNOR  said,  he  was 
sorry  that  he  had  misrepresented  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  he  was  glad  that  he  had  given  him 
an  opportunity  of  correcting  the  impres- 
sion he  was  under.  But  he  took  issue 
upon  the  argument  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister as  now  presented,  that  there  were 
other  questions  of  importance  which,  if 
discussed,  would  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  to  the  exclusion  of  all  other 
Business.  In  the  first  place,  what  were 
those  questions ;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
what  other  opportunity  was  there  open 
to  Irish  Members  for  bringing  forward 
questions  of  this  kind  ?  If  the  Prime 
Minister  were  to  have  his  way»  and  the 
programme  which  he  had  laid  down  for 
the  guidance  of  tho  House  of  Commons 
were  strictly  folio wed»  immediately  the 
debate  on  the  Address  was  closed,  the 
attention  and  time  of  the  House  would 
be  entirely  occupied  with  the  considera- 
tion of  one  piece  of  legislation.  How- 
ever, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must 
know  that  there  were  other   occasions 
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than  the  Address  on  which  this  quostion 
could  be  raised  ;  and  he  had  moreover 
been  told  and  received  waming^in  no  unin- 
tellig:iblr*  or  obscure  language,  that  those 
opportunities  wouM  be  taken  advantage 
of.  lie  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  was  sure 
his  hon*  Friends  would  be  driven,  with 
great  reluctance,  to  take  that  eoursej 
and  if  the  Government  were  to  see  their 
way  to  adopt  wiser  counsels,  that  they 
TTOuId  get  rid  in  an  easier  way  of  the 
troublesome  question  of  the  Franchise, 
wbioh  was  now  vexing  hon.  Members. 
Having  had  experience  of  prolonged 
discussions  on  similar  questions  to  that 
immediately  before  the  House,  he  be- 
lieved that  no  one  who  had  been  en- 
gaged in  them  would  wish  to  go  through 
the  ordeal  again.  If  the  Government 
would  yield  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Athlone  (Mr.  Justin  Huntly 
M*Carthy),  he  did  not  think  that  their 
concession  would  bo  taken  undue  advan- 
tage of,  but  that  tlie  debate  to-morrow 
would  be  kept  within  reasonable  and 
fair  limits,  which  would  enable  the 
House  to  get  on  to  other  Business 
sooner  than  they  were  likely  to  do  if  the 
present  attitude  of  the  Government  were 
maintained. 

IklB.  JUSTIN  M'OAETHY  said,  he 
trusted  the  Government  would  see  their 
way  to  accede  to  the  appeal  which  had 
been  made  to  them  so  temperately  by 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
(Mr.  T.  R  O'Connor);  if  not,  he  thought 
they  would  bo  doing  a  very  unfair  thing 
in  a  very  ungracious  way.  Ho  would 
remind  the  Prime  Minister  that  they 
had  not  had  any  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  general  quostion  of  Irish 
Administration  up  to  that  moment,  be- 
cause it  would  be  in  the  recollection  of 
the  House  that,  in  the  eourso  of  the  de- 
bate on  Xho^  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wostmeath  (Mr.  Harrington),  cer- 
tain words  were  struck  out  which  re- 
ferred to  that  general  question,  and  the 
discussion  was,  consequently,  confined 
altogether  to  the  one  question  of  the 
Maamtrasna  investigation.  He  had  him- 
self been  anxious  to  offer  some  observa- 
tions on  the  preseut  quostion  ;  and  he 
wished  for  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate on  that  ground,  and  also  in  behalf 
of  other  hon.  Members  who  had  not  had 
an  opportunity  of  speaking, 

Mr.  M  0  L  L  0  Y  said,  there  was 
one  other  reason  in  favour  of  the  Mo- 
tion for  Adjournment  made  by  hia  hon. 

Mr.  r.r,  O'Conmr 


Friend  (Mr,  Justin  Huntly  McCarthy), 
which,  he  believe^d,  had  not  yet  been 
laid  before  the  House.  It  was  that  they 
had  in  the  House,  for  the  first  time 
during  the  debate,  a  new  Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord^ Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
and  that  the  speech  which  they  had 
heard  from  his  Predecessor  in  Office 
was  not  a  speech  pertinent  to  tlie  argu- 
ments put  forward  from  those  Benches, 
inasmuch  as  it  was  more  in  the  nature 
of  a  personal  defence,  or,  as  he  (Mr, 
Molloy)  would  call  it,  that  sort  of  self- 
defence  which  consisted  in  having  the 
last  word.  It  was  irrelevant  in  the  laet 
degree,  and  throughout  the  whole  of  it 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  touch 
the  subject  under  discussion,  so  much  so 
that  hon.  Members  who  were  interested 
in  hearing  a  speech  from  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject  before  the  House 
waited  until  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Walker)  arose.  He  (Mr.  Molloy) 
would  not  repeat  the  argument  so  ably 
put  byjhis  hon.  Friends — that  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  re- 
quired an  answer,  which  could  only  be 
given  to  it  after  further  consideration, 
but  would  return  to  the  point  which  he 
wished  to  press  on  the  attention  of  the 
House.  They  had  all  waited  to  hear 
the  voice  of  the  present  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  because  the  speech  that  he 
would  make  would  have  afforded  an 
indication  of  the  policy  which  he  in- 
tendetl  to  adopt  in  future  with  regard  to 
Irish  matters ;  it  would,  in  short,  have 
shown  whether  his  advent  to  Office  was 
to  mark  the  continuance  of  the  old,  or 
the  commencement  of  a  now  policy. 
They  knew,  from  past  experience,  that 
changes  did  take  place  in  the  policy  of 
Governments  at  such  times.  Now,  the 
speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary  fur  Ireland 
would  have  affected,  to  a  large  degree, 
the  oontinuation  or  otherwise  of  this  de- 
bate. Hon.  Members  on  those  Benches 
were,  therefore,  asking  nothing  that  waa 
unreasonable  J  indeed,  it  was  only  fair 
that  they  should  on  this  occasion,  pro- 
bably the  last  opportunity  they  would 
have  during  the  Franchise  Session,  hear 
the  voice  of  the  new  Chief  Secretary  on 
this  important  question.  He  would  put 
it  to  the  Prime  Minister,  and,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  hear  him, 
to  the  Government  generally,  whether 
it  waa  not  fair,  upon  an  appointment  like 
the  present,  which  affected  the  whole 
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policy  of  the  Government  in  Ireland, 
anci  the  welfare  of  the  whole  people — 
whether  it  was  unreasonable  that  Irish 
Members  should  ask  that  the  new  Chief 
Secretary  should  be  permitted,  or  have 
the  opportunity  afforded  him,  of  inform- 
ing the  House  with  regard  to  his  views 
aud  policy  ?  Now,  if  the  debate  were 
closed  without  a  speech  from  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  construction  would  be  put  upon 
it  that  the  arguments  of  Irish  Members 
were  of  such  a  character  that  the  Go- 
vernment thought  it  wise  to  curtail  the 
debate,  and  get  rid  of  the  subject  before 
any  further  discussion  could  take  place* 
For  those  reasons  he  supported  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon,  Memb^^r  for  Athlone  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate  j  and  he 
begged  to  assure  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  that  his  observations  with  regard 
to  him  had  been  made  with  absolute  sin- 
cerity and  conviction,  and  from  no  desire 
to  occupy  the  time  of  tlie  House,  He 
thought  it  very  hard  that  the  speech 
asked  for  was  denied  them  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  Had  it  been  in- 
tended to  occupy  the  whole  of  to-morrow 
with  the  remainder  of  the  debate,  there 
might  have  been  some  ground  for  the 
view  taken  by  the  Prime  Minister,  which, 
however,  did  not  exist,  for  it  had  al- 
ready been  indicated  by  several  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  those  Benclit's,  who  were  cheered 
by  others,  that  the  debate  would  be  eon- 
fined  within  reasonable  and  fair  limits. 
He  hoped  the  Prime  Minister  would  see 
hia  way  to  granting  the  request  which 
had  been  made  to  him,  and  which  he 
(Mr.  MoUoy)  would  make  again  with 
all  respect  and  with  all  sincerity.  He 
thought  that  in  a  question  of  this  sort^ 
even  if  the  Prime  Minister  considered 
the  debate  had  continued  long  enough » 
seeing  that  the  difference  between  them 
was  so  small — that  was  to  say,  seeing 
that  the  question  was  not  one  of  a 
whole  day,  but  only  of  a  few  minutes — 
a  concession  might  well  be  made  to  the 
Irish  Members  to  enable  them  to  con- 
tinue the  debate,  with  satisfaction  to 
both  sides,  and  to  enable  the  House  to 
proceed  in  an  amicable  spirit,  and  with 
that  calmness,  good  feeling,  and  kindli- 
ness wliich  should  characterize  all  their 
discussiona,  to  the  consideration  of  the 
next  question  before  it.  [  CriBi  tf/  **Order  !* ' 
and  *'  Divide!  "]  He  was  making  an 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  on  the  qaestton  of  ad- 


journment, and  in  bo  doing  was  per- 
fectly in  Order.  He  would  continue 
that  appeal.  He  would  point  out  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  only  two 
or  two  end  a-half  hours  would  be  neoes- 
sary  for  the  conclusion  of  the  debate, 
and  that  it  could  not  be  a  satisfactory 
policy  in  its  present  eGFect,  nor  lead  to 
satisfactory  results  in  the  future,  to  allow 
80  small  a  question  to  continue  to  stand 
between  them.  He  earnestly  appealed 
to  the  right  hon.  Genth^man  to  form  a 
different  opinion  to  that  he  had  ex- 
pressed. He  appealed  to  him»  in  all 
sincerity,  for  the  sake  of  pence  and  the 
progress  of  Business  generally^  and  for 
the  sake  of  the  satisfaction  it  would 
give,  not  only  to  hon.  Members  on  those 
(the  Irish)  Benches,  but  in  all  parts  of 
the  House.  An  adjournment  was  de- 
sirable, in  order  to  allow  the  new  Chief 
Secretar^^  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, who  was  the  only  Minister — if  he 
might  call  him  so — they  had  connected 
with  Irish  affairi*,  to  say  Bomethiog  on 
the  subject  they  had  been  engaged  all 
night  in  dificussing.  He  (Mr.  Mulloy) 
would  ask  the  Prime  Minister  to  con- 
sent, not  to  the  prolongation  of  the 
debate  to  unnecessary  length,  not  to 
Obstruction  J  but  to  the  continuation  of 
the  discussion  for  an  hour  or  two  longer 
to  enable  it  to  be  brought  to  a  satis- 
factory conclusion.  He  appealed  to  the 
right  hon.  Cirentlemnn  with  some  confi- 
dencn,  as  he  could  not  believe  that,  for 
the  sake  of  a  couple  of  hours  or  two 
and  a-half  hours,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  allow  an  unpleasant  feeling 
to  bo  engendered  between  the  Irish 
Party  and  the  Government  on  a  matter 
of  importance.  He  hoped  the  Prime 
Minister  would  pay  some  little  attention 
to  the  appeal  he  had  made,  and  which 
he  had  urged  with  all  sincerity. 

Mr,  gray  said,  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers wore  placed  at  great  disadvantage 
during  the  present  discussion.  In  con- 
sequence of  the  Rules  of  the  House,  it 
was  not  open  to  them  to  call  in  question 
or  discuss  the  ruling  of  Mr.  Speaker; 
and  the  great  majority  of  Members  and 
Ministers  now  present,  including  the 
Prime  Minister,  had  not  been  present 
during  the  debate,  and,  therefore,  were 
not  in  a  position  to  form  any  kind  of 
judgment  or  estimate  as  to  whether  the 
question  had  or  had  not  been  adequately 
discussed,  and  as  to  whether  the  claim 
of  the  Irish  Members  for  a  little  more 
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time  to  discuss  it  to-morrow  was  or  was 
not  a  reasonable  one.  He  himself  be- 
lieved that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  had  been  present  during  the 
debate,  he  would  see  that  the  claim  was 
a  most  reasonable  one,  that  the  Irish 
Members  had  not  been  met  in  a  fair  way 
during  the  debate,  and  that  it  was  impos- 
sible for  them  to  carry  on  the  discussion 
satisfactorily  until  a  late  hour.  It  was 
late  when  they  became  possessed  of  the 
arguments  of  the  Irish  Government,  and 
knew  what  they  had  to  answer  ;  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell),.  and  others  who  were  entitled 
to  speak  for  the  Irish  Party — and  who, 
he  believed,  the  House  desired  to  hear 
on  the  question — had  not  been  able  to 
speak  in  such  a  manner  as  to  make 
their  speeches  effective,  for  the  reason 
that  it  was  too  late  for  the  newspapers 
to  report  what  fell  from  them.  It  was 
very  late  when  the  Prime  Minister  came 
in,  accompanied  by  a  large  number  of 
his  Colleagues,  and  announced  that  they 
had  determined  to  close  the  debate. 
That  was  a  somewhat  peremptory 
course.  He  (Mr.  Gray)  would  not  go 
into  the  arguments  advanced  by  tae 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  support  of  it, 
because  they  had  been  answered  more 
than  once.  Practically,  however,  they 
amounted  to  this — that  the  Government 
wished  to  save  the  time  of  the  House. 
NoT"^  was  that  really  the  sole  motive 
which  was  guiding  the  Government  on 
this  occasion? — and  he  would  put  the 
question  to  the  Prime  Minister  or  any 
other  Member  of  the  Government — be- 
cause, if  it  were,  he  would  point  out 
that  it  would  be  far  easier  to  attain 
that  object  by  the  adoption  of  an  oppo- 
site line  of  policy.  If  the  Government 
consented  to  the  suggestions  of  the  Irish 
Members,  and  gave  them  two  or  three 
hours  to-morrow,  on  the  understanding 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  would  use  his  influence  with  his 
Colleagues  to  limit  the  duration  of  the 
debate  to  two  or  three  hours,  instead  of 
leading  to  a  waste  of  time  such  a  eon- 
cession  would  eminently  conduce  to  its 
economy.  If  the  Government  per- 
severed in  their  present  course,  apart 
altogether  from  the  question  of  exaspe- 
rating a  small  minority,  and  strengthen- 
ing in  them  the  feeling  that  they  were 
not  treated  as  any  other  section  of  the 
House  would  be  under  similar  circum- 
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stance.s,and  apart  from  the  question  whe- 
ther such  treatment  was  not  calculated  to 
stimulate  the  minority  to  exercise  their 
rights  to  the  utmost,  quite  irrespective 
of  the  loss  of  time  it  might  involve, 
they  would  be  unwise,  because,  if  the 
adjournment  were  conceded,  only  a 
limited  number  of  Irish  Members  would 
speak  to-morrow,  and  the  discussion 
would  be  concluded;  whereas,  if  the 
Prime  Minister's  policy  were  carried 
out,  and  some  form  of  cldture  were  ap- 
plied to  the  Irish  Members  now,  it 
would  be  open  to  every  one  of  them  to 
rediscuss  the  question  on  the  Eeport  of 
the  Address.  If  there  was  to  be  war- 
fare, it  would  be  well  to  understand 
that  the  provocation  had  not  come  from 
the  Irish  Members.  The  conduct  of  the 
Treasury  Bench  throughout  this  debate 
was  eminently  calculated  to  exasperate 
and  provoke.  He  (Mr.  Gray)  did  not 
wish  to  incur  any  censure  from  Mr. 
Speaker — any  movement  on  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  part  would  quite  suf- 
fice to  stop  him.  The  Irish  Members 
had  discussed  the  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment with  an  earnest  desire  to  apply 
themselves  to  the  facts.  They  desired 
now  only  to  obtain  a  reasonable  time 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  and  one  or  two 
other  Members,  to  make  speeches  which 
they  deemed  to  be  necessary  to  the  full 
elucidation  of  the  subject  under  discus- 
sion ;  and  before  the  present  debate 
reached  an  acrimonious  pitch,  they  ap- 
pealed to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  to  say  whether  it  would 
not  be  more  fair  and  more  reasonable, 
and  whether  it  would  not  better  conduce 
to  the  attainment  of  the  objects  he  had 
in  view — if  his  avowed  objects  were  his 
sole  objects,  and  if  there  were  not  be- 
hind them  something  which  he  had  not 
given  expression  to — if  he  assented  to 
the  proposal  of  the  Irish  Members  and 
permitted  an  adjournment,  on  the  un- 
derstanding that  not  the  whole  of  to- 
morrow should  be  given,  but  that  after 
two  or  three  hours*  discussion  the  Divi- 
sion should  be  taken  ?  He  did  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  fully  appre- 
ciated, at  that  moment,  what  the  result 
of  perseverance  in  his  determination 
summarily  to  terminate  the  debate  would 
be.  In  the  course  of  a  very  few  minutes, 
a  decision  must  be  had  on  the  particular 
Motion  now  before  it.    It  might  be  opei^ 
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to  some  of  th©  Irish  Mennbors  then  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  House, 
and  that  Motion  might  be  fully  debated. 
Theu  a  third  Motion  might  be  made  for 
the  adjournmont  of  the  debate,  and  it 
would  be  open  to  anyone  to  put  an  end 
to  the  discussion,  and,  judging:  from  the 
crowded  state  of  the  Ministerial  Benches* 
some  such  course— which  would  termi* 
nate  this  discussion  in  a  forcible  manner 
— wa«  in  contemplation.  It  was  per- 
fectly easy  to  put  an  end  to  these  de- 
bates in  that  way.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister  had  only  to 
propose  it  to  have  it  done.  The  Irish 
Party,  at  the  present  moment,  did  not 
cumber  40  Members — they  were  only 
about  half  that  number — and  were 
powerless  in  the  face  of  the  !R tiles 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  Lad  given 
himself  so  much  trouble  to  pass  in  the 
Autumn  Session  two  rears  ago.  What 
would  be  the  effect  outside  the  House  of 
the  course  the  Goveniraent  were  now 
pursuing?  That  would  be  tho  first  time 
that  Session,  that  this  form  of  summary 
closure — whether   it    were   the    formal 

cldture  or  not 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  he  is  now  discuss- 
ing the  Mtur^y  on  tho  Question  of  the 
Adjournment  of  the  debate.  The  hon. 
Member  is  not  entitled  to  do  that. 

Mh.  gray  said,  he  was  inviting  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister 
to  consider  what  the  effect  of  closing  the 
debate  that  night  would  be.  He  had 
used  the  word  cldture^  but  not  with  the 
least  desire  or  intention  of  discussing 
that  method  of  putting  an  end  to  dis- 
cussion. He  wished  to  invite  the  at- 
tention of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
what  would  be  the  effect  of  perseverance 
by  him  in  his  determination  to  refuse  to 
permit  further  discussion  on  the  subject 
just  now  before  the  attention  of  the 
House.  The  effect — to  put  it  in  a  few 
words — would  be  this — to  show  that,  at 
the  invitation  of  the  Prime  Minister  of 
England,  backed  by  every  Member  of 
his  Government,  the  House  was  deter- 
mined to  put  an  end  to  a  discussion 
raised  by  the  whole  body  of  the  Irish 
Members,  and  determined  to  do  it  for 
the  purpose  of  screening  James  Ellis 
French,  Bolton,  and  Cornwall.  That 
would  be  the  conviction  of  the  Irish  people 
at  home ;  and  he  could  not  suppose  that, 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  came 
calmly  to  consider  the  matter,  he  would 


not  believe  that  the  nominal  saving  of 
some  three  or  four  hours  by  the  success 
of  his  Motion  was  dearly  purchased  at 
such  a  price. 

Mr.  COM^NLraS  said,  that  at  that  late 
hour  of  the  night  it  was  not  his  intention 
to  add  more  than  a  sentence  or  two  to 
what  had  been  already  said  in  support 
of  the  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate.  He  did  nt)t  exactly  know 
what  the  arguments  against  the  Motion 
had  been.  He  had  not  had  the  pleasure 
of  hearing  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, neither  had  he  had  the  pleasure 
of  hearing  the  speeches  which  had  been 
made  in  answor  to  the  terrible  indict- 
ment which  had  been  brought  by  the 
Irish  Members  against  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  in  Ireland.  He  had  sat  here 
for  three  or  four  hours,  waiting  in  vain 
for  some  answer  to  come  from  the  Trea- 
sury Bench,  or  from  the  Iri^h  Law 
Officers— the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland — or  someone  else 
capable  of  speaking  for  the  Government 
on  the  question  of  this  terrible  indictment. 
The  indictment  was  one  whi^jh  filled 
Ihe  public  mind  in  Ireland,  and  had 
been  debated  in  the  House  for  some 
houi-s.  He  had  not  heard  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  as  h©  had 
been  obliged  to  leave  the  House  for  the 
purpose  of  dining;  but  he  should  like 
to  have  an  opportunity  of  reading  it, 
and,  in  his  weak  way,  of  answering  the 
arguments  in  it — such  as  they  might  have 
been.  It  would  be  an  advantage  in  the 
way  of  satisfying  public  opinion  outside 
the  House»  if  a  projier  opportunity  for  tho 
continuation  of  the  debate  were  afforded. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  object  of 
the  Prime  Minister  was  the  saving  of 
time.  The  hon.  Member  for  Carlo w 
(Mr.  Gray)  had  told  them  that  a  couple 
or  three  hours  to-morrow  would  enabld 
them  to  complete  the  debate,  to  the  satis- 
faction of  both  sides  of  the  House,  and 
of  the  people  of  Ireland,  who  were 
deeply  interested  in  the  matter.  This 
debate  on  the  adjournment  commenced 
nearly  two  hours  ago,  and  those  two 
hours  might  just  as  well  have  been  used 
in  continuing  the  debate,  if  the  Govern- 
ment had  only  conceded  that  it  should 
terminate  to-morrow.  The  Government 
had  not  gained  anything  by  the  atti- 
tude they  had  taken  up,  for  they  would 
have  to  fa'ie  this  subject  to-morrow,  or 
tho  day  after.     The  matter  would  have 
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to  be  fought 'out — if  not  to-morrow,  then 
on  some  other  o'^casion — and  other  two 
hours  might  be  lost  in  useless  debates, 
as  they  had  been  lost  to-night.  He  was 
entirely  of  the  same  opinion  as  hon. 
Members  who  had  preceded  him — 
namely,  that  the  Irish  Members  repre- 
sented the  feelings  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. They  were  told  they  were  not  re- 
presenting the  opinions  of  Ireland 

Mr. SPEAKER:  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  is  now  travelling  beyond  the 
Question  before  the  House. 

Mb.  C0MMIN8  said,  he  should  be 
very  sorry  to  exceed  what  Mr.  Speaker 
considered  the  fair  and  proper  discus- 
sion of  the  Motion  before  the  House. 
It  was  a  subject  which  would  have  to  be 
discussed  outside  as  well  as  inside  the 
House,  and  he  had  been  merely  point- 
ing out  ihe  importance  of  satisfying  the 
opinion  of  the  public  outside,  as  well  as 
the  opinion  of  Members  in  the  House. 
If  it  were  not  too  late,  and  all  oppor- 
tunity of  concession  were  not  entirely 
lost,  he  would  again  appeal  to  the  Go- 
vernment whether  they  could  not  now 
make  a  concession  ?  If  a  concession  were 
made,  the  Irish  Members  surely  would 
not  abuse  it  to-morrow,  but  would  con- 
fine their  remarks  within  the  narrowest 
limits. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  only  wished 
to  make  one  or  two  observations  in  order 
to  call  attention  to  two  important  points 
which  hon.  Members  must  have  over- 
looked— at  any  rate,  they  had  omitted 
to  refer  to  them.  One  of  these  points 
related  to  Party  tactics,  and  the  other  to 
the  question  of  Party  courtesy ;  and  they 
were,  he  thought,  worthy  of  the  atten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister.  In  the  first  place,  with 
regard  to  courtesy,  if  it  had  been  in- 
tended, from  an  early  period,  to  sum- 
marily close  the  debate,  it  would  only 
have  been  just  to  have  hinted,  through 
the  Parliamentary  Secretary,  or  some 
other  subordinate,  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  that 
such  was  the  case,  so  that  the  hon. 
Member  might  have  had  an  opportunity 
of  rising  to  reply  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land. He  did  not  blan^e  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister for  that.  Probably  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  did  not  know  that  no  intima- 
tion had  been  given  to  the  Irish  Party  of 
the  intentions  of  the  Government ;  but, 
whoever  was  to  blame,  it  was  a  curious 
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omission.  He  had  made  eveiy  inquiry 
amongst  his  Friends  to  find  out  whether 
any  suggestion  as  to  the  course  to  be 
adopted  had  reached  them,  and  he  was 
assured  that  not  so  much  as  a  hint  had 
been  dropped.  When  one  of  his  Friends 
had  endeavoured,  in  other  ways,  without 
going  to  the  Parliamentary  Secretary, 
to  find  out  what  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government,  he  had  not  been  informed 
that  the  debate  would  be  closed  to-night. 
Seeing,  then,  that  in  this  case  there  had 
been  a  breach  of  ordinary  Party  courtesy, 
he  would  put  it  to  the  Prime  Minister, 
whether  it  was  right  to  hurry  the  debate 
to  a  conclusion  ?  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  taken  measures  to  advise 
Irish  Members  of  his  intention  early  in 
the  evening,  no  doubt  those  hon.  Gentle- 
men would  have  made  their  arrange- 
ments accordingly.  Fancy  the  Prime 
Minister,  on  a  question  of  interest  to  the 
Conservative  Party,  telling  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  the  last  iJiing  at  night, 
that  the  Government  intended  to  insist 
upon  a  Division  being  taken  without  an 
Adjournment.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  done  such  a  thing,  the  whole 
of  the  Opposition  would  have  been  up 
in  arms  in  a  minute  to  denounce  such  a 
breach  of  Party  courtesy.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  however,  had  dealt  in 
this  way  with  the  Irish  Party — or  some 
other  Members  of  the  Government  had 
done  so,  for  he  (Colonel  Nolan)  did  not 
like  to  think  that  the  Prime  Minister 
was  responsible  for  this  information 
having  been  kept  back  from  the  Irish 
Members.  Whoever  had  done  it,  had 
invited  the  House  to  enter  upon  a 
serious  Constitutional  struggle.  They 
wished  to  trample  the  Irish  Party  under 
their  feet.  It  was  all,  no  doubt,  owing 
to  simple  negligence,  or  to  the  whole  of 
the  Liberal  Party  being  so  set  up  with 
the  result  of  the  Scarborough  election, 
that  they  forgot  ordinary  politeness  to 
the  Irish  Party.  He  had  always  noticed 
that  when  the  Irish  Members  were  not 
treated  with  the  same  courtesy  as  the 
great  Conservative  Party,  there  was 
trouble  in  the  House.  He  had  said  the 
same  thing  over  and  over  again  to  the 
Conservatives  when  they  were  in  Office 
— ^that  whenever  the  Irish  Members 
were  accorded  less  consideration  than 
the  Liberals,  there  was  trouble —and  he 
had  told  them,  as  he  now  told  the  Libe- 
ral Government,  that  his  Colleagues 
would  use  the  Forms  of  the  House  to 
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^compel  ordinary  coui*feeey.  WitU  ro- 
gard    to    tho    second    point   which   he 

I  wished  to  refer  to  as  a  piece  of  Party 

[  tactics,  it  was  so  conspicuous  that  ho 
wondered  no  one  had  noticed  it.  The 
Prime  Minister  was  in  his  place,  and, 
no  doubt»  it  was  more  his  business  than 
hie  (Colonel  Nolan's) ;  but  still  he  would 

J  take  upon  himself  to  bring  it  to  the 
tiotroo  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Ho 
referred  to  the  conspicuous  absence  of 
the  Conservative  Party,     As  a  rule,  he 

!  observod  that  when  the  Irish  Members 

were  to  be  cruslied 

Mr.  SPE/U^ER:  This  is  really  not 
germane  to  the  Motion  before  the  House. 
The  absence  of  the  Conservative  Party 

^  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  bowed  to 
Mr,  Speaker's  ruling,  and,   in  making 

khie  apologies  for  having  been  irrelevant, 

j  he  would  only  say  that  the  point  he  had 
intended  to  deal  with  was  that  he  had 
generally  observed  that  whenever  the 
Irish  Party  was  to  be  suppressed,  there 
was  a  combination  between  the  Liberals 
and  Conservatives*  As  Mr.  Speaker  had 
ruled  him  out  of  Order,  he  should  re- 

[  serve  his  observations  on  this  subject  to 
another  occasion, 

Mk,  MARUM  said,  he  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  the  Qovernment 
using  the  argument  that  the  Irish 
Party  wore  not  unanimous  on  this  ques- 
tion. If  no  deference  was  paid  to  the 
Irish  Members  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons on  this  occasion,  when  they  were 
asking  for  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate, at  least  some  deference  ought  to 
be  paid  to  the  constituents  of  those  Irish 
Members,  Their  constituents,  he  eould 
assure  hon.  Members  opposite,  were 
more  exacting  than  might  be  supposed. 
They  were  not  so  educated  to  the  ways 
of  Parliamentary  life  as  hon.  Members^ 
and  they  naturally  thought  that  their 
Members  ought  to  express  their  senti- 
ments, even  if  their  speeches  only 
amounted  to  reiteration.  It  was  owing 
to  this  fact  that  they  frequently  found 
nearly  all  the  Members  of  the  Irish 
Party  anxious  to  speak  on  the  same 
subject —as  they  had  all  been  anxious 
to  speak  on  the  subject  now  before  the 
House,  The  Amendment  before  the 
House  said — 

•*  It  IB  essential  to  the  public  iut«regt  that  the 
Criminal  Law,  moro  particularlv  with  regard 
to  the  oompoiitloa  of  juries,  be  impartially  &d- 


minist4)r«dl  to  the  diUdrent  claneii  ef  the  people 
in  IreUad." 

Already,  in  the  debate  which  had  taken 
place  in  regard  to  the  Maamtrasna  case, 
the  great  interest  they  took  in  these 
matters  and  the  vital  importance  they 
attached  to  them  had  been  abundantly 
manifested.  On  that  subject  he  should 
not  bo,  he  thoug^ht,  within  the  line  of 
the  strict  rule  which  Mr,  Speaker  ap- 
plied to  them,  in  confining  them  to  the 
question  of  the  adjournment,  if  he  were 
to  refer  to  what  had  fallen  from  hia  Col- 
leagues who  had  preceded  him  and  the 
two  speakers  who  had  addressed  them- 
selves to  the  subject  on  the  side  of  the 
Qovernment. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hoD,  Member 
is  trifling  with  the  House. 

Mtt.  MAKUM  said,  he  would  not  de- 
tain the  IIousG  further  than  to  say  that 
he  entirely  concurred  with  the  Members 
of  his  Party  in  the  question  which  they 
had  unanimously  addressed  to  the  Prime 
Minister,  requesting  that,  in  view  of  the 
early  stage  of  the  Session  and  of  the  im- 
portant Business  which  had  to  be  gone 
through,  he  would  not  commence  with  a 
policy  of  e:jasperation  against  the  Irish 
Party.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  took 
no  notice  of  that  request,  probably  it 
would  not  facilitate  the  transaction  of 
Business  in  the  future. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  30  j  Noes 
118  :  Majority  B8.— (Div.  List,  No.  1.) 

Question  again  proposed,  '^  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted/ * 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Govern- 
ment had  felt  it  their  duty  to  take  the 
sense  of  the  House,  not  with  reference 
merely  to  the  particular  debate  that  was 
before  them,  but  as  the  most  practical 
protest  that  they  could  make  against  the 
growth  of  a  system  which  appeared  to 
be  more  obstructive  of  the  order  and 
proper  transaction  of  the  Business  of  the 
House  than  any  other  system  which 
could  be  imagined — the  system  of  accu- 
mulating so  much  discussion  on  the 
Address. 

Mr,  HEALY  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  what  was  the  Question 
now  before  the  House  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  Question  is, 
**That  those  w^ords  be  there  inserted,** 

Mr.  HEALY:  Is  it  in  Order,  upon 
a  Motion  of  this  kind 
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Mr.  SPEAKEE:  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister  is  in  posses- 
sion of  the  House. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was 
speaking  to  an  amicable  purpose.  He 
wished  to  explain  that  the  Government 
did  not  wish  to  press  hon.  Gentlemen 
too  hardly  upon  matters  in  which  they 
took  a  deep  interest ;  and  having,  as  he 
had  said,  taken  the  sense  of  the  House 
with  regard  to  the  general  practice,  he 
was  himself  prepared  to  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE :  If  the  House  nega- 
tives a  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  House,  it  would  then  be  competent 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Then  I  will  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  **  That 
this  House  do  now  adjourn,"  —  {Mr, 
Gladstone f) — put,  and  negatived. 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  those 
words  be  there  inserted.** 

Mb.  HEALY  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr. 
ITealy,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Three  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Tuesday y  4th  November,  1884. 


The  House  met  for  the  despatch  of 
Judicial  Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  Four  o'clock, 

to  Thursday  next,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  4th  November,  1884. 
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POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— ELEOnON  OF 
CHAIRMAN  OF  BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS, 

CLIFDEN  UNION. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Why,  after  the  decision  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  in  May,  that  two  of 
the  guardians  who  voted  for  the  present 
chairman  of  Clifden  Union  were  dis- 
qualified, they  allow  the  chairman  to 
retain  the  position,  seeing  that  he  was 
only  elected  by  a  majority  of  one  vote ; 
and,  is  it  the  fact  that,  in  the  case  of 
three  other  guardians,  whose  qualifica- 
tion was  also  disputed,  the  Local  GK)vem- 
ment  Board  refused  to  grant  an  inquiry, 
unless  documentary  evidence  was  for- 
warded them,  when  it  is  alleged  the 
facts  to  be  proved  only  admit  of  oral 
evidence  which  on  the  spot  is  abundantly 
obtainable  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN  : 
Section  30  of  the  Irish  Poor  Belief  Act 
provides  that  no  defect  in  the  qualifies- 
tion  of  any  person  acting  as  a  Guardian 
at  a  Board  of  Guardians  shall  vitiate 
any  proceedings  in  which  he  may  have 
taken  part.  Therefore,  the  subsequent 
removal  of  two  Guardians  from  the  Board 
did  not  affect  the  validity  of  the  election 
of  Chairman.  With  regard  to  the 
three  Guardians  referred  to  in  the  second 
paragraph  of  the  Question,  the  objec- 
tion made  was  on  the  ground  of  alleged 
non-occupancy  of  the  premises  or  hold- 
ings in  respect  of  which  they  derived 
their  qualifications.  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  consider  the  explanation  of 
the  Heturning  Officer  on  this  head  to  be 
satisfactory.  They  have  communicated 
that  explanation  to  the  objector,  and 
informed  him  that  he  should  sustain  his 
objection  by  some  documentary  evi- 
dence. The  Board  consider  that  objec- 
tion on  the  ground  stated  should  admit 
of  such  proof,  and  they  cannot,  on  the 
unsupported  allegation  of  an  objector, 
institute  a  local  inquiry  without  some 
primd  facie  evidence  to  show  that  there 
are  reasonable  grounds  for  the  objection. 

SALMON  FISHERY  (IRELAND)  ACT- 
EMPLO^TIENT  OF  CONSTABULARY 
AT  BLAOKROCK  AS  WATER  BAIUFFS. 
Mr.  DEASY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 

tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
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Oa  what  authority  and  by  whose  direc- 
tions the  Constabulary  in  tho  Blackrock 
Police  Barrack,  county  of  Cox*k,  are 
employed  as  water  bailififs? 

Ma,  OAilPBELL-BANNERMAN;  I 
am  informed  that  It  is  not  a  fact  that 
tho  Blackrock  constabulary  act  as  water 
baili^fa.  They  do  what  they  can  to 
assist  the  employ h  of  the  Conservators 
to  detect  poaching,  which  has  been  ex- 
tensively practised.  Their  action  is 
purely  for  the  protection  of  the  publio 
interest,  which  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Constabulary  to  enforce,  and  which  they 
are  empowered  to  do  under  the  Fishery 
Act. 

EMIGRATION  (I  RE  LAND) -RETURN  OF 

STATE-AIDED  EMIGRANTS  BY 

THE  UNITED  STATES, 

Mr.  DEASY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  the  attention  of  the  Government  has 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  several 
families  have  recently  been  sent  back 
from  New  York  to  Queenstown  by  the 
United  States  Government  in  a  state  of 
groat  deetitution,  and  have  become  a 
burden  on  the  rates  of  the  Cork  Union  ; 
and,  what  steps  the  Quvernment  propose 
to  take  with  regard  to  such  cases  ? 

J^Ib.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN: 
It  18  true  that  several  families  have  been 
sent  back  from  New  Y'ork  to  Queens- 
town  as  stated.  When  persons  thus 
returned  had  been  ^tate  aided,  arrange- 
ments were  mtide  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  that  their  expenses  to  their 
own  Unions  should  be  paid.  But  neither 
tlie  Government  nor  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  could  take  action  with 
reepeot  to  the  removal  from  Cork  of 
returned  emigrants,  wbo  had  been  sent 
to  America  by  other  means.  The  Board 
have  obtained  a  list  of  the  returned 
emigrants  who  liave  received  relief  in 
Cork  Union,  and  are  causing  inqiduy  to 
be  made  as  to  the  circumstances  under 
which  their  emigration  was  carried  out. 

FISHERY  riERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRE- 
LAND)—TEELIN  PIER. 
Ma.  HEALY  aske^d  the  Secretai-y  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  bis  attention  has 
been  called  to  recent  correspondonce  in 
the  press  about  Teelin  Pier,  and  to 
General  San  key*  s  explanation  on  behalf 
of  the  Board  of  Works ;  whether  he 
still  adheres  to  his  former  statements ; 
and,  whether  it  is  intended   to  grant 

VOL.  CCXCnL     [xmaD  series,] 


any  inquiry  into  the  alleged  waste  of 
public  money? 

Mh.  COUETNEY,  In  reply,  said,  he 
had  seen  the  Correspondence.  The  hon. 
Member  was,  perhaps,  aware  that  the 
ease  would  come  before  the  Donegal 
Grand  Jury,  and  it  was  not  possible  to 
give  any  opinion  upon  it  until  after- 
wards, 

THE  MAGISTRACY  { IRELAND) ^ilR. 
VAUGHAN  MONTGOMERY.  J.P. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, How  the  prosecution  against  Mr. 
Vaughan  Montgomery,  J.P.  now  stands ; 
has  tho  attention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
been  directed  to  the  report  of  the  trial 
in  2710  B*lfmt  Morning  Newi  of  29th 
September  ;  is  it  intended  that  he  should 
continue  in  the  Commission  of  the  Peace ; 
was  the  second  summons  taken  out 
against  him  by  the  Crown  as  intended ; 
and,  what  course  do  the  Government 
mean  to  take  in  his  case  ? 

TiiE  SOLICITOR  aENEBAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  :  I  have  seen 
the  report  in  Th$  Belfmt  3/ or f ting  News 
referred  to  in  the  Question.  The  Ses- 
sional Crown  Solicitor  reports  that  owing 
to  the  mode  in  which  claims  to  vote  were 
received,  the  magistrates  decided  that 
there  was  not  sufficient  proof  of  the 
tendering  of  the  claim  within  the  Sta- 
tute. A  seeond  summons  could  not  now 
be  sustained^  having  regard  to  the  date 
of  the  claim.  The  case  is  one  which,  as 
regards  Mr.  Montgomery's  conduct,  will 
be  submitted  to  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

LAW  Amy  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)-CASE 
OF  — PAYNE, 

Mr.  sexton  asked  Mr,  Solicitor 
r>eneral  for  Ireland,  If  it  is  the  fact 
that  a  young  man  named  Payne,  servant 
to  a  justice  of  the  peace  in  the  county 
of  Wicklow,  and  who  had  formerly  been 
in  the  employment  of  Mr.  Qnstavua 
Cornwall,  Ex-Secretary  to  the  Post 
OlBoe,  was  committed  to  Wicklow  Gaol, 
after  a  magisterial  investigation,  m 
eamifd,  to  take  his  trial  for  a  feloaioita 
offence;  whether  the  principal  witness 
against  him  came  over  from  Wales  to 
give  evidence,  but  was  informed  by  the 
police  at  Newtown  Mount  Kennedy  that 
he  was  not  wanted;  whether  it  is  the 
fact  tliat  when  the  ease  was  called  on 
tbe  Crown  entered  a  nalh  prosequi ;  and} 
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if  he  can  state  the  reason  why  the  pro- 
seen  t  ion  was  not  proceeded  with  ? 

The  SOLICITOB  GENERAL  foe 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  :  A  man 
named  Paj'ne  was  returned  for  trial  to 
the  Wicklow  Assizes;  but  on  the  infor- 
mation being  laid  before  the  Attorney 
General,  he  was  of  opinion  that  no 
offence  was  disclosed  by  them  on  which 
a  prosecution  could  be  sustained.  A 
bill  was  found  agaiust  the  same  man  for 
a  miuor  offence;  bnt  the  prosecuting 
counsel  considered  that  the  case  was  not 
one  in  which  the  Crown  should  proceed, 
and  the  Attorney  General  saw  no  reason 
to  disapprove  of  the  judgment  exercised 
by  them  at  the  Assizes,  No  one 
ooimectdd  with  the  prosecution  knows 
or  has  heard  that  the  man  had  been 
in  the  employment  of  Mr.  Cornwall, 
and  the  first  suggestion  of  it,  so  far  as 
Is  known,  appears  in  the  Question. 

PRISONS     (IRELAND)     ACT,     ia77-^EX. 

PENSES  OF  CONVEYANCE  OF 

PRISONERS. 

Mb.  DEA8Y  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  If  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
Budget  of  1882  made  provision  for  the 
sum  of  £100,000  to  recoup  English 
Counties  for  moneys  paid  by  them  for 
the  conveyance  of  prisoners  after  com- 
mittal, from  the  passing  of  ''The  Pri- 
sons Act,  1B77,*'  to  the  decision  of  the 
House  of  Lords  in  the  case  of  Mull  ins 
V,  Treasurer  of  the  County  of  Surrey ; 
and,  whether  the  Government  will  adopt 
a  similar  course  in  regard  to  Irish  Grand 
Juries,  and  make  good  the  sums  paid 
by  them  under  the  same  Act,  from  1877 
to  the  passing  of  the  Amendment  Act 
of  the  present  year? 

Mr.  COURTNEY,  in  reply,  said,  he 
was  afraid  that  the  hon.  Member  bad 
been  imperfectly  informed  as  to  the  facts 
of  the  case.  Tho  decision  of  tho  House 
of  Lords  on  the  English  Act  imposed  a 
retrospective  liability  on  the  Exchequer 
which  it  waen  ecessary  for  the  Government 
to  meet  out  of  taxation.  The  Irish  Act 
was  differently  worded,  and  tho  decision 
in  question  did  not  apply  to  it.  More- 
over, it  expressed  correctly  the  intention 
of  the  Legislature  in  passing  that  Act 
which  had  failed  in  the  English  case 
owing  to  an  error  in  the  wording.  There 
was  no  obligation  to  make  the  provi- 
eioDS  of  the  amended  Act  retrospeetive, 
and  he  saw  no  reason  in  justice  for  eo 
doing. 

Mr.  Sexion 


ntELAND— THE  ROYAL  UNIVERSITY^ 
THE  QUEEN^S  COLLEGE,  GALWAY— 
MB.  CHAELE8  GEISLER,  PROFESSOR 
OF  MODERN  LANGUAGES. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  inquiry,  promised  by  his 
predecessor,  into  the  qualifications  of 
Professor  Geisler,  F. R.U.I,  and  Pro- 
fessor Queen*s  College,  Gralway,  has 
taken  place;  and,  if  so,  with  what 
reeidt  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
The  charges  made  against  Professor 
Geisler  and  his  reply  thereto  were,  at 
tlie  request  of  the  Grovernment,  investi- 
gated by  the  President  of  the  Queen's 
College,  Qalway,  who  has  reported  npon 
them,  supporting  his  conclusion  a  by 
original  documents.  The  result  is  that 
the  Government  are  satisfied  that  Pro- 
fessor Geisler  did  not  obtain  his  appoint- 
ment at  Galway  on  the  strength  of  a 
degree  which  he  did  not  possess,  but 
because  he  was  thought  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  to  be  the  best  candidate 
for  it,  and  that  he  subsequently  obtained 
a  degree  at  Vienna  in  the  usual  way, 
and  not  on  the  strength  of  his  holding 
a  Professors liip  in  the  Queen's  College, 
Galway,  I  may  add  that  Professor 
Geisler  is  borne  in  high  estimation  by 
men  competent  of  judging  of  his  quali- 
fications, and  is,  as  I  am  informed,  a 
man  of  estimable  character,  who  has 
faithfully  discharged  all  the  duties  af 
his  position. 

Mr.  HEALY  wished  to  know  if  it 
were  not  the  fact  that  this  inquiry  was 
conducted  by  a  gentleman  who  was  to 
some  extent  partic^pi  criminu  in  the 
alleged  fraud — namely,  the  President  of 
Queen's  College ;  and  if  an  independent 
inquiry  had  been  made  by  any  gentle- 
man unconnected  with  the  Queen*s  Col- 
lege who  would  command  public  con- 
fidence ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  that  the  President  of  the  College, 
who  had  inquired  into  tho  matter,  had 
supported  his  Report  by  original  docu- 
ments, which  were  of  such  a  character 
as  to  satisfy  the  Government  that  the 
allegation  of  fraud  was  not  well  founded, 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  whether  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  lay  the  Report  on  the 
Table  of  the  House? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  if  the  Report  was  not  a  cooMential 
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document,  the  proofs  acoompan ymg  it 
undoubtedly  were,  and  without  them  the 
Heport  would  not  be  intelligible. 

PARLIAWENTARY  ELECTIONS-REDIS- 
TKIBUTION— CENSUS  OF  WALES. 

Mb.  morgan  LLOYD  asked  the 
Bight  honourable  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Wig  ton,  in  reference  to  his  Redietri- 
bution  BUI,  on  what  principle  he  com- 
puted the  population  of  Anglesey  ot 
193,511 ;  what  are  the  **  latest  available 
returns"  of  population  mentioned  in  his 
Bill,  Schedule  A,  in  contrast  with  the 
Censua  of  1881 ;  and,  what  is  his  autho- 
rity for  the  statement  that  the  population 
of  Wales  is  **  stationary,"  seeing  that, 
according  to  the  Census  Report  of  1881( 
the  population  of  Wales  had  increased 
11,7  per  cent,  since  the  Census  of  1871, 
beittg*  a  greater  per-centage  of  increase 
for  Wales  than  for  Scotland  ? 

Sir  JOHN  HAY:  I  have  to  thank 
the  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman  for  hie 
courtesy  in  giving  me  private  Notiue  of 
his  Question.  In  column  3  of  Schedule  A 
of  the  Bill  the  urban  and  rural  popula- 
tion of  Anglesey  is  correctly  given  as 
61,4 16.  The  error  in  column  2  is  owing 
to  an  error  of  the  copyist;,  who  has  in- 
serted the  number  of  statute  acres 
193,511,  taken  from  the  next  column  of 
the  table.  This  is  an  error,  however, 
which  I  ought  to  have  detected,  and  for 
which  I  express  my  regret  to  the  House. 
As  the  number  of  Members  to  he  re- 
turned in  column  6  is  based  on  column  3, 
the  error  makes  no  change  in  the  other 
parts  of  the  Bill.  The  latest  available 
returns  of  population  are  to  be  found  in 
the  quarterly  return  mi  births,  deaths, 
and  marriages,  1884  j  but  I  have  also  to 
express  my  obligation  for  information 
derived  from  the  returns  of  the  hon. 
Members  for  Salford,  East  Staffordshire, 
and  Staflbrd,  and  from  a  return  circu- 
lated by  Sir  Henry  Peek^  lately  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  and  from  The  Stated' 
nuin*9  Ys4tr  BoqI\  H^hdahr^^,  Oliver 
and  Bot/d^Sf  and  2hotnU  Almamich^  and 
other  sources  of  information.  The 
population  of  Wales  in  1871  was 
1,217,136;  in  1881  it  was  1,460,513; 
and  in  1884  it  was  1,376,480.  From 
1871  to  1881  it  increased  117  per  cent ; 
but  from  1879  to  1881  only  1-3  per  ceut^ 
and  the  rate  is  now  even  less,  and  may, 
I  think,  be  described  as  stationary.  As 
the  hon,  and  learned  Member  is  aware, 
theoiyil  and  registration  county  of  Angle- 


sey is  not  conterminotis.  The  population 
of  the  civil  county,  exclusive  of  boroughs, 
in  1881  was  36,670  j  in  1884  it  was 
35,141,  a  decrease  of  1,429  in  four 
years. 

Mr.  MORGAN  LLOYD :  On  what 
has  the  right  hon.  Baronet  founded  his 
calculation  of  the  number  of  inhabitants 
of  Wales  in  1884? 

Sir  JOHN  HAY:  On  the  Registrar'a 
Returns  of  births,  deaths,  and  marriages, 
laid  on  the  Table  of  this  House  in 
May,  1884, 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAKD)— COLLECTION 
OF  POOK  RATES,  BANBON  UNION, 

CO.  cork:. 

Mr.  DEASY  asked  the  Ohiof  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland. 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  a  Mr,  Dinoen 
has  tendered  to  collect  the  poor  rates  of 
the  Bandon  Union,  county  Cork,  at  a 
poundage  of  fourpence;  whether  a  ma- 
jority of  the  Board,  made  up  principally 
of  ex-offxeio  Guardians,  have  elected  a 
Mr,  Stanley  at  a  poundage  of  sixpence  j 
and,  whether,  if  the  facta  are  as  stated, 
the  Local  Government  Board  will  order 
the  appointment  of  Mr.  Dineen  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
The  facts  are  substantially  as  stated. 
But  the  resolution  of  the  Board  of  Guar- 
dians fixing  the  poundage  at  6rf,  was 
formal  and  legal,  and  requires  no  inter- 
ference on  the  part  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board. 

WESTERN  HIGHLANDS  AND  ISLANDS 
(8C0TLAND}-THE  CROFTERS  OFSKYE, 

Mr.  D.  CAMERON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Depai'tment, 
Whether  he  has  received  any  official 
Report  of  the  disturbances  alleged  to 
have  taken  place  in  the  Island  of  Skye  ; 
and,  whether  the  nature  of  those  dis- 
turbances is  such  as  to  call  for  excep- 
tional measures  ;  and,  if  so,  what  steps 
Her  Majesty's  Government  propose  to 
take  to  vindicate  the  Law  in  that  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  dominions  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Yes, 
Sir  ;  we  have  received  official  communi- 
cations from  the  Justices  —  the  local 
authorities  in  the  county  of  Inverness — 
who  informed  rae  that  in  Skye  the  police 
have  been  attacked  and  overpowered; 
and,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  quite  clear, 
under  these  circumstancoSj  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  Her  Majesty ^a  Government  to 
take  such  measures  in  connection  with 
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the  local  authorities  as  may  be  necessary 
for  supporting  the  police  in  the  execution 
of  their  duty  and  the  maintenance  of 
order  and  law. 

THE  CROWN  COLONIES— GOLOmAL 
EXPENDITURE. 
Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  If,  ac- 
cording to  the  Colonial  Regulations,  all 
expenditure  of  public  money  in  Crown 
Colonies  is  strictly  forbidden  until  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Secretary  of  State  \  if  so, 
and  Lord  Derby  admits  that  the  grant 
for  the  Anglican  Parsonage  in  Grenada 
was  improper,  and  "would  not  have  been 
sanctioned  if  submitted  to  him/'  he  can 
say  who  is  responsible  for  not  only 
voting  but  disbursing  the  money,  with- 
out the  permission  of  the  Secretary  of 
State ;  is  he  aware  that  in  the  Legisla- 
tive Oouncil  the  Local  Government  stated 
they  had  obtained  Lord  Derby's  sanc- 
tion ;  what  notice  has  been  taken  of  the 
irregQlarity  and  misrepresentation ;  why 
should  not  the  authors  of  the  misappro- 

Eriation,  and  not  the  taxpayers,  sulfer 
y  what  has  been  done  j  and,  what 
guarantee  eiieta  against  the  recurrence 
of  such  incidents  ? 

Ma.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  The  hon. 
Member  can  see  ia  The  Cohnial  Offica 
Liit^  published  annually,  what  are  the 
rules  aud  regulations  afl'ecting  the  ques- 
tion at  issue.  They  do  not  prohibit  all 
expenditure  of  public  money  in  a  Crown 
Colony  until  the  sanction  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  is  obtained,  although  it  is 
generaUy  understood  that,  except  in 
case  of  emergency,  the  Governor  should 
not  propose  a  Vote  or  authorize  expendi- 
ture of  an  unusual  description  without 
such  previous  sanction.  In  the  case  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Question,  Lord  Derby 
considers  that  both  the  Governor  and 
the  Legislative  Council  committed  an 
error  of  judgment  \  but,  under  the  cir- 
cumstance of  the  Governor  holding  a 
hofid  fid§  belief  that  there  was  a  legal 
obligation  to  put  the  rectory-house  in 
repair,  Lord  Derby  does  not  think  it 
neoessary  to  take  any  action  beyond  that 
which  he  has  already  taken.  He  does 
not  anticipate  the  roourrouoe  of  such 
incidents,  and,  therefore*  does  not  con- 
sider it  desirable  to  lay  down  any  more 
stringent  rule  fettering  the  discretion 
hitherto  wisely  exercised  liy  the  Go- 
vernors of  Crown  Colonies.  We  have 
no  reason    to    believe    that    the  local 
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Government  stated  that  they  had  ob- 
tained Lord  Derby* 8  sanction. 

CIYIL  SERVICE  (rEELANI>)-KR 
GEORGE  BOLTON. 

Mb.  HEALY  rose.  The  following 
Question  appeared  on  the  Paper  in  the 
name  of  the  hon*  Member  : — To  ask  the 
Oliief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  What  is  the  present  position 
of  Mr,  George  Bolton ;  is  he  in  receipt 
of  a  salary  from  the  Crown ;  and,  what 
are  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
respecting  him  ? 

:Mr,  speaker,  interposing:  This 
Question  is  in  identical  terms  ^lith  one 
put  on  the  Paper  and  answered  yester- 
day ;  and  it  is  contrary  to  the  Kulea  of 
the  House  to  put  it  again. 

Mr.  HEALY ;  I  was  about  to  ex- 
plain that  the  Question  had  been  put 
down  without  my  knowledge  or  ooa- 
sent. 

PUBLIC   MEETINGS-^THE  EIOT  AT 
ASTON  HALL,  BIRMINGHAM. 

Mr.  lewis  nsked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  be  will 
state  to  the  House  which  of  the  original 
sworn  papers,  quoted  or  read  by  him  to 
the  House  on  the  30th  October,  are  now 
or  ever  were  in  his  possession  ? 

Mr,  CHAMBEELAIN  t  The  ori^nal 
sworn  papers  quoted  by  me,  or  rather 
read  by  me,  to  the  House  in  extettso  on 
the  30th  October,  were  all  of  them  at 
that  date  in  my  possession.  The  whole 
of  them  have  now  been  forwarded  to 
the  solicitors  ia  Birmingham  who  have 
the  conduct  of  the  proceedings.  I  mayl 
add  that  some  objections  haviog  beea 
taken  to  these  papers  on  the  ground  of 
some  irregularity  in  them,  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  whole  of  these  state* 
ments  have  now  been  repeated  in  the 
shape  of  statutory  declarations,  and  the 
Tory  solicitors  have  been  informed  that 
they  will  be  at  their  service  if  they 
desire  to  found  any  proceedings  upoa 
them* 

EGYFr— THE  MILITARY  EXPEDITION 

—INSTRUCTIONS   TO   LORD 

WOLSELEY, 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  asked 

the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 

Lord  Wolseley  has  been  instructed  toi 

proclaim  the  abandonment  of  the  whole 

Soudan ;    and,  if  so,  whether,   and  in 

view  of  General  Gordon's  statement  that 


905       Trdand^The  land      |  November  4,  1884  1 


Commimon  Cmrt* 


906 


the  policy  of  abandonment  was  the  chief 
di6ficulty  in  hie  way  at  Khartoum,  Her 
Majesty* 8  Ministers  will  withdraw  the 
above  instruction  to  Lord  Wolseley,  and 
will  direct  him  to  press  on  with  all 
speed  to  the  relief  of  Khartoum  ? 

Mb.  ONSLOW  desired  to  know  whe- 
ther the  Government  before  propoaiug 
the  Vote  of  Credit  in  respect  of  the 
Egyptian  Expedition  would  lay  upon 
the  Table  copies  of  the  instructions  to 
Lord  Wolseley  defining  the  relative  posi- 
tion of  himself  and  General  Gordon  in 
the  Soudan  ?  If  the  Government  wished 
it|  he  would  give  Notice  of  the  Clues- 
tioD, 

Mb,  GLADSTONE  :  With  respect  to 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Eye  (Mr,  Ashmead-Bartlett),  there  are 
no  instructions  to  Lord  Wolaeley  bearing 
on  the  subject  of  his  Question  beyond 
those  which  are  printed,  and  they  do 
not  contain  the  instruction  that  is  sup- 
posed in  this  Question.  It  is  not  an 
instruction  to  Lord  Wolseley;  but  he 
would  have  authority  to  proceed  to 
Khartoum  if  ho  saw  occasion.  As  to 
the  time  and  manner  of  any  such 
advance,  that  is  left  in  Lord  Wolseley' a 
hands, 

NAVY— STATE  OF  THE  NAVY, 
Mb.  LABOUOHERE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  is 
now  in  a  position  to  state  on  what 
occasion  he  proposes  to  make  his  pro- 
mised statement  with  regard  to  any 
steps  intended  to  be  taken  in  order  to 
secure  the  efEoienoy  of  the  Navy  and 
the  security  of  our  coaling  stations 
abroad  ? 

Mh.  GLADSTONE:  I  understand 
my  hon.  Friend  to  signify  by  tbia  Ques- 
tion that  the  Franchise  Bill  ought  to  be 
postponed  in  order  to  have  a  disouseion 
on  the  Navy.  If  that  is  his  inten- 
tion- 
Ma,  LABOUCHEEE  :  No,  Sir.  Per- 
haps I  may  be  allowed  to  explain.  I 
was  in  hopes  that  the  Franchise  Bill 
would  be  passed  in  two  or  three  days, 
and  I  wanted  to  know  if  a  statement 
about  the  Navy  could  be  made  im- 
mediately ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  WeU,  I  am  very 
glad  to  have  called  forth  that  explana- 
tion. I  am  not  quit^  so  sanguine  as 
the  hon.  Member,  and  I  may  now  re- 
mind him  that  we  are  really  hi  exactly 
the  saina  position,  with  the  exception  of 


the  introduction  of  the  Bill,  that  we 
were  in  on  the  first  night  of  the  Session. 
Indeed,  I  may  say  Qiat  we  are  in  a 
worse  position,  because  on  the  first  night 
of  tho  Session  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote), 
I  think,  wisely  made  an  observation  in 
his  speech  which  appeared  to  contem- 
plate, and  which  tended  to  bring  about 
the  close  of  the  debate  after  what  I 
might  call  the  old  fashion.  I  should  bo 
glad  if  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouehere)  can 
give  me  any  positive  information  as  to 
that  i>oint.  No  doubt,  when  we  see 
that  we  are  going  to  be  clear  of 
the  Franchise  Bill,  then  I  think  some 
Question  of  this  kind  may  very  well  bo 
put,  and  I  understand  that  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  have  it  in  view. 

Sir  DONALD  CUEEIE :  I  beg 
leave  to  give  Notice  that  on  the  earliest 
available  opportunity  after  the  Fran- 
chise Bill  has  passed  this  House,  I  shall 
call  attention  to  the  state  of  the  Navy, 
and  the  oondition  of  our  Eastern  and 
Colonial  Defences  and  Coaling  Stations, 
and  move  a  Hesolution* 


EGYPT— JnLITARY  OPERATIONS— THE 
RAILWAY  FROM  8UAKIN  TO  BERBER. 
SiK  FEEDEBICK  MILNEE  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther, in  order  to  facilitate  the  return  of 
the  expedition  from  liJiartoum,  and  to 
avoid  the  most  serious  complications  in 
the  future,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  taking  any  steps  towards  opening 
out  a  Eailway  from  Suakin  to  Berber  ? 
The  MAHQtTEss  of  HAETINGTON  : 
This  question  relating  to  the  railway 
from  Suakin  to  Berber  was  one  which 
was  fully  considered  and  discussed  with 
Lord  Wolseley  before  he  left  England, 
and  had  been  under  his  consideration 
before.  There  is  no  intention  at  present 
of  making  any  further  preparation  for 
the  construction  of  that  railway. 


IRELAND-THE  LAND  COMMISSION 
COURT— APPEALS  —  FIKES  FOR  NON- 
STAMPING. 
Mil.  HEALT  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  If  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  question  of  the  imposition 
of  the  penalty  where  appeals  in  land 
cases,  &o.  in  Ireland  have  not  been 
stamped  ;  can  he  give  a  guarantee  that 
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the  penalty  where  the  fine  is  paid  and 
the  appeal  proceeded  with  will  not 
afterwards  be  reniitted  by  the  Starap 
Office ;  and  has  tliis  been  done  in  any  in- 
etance ;  and,  if  so,  why  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY:  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  this  matter.  The  question 
of  the  validity  of  a  notice  of  appeal, 
eithei*  not  stamped  at  all  or  not  stamped 
until  after  service,  is  one  of  law^  which 
the  Lands  Commission,  in  its  judicial 
capacity^  must  decide  upon  a  cage  brought 
before  it  by  the  party  alfected.  I  am 
informed  that  fiome  notices  have  been 
allowed  to  be  stamped  after  service, 
pi'esumably  on  the  ground  of  uninten- 
tional error ;  but  this  will  not  be  allowed 
in  future. 

Mh.  HEALY  :  Can  the  hon.  GenUe- 
man  say  how  many  cases? 

Mr.  COUKTNEY  :  I  do  not  know. 
There  has  been  no  remfesion  of  a  fine, 
because  no  fine  heis  been  exacted* 

FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRE- 
LAND)—FISHERY  PIER  AT  PULLEN- 
DIVA,  00.  SLIGO. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  If  it  is  the  fact  that  the 
new  pier  at  Pullendiva,  county  iSligo, 
and  constructed  two  or  three  years  since, 
at  a  cost  of  over  £5,000,  is  entirely  use- 
leae  to  the  fishermen  of  the  district,  as 
their  boats  cannot  enter  into  it  at  low 
water^  the  harbour  being  dry,  with  a 
rocky  bottom,  and  the  boats,  whenever 
they  enter,  cannot  remain  there  without 
anetaining  damage;  whether  a  portion 
of  the  cost  was  contributed  by  the 
locality,  expressly  on  condition  that  the 
harbour  would  be  made  available  for 
fishing  smacks  at  all  times  of  tide  ;  whe- 
ther the  deeiga  for  the  pier  was  made  by 
the  engineer  of  the  Board  of  Works,  and 
whether  he  has  made  auy  fresh  design 
for  any  further  works  to  render  the  pier 
available  for  its  purpose;  whether  the 
Fishery  Commissioners  have  offered  any 
opinion  as  to  the  need  of  further  works 
in  connection  with  the  pier ;  and,  how 
soon  the  Board  of  Works  may  be  ex- 
pected to  execute  such  works  as  are  re- 
quisite to  make  the  pier  a  useful  struc- 
ture ? 

Mk.  COURTNEY  :  I  do  not  know  on 
what  grounds  the  hon.  Member  says 
that  a  tidal  harbour  is  useless,  suoh 
harbours  being  not  uncommon  through- 
out the  Three  Kingdoms.  The  Pullen- 
diva  Pier  is  only  dry  at  very  low  spring 
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tides,  and  could  not  have  been  carrio<3 
out  to  deep  water  without  a  very  larg#1 
expenditure.     There  is  no  evidence  thai; 
any  condition  waa  attached  to  the  sni« 
local  contribution  received.  The  Fishery] 
Comaus&ioners  have  suggested  an  ex  ten* 
sioD.  and  a  design  for  it  was  sent  tliem| 
on  July  22,  since  which  date  nothing^ 
has  been  heard  from  them  on  the  sub^ 
ject     The  Board  of  Works  will  put  the 
works  in  hand  as  soon  as  the  (jommia- 
sioners  communicate  their  decision. 

ALKALI  WORKS  REGULATION  ACT,  1881 
^ALLEGED  DEATHS  PROM  NOXIOUS 
VAPOURS  FROM  SOAP  AND  ALKALI 
WORKS,  RUNCORN. 

^  Ma.  WAUBUETON  asked  the  Pre- 
aid  en  t  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  death  of  two  children  from  suffo- 
cation by  chlorine  g-as,  at  the  Soap 
and  Alkali  Works  near  Runcorn  ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  noxious  vapours, 
destructive  to  vegetation  and  life,  are 
constantly  allowed  to  escape  from  these 
works  J  and,  whether  he  will  take  stepa 
to  compel  the  owners  of  these  works  to 
adopt  measures  for  the  prevention  of 
this  danger  in  the  neighbourhood  in 
future  ? 

Mb.  GEOEGE  EUS8ELL :  We  have 
not  received  any  information  as  to  the 
alleged  deaths  from  suffocation  by  chlo* 
rine  gas  from  the  alkali  works  referred 
to ;  but  we  will  at  onotj  make  intjuiry 
on  ihe  subject, 

EGYPT   (EVENTS  IN   THE  SOUDAN)— 
KHARTOUM, 

Sir  FREDERICK  MILNEE  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether, 
considering  the  fact  that  the  food  supply 
at  Khartoum  must  of  necessity  be  ex- 
hausted by  the  time  our  Troops  can 
arrive  there,  if  not  before,  aud  owing  to 
the  probability  of  a  great  famine  exist- 
ing in  the  Country,  through  the  failure 
of  the  Tribes  to  cultivate  their  land,  Her 
Majesty ^8  Government  have  arranged  to 
send  up  sufficient  supplies  to  provide 
means  of  subsistence  for  the  Troops,  and 
for  the  beleagured  inhabitants  of  th^ 
town  ;  and,  whether,  inasmuch  as  it  was 
known  at  Cairo,  early  in  August,  that 
grave  doubts  existed  as  to  whether  Ge- 
neral Gordon *s  ammunition  would  hold 
outf  he  has  arranged  that  sufficient 
munitioiis  of  war  should  be  sent  with  the 
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Expedition,  for  the  u&e  of  the  Governor 
of  Khartoum  ? 

TuE  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
Supplies  in  large  quantities  are  being 
concentrated  at  Dongola,  upon  which 
Lord  Wolseley  will  ho  ahle,  in  case  for 
necessity,  to  draw.  There  is  no  reason 
to  believe  that  supplies  of  the  character 
used  by  the  Natives  are  deficient  in  the 
Nile  Valley  owing"  to  the  failm^e  of  the 
tribes  to  cultivate  their  land.  Ample 
supplies  for  munitions  of  war  of  aO 
kinds  have  been  provided  from  this 
ooantry  for  the  Nile  Expeditionary 
Force,  and  their  disposition  rests  en- 
tirely with  the  General  Officer  com- 
manding, 

EGYFr— (EVENTS   IN   THE  SOUDAlir)— 
GENERAL  GORDON— TELEGRAMS. 

Barobt    HENEY    DE    WORMS:    I 

should  like  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  he  has  received  any 
telegrams  from  Lord  Wolseley  as  to  the 
safety  of  General  Gordon  f 

The  Mabqttess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Messages  have  been  received  from  Lord 
Wolseley  to  Sir  Evelyn  Baring.  I  do 
not  think,  as  they  have  been  received  en 
€lav\  there  is  any  reason  why  they 
should  not  be  placed  before  the  House; 
but  the  information  they  contain  is  not 
of  great  importance,  but  it  tends  to 
show  that  Lord  Wolseley  knew  nothing 
of  the  unfavourable  reports  with  refer- 
ence to  General  Gordon.  The  telegrams 
are  as  follows  : — 

♦*  Sir  Evelyn  Bimng,  Cairo,  10  a.m.  (noon), 
Nov,  4,  18S4. — Following  from  Wolsaley,  dated 
Dongola,  yesterdfty  : — Kitchener  tclegraphfl  to 
Wilson: — ^Message  begins  i — 1  saw  a  man  Bamed 
Ibrahim  Wad  Beel,  who  recently  cam©  from 
the  Ar&ba  gome  difltanco  south.  He  has  sent  a 
letter  to  thu  Mudir.  Ho  said  all  was  quiet,  and 
when  Gordon  received  onr  mosaengers  he  fired 
Balutea  and  had  parades.  He  appeared  un- 
willing  to  give  information.  I  suppose  you 
know  that  both  English  and  French  Consuls 
were  with  Stewart.  Greek  Oonaul  Nicola  sup- 
posed to  have  remained  behind  in  the  boat*, 
and  to  be  aafe. — Measage  ends.  Kitchener 
a^ain  telegraphed  yesterday  :^ — Message  begins  : 
Hadji  AbdiillAh  arrived  from  \Yady  Gamr,  and 
says  that  a  man  from  Shendy  reports  that 
Haahefn-el-Moofl  has  formed  a  post  there,  and 
Imi  b«eii  fighting  with  Jaalin.  The  Mahdi, 
with  a  largo  force,  came  to  Omdurman,  and 
asked  Gordon  to  surrender.  (Tordon  re- 
plied that  ho  would  hold  Khnrtoum  for  12 
Mira.  The  Miihdi  then  retired  without  fight- 
fig  to  El-Uoz  Elmek,  one  day  south  of  Khar- 
toum and  half-a-day  from  the  river,  and  gave 
out  that  he  wonld  not  fight  for  two  months. 
Many  left  him.    Sid-el -Hassan  has  s&nt  word 


from  Kaseala  to  Gordon  that  he  will  soon  c^mo 
and  hulp  him  He  is  an  important  man.  Sheikh. 
Sala,  son  of  Hussein  Pasha  Khalifa,  in  pay  of 
Government  at  Korosko^  has  opened  the  ilurad 
wells  and  sent  a  letter  to  Robatat,  offering 
peace  if  they  will  come  in.  Mahomed- el -Kb  air 
is  still  in  Berber  as  Emir,  but  the  people  are 
afraid.  Rond  from  here  to  Khartoum  not  open 
except  by  Metammab,  and  there  the  Mahdi's 
men  oome  in  at  night* — Wolseley *8  toJegrara 
ends.  I  liiink  that  the  place  called  El-Goas 
Elmek  in  this  telegram  is  the  same  as  that 
called  Emmek  on  the  map.*' 

QUEEN'S  SPEECH, 
Resolved,  That  aDj^  further  proceedings 
on  the  Address  appointed  for  this  day  or 
to* morrow  have  precedence  over  the 
Notioes  of  Motions  and  Orders  of  tKe 
Day.— (Ifn  Giadstom.) 

ORDER   OF   THE  DAY, 


ADDRESS    IN    ANSWER    TO    HER    MA- 
JEST  Y^S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[adjourned  debate.]     [ninth  iaoHT.1 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Main 
Question  [28th  October,]  *^That,&o."— 
[See  page  69.] 

And  which  Amendment  was, 
To  insert  in  the  ninth  paragraph,  after  tho 
word  "  us/'  the  words  **  but  humbly  to  reprosent 
to  Her  Majesty  that  it  is  essential  to  the  public 
interest  that  the  Criminal  Lrw»  more  partica- 
larly  with  i^gard  to  tho  composition  of  juries, 
be  impartially  administered  to  the  diffareot 
classes  of  the  peaplo  of  Ireland/" — {Mr.  Seston.) 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  thoae 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Debate  resumed, 

AMENDMENT  (MR.  SEXTON)— 
COMPOSITION  OF  JURIES  (IRELAND). 
Mb.  HEAXY  said,  that  everyone  would 
agree,  who  had  witnessed  the  eKciting 
scene  before  the  close  of  the  last  Sittiug, 
that  it  was  much  more  decorous  to  have 
the  reply  of  the  new  Chief  Secretary  to- 
day. They  were  very  aniuouB  to  know 
what  his  view  was  of  recent  ocourrencea 
in  Ireland,  and  what  policy  he  intended 
to  pursue ;  or,  if  he  was  merely  ele- 
vated to  a  higher  position  on  the 
Treasury  Benoh^  to  have  Questions 
tired  at  him  as  a  kind  of  Ministerial 
•*  Aunt  Sally?*'  The  late  Chief  Secretary 
made  last  night  a  speech  which  he  re- 
garded as  very  remarkable.  The  House 
and  the  country  must  remember  that  it 
was  because  of  their  attack  upon  the 
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Clovorament  in  reference  to  James  Ellis 
French,  that  the  Presidect  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  charged  them  with  acting  the 
part  of  aavage  warriors,  and  with  making 
uae  of  ^'poisoned  wella  and  explosive  bul- 
lota."  He  wished  for  a  mooient  to  con- 
trast the  attitude  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Diichj  of  Lancaster  last  night  with 
his  attitude  upon  the  same  subjeot  some 
three  months  previously.  Last  nighty 
James  Ellis  French  was  "  This  wretch !" 
•*  A  fellow  ! "  *'  One  who,  if  the  Govern- 
ment had  anything  to  do  with  him^  would 
lose  them  the  sux>port  of  honest  and 
honourable  men !  *^  Three  months  ago, 
when  the  Irish  Members  showed  that  so 
far  back  as  September^  1883,  James 
Ellis  French  committed  perjury  in  swear- 
ing in  an  affidavit  that  he  had  not  been 
suspended  or  removed  from  office,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
backed  him  up,  had  no  apology  or  coo- 
denination  of  the  perjury,  and  said  he 
hoped  he  would  recover  and  be  able  to  pro- 
ceed with  his  action  against  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mallow  (Mr.  0*Brien).  He  would 
quote  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  worda^ 
BO  that  the  next  time  Irish  Members 
brought  forward  charges  they  might  be 
favoured  with  some  better  answer  than 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  well  aware 
of  the  distinguished  character  of  the 
official  impugned,  and  would  not  listen  to 
the  attacks  of  men  like  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mallow.  A  Motion  was  made  on  the 
17th  of  June,  last  Session,  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  for  a  Select  Committee  to  in- 
quire into  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  the  criminal  charges 
against  James  Ellis  French,  Detective 
Director  and  County  Inspector,  Gustavus 
Cornwall,  Secretary  to  the  General  Post 
Office,  E>uhlin,  and  George  Bolton,  Crown 
8oh'citor,  The  Chief  Secretary  imme- 
diately  rose,  and  how  did  he  meet  the 
allegations  ? — 

'*  The  hon.  Memtier  for  I^Ionaghan  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County  hare  had,  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  «ay»  f ftlae  cride'nce  laid  before 
them,  which  they  are  not  in  the  least  to  be 
blamed  for  bohenng;  and  I  can  very  well  gueaa 
whence  this  evidence  comes,  because  there  had 
been  in  Dnblin  for  some  time  past  a  man  of  the 
name  of  Meiklejohn.  who  wai  formerly  in  the 
Eogliflh  Detective  ForcGi  but  who  was  dia- 
missed  from  'that  Force— put  upon  his  trial— a 
criminal  trial— for  levjnng  binck  mail,  and 
lenttsnoed  totwo  yeara*  imprisonmeot.  ♦  .  ,  The 
House  may  imagine  the  terrible  danger  which 
Irish  ofSouds  run  when  a  man  of  this  sort  is  in 
DubUn  trumping  up  coses  against  them/' — 
(3  Bamnrd,  [289]  695.) 


That  speech  was  made  on  the  eve  of  the 
Cornwall  trial  for  the  pm-pose  of  in* 
fluencing  the  jury.  It  was  a  statement 
that  Irish  Menibera  had  employed  a  felon 
and  an  odious  character  for  the  purpose 
of  trumping  up  charges.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  went  on 

Mr,  TEEYELYAN  :  I  beg  the  hon. 
Member's  pardon*  The  false  charge  to 
which  I  referred  was  a  charge  againat 
myself.  My  business  was  with  a  charge 
made  in  the  House  on  the  evidence,  as  I 
believed,  of  Meiklejohn. 

Mb,  HEALY  :  No  charge  was  made 
from  first  to  last  against  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  It  is  futile  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say  there  was.  What 
was  the  charge  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  find^  if  he  continues  to  read  the 
speech.  It  was  a  personal  charge  against 
me  of  having  had  interviews  with  French, 
which  interviews  I  was  able  to  state  and 
show  to  the  House  I  never  had.  [  Cheirs 
from  the  Jilintateriai  nde  below  the   Oang- 

Ma.  HEiVLY:  Do  not  cheer  before 
your  time. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  there  was  no  such 
charge  made  by  any  hon.  Member. 
Even  if  there  were,  was  that  a  criminal 
charge  ?  Would  it  have  put  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  *'aterrible  position?" 
Why,  it  would  not  have  in  the  least  sur- 
prised them  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  interviews  with  French,  and  had  told 
him  he  must  clear  his  character  or  leave. 
In  fact,  it  might  have  been  his  duty  to  so© 
him.  Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at- 
tempted to  put  an  ex  poU  facto  construc- 
tion on  his  words.  The  words  did  not 
bear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  inter- 
pretation— 

*|  The  House  may  imftgine  the  terrible  danger 
which  Iriih  offiei&lti  run  when  a  man  of  this 
sort  is  in  Dublin  trumping  up  caaea  againit 
them." 

Where  was  the  terrible  danger  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  saying  that  lie 
had  had  an  oflicial  interview  with 
French?  It  was  monstrous  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  pretend  that 
his  words  had  reference  to  that*  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say— 

'•  How  can  any  Irish  official  he  free  from 
most  horrihle  charges  *' — 

Horrible  charges  of  having  eeen  Mr. 
^reneh  in  an  interview  !^ — 
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*'wUeo»man  of  this  chAiacter  is  in  DuMin, 
spying  about  to  the  right  and  left,  I  do  not 
know  what  charges  he  has  brought  against 
other  Irish  officmla ;  but  if  they  are  of  the 
same  value  as  that  which  he  has  brought  agftinst 
mo,  I  must  Bay  the  House  roust  be  very  careful 
before  it  accepts  the  outcry  with  which  th^e 
charges  have  been  published/* — [Ibid,] 

That  speecli  wa^  practically  a  statement 
for  the  plaintiff  in  the  libol  action  of 
**  Oornwftll  f .  0*Brien»"  wkieli  was  to  take 
place  a  few  days  later  iu  Duhlin.     But 
in  spite  of  that  carefuUj-prepared  state- 
ment Cornwall  was  practically  convicted 
by  a  jury  of  his  **  chums."     There  were 
only  five  or  six  Catholics  on  the  jury 
which  g^ave  a  verdict  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mallow,  and  of  the  others  several 
were  Cornwall's  brother-Masons.    Then 
look  at  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
in  the  case  of  tbeir  other  ofRcial^  French, 
who  had  since  been  dismissed  the  Service 
with  the  question  of  pension  loft  open» 
though  he  was  now  in  Kilniainham  Gaol, 
With  the  full  knowledge  that   French 
was  then  swearing  perjury  for  the  pur- 
pose of  defeating  the  action  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mallow,  by  denying  on  affi- 
davit the  allegation  that  he  had  been 
suspended  or  in  any  way  ofRcially  inter- 
fered wiHi,  the  Government  deliberately 
kept    silence;   and   it   wa^   only   when 
driven  by  the  force  of  public  opinion, 
and  when  French  could  not  be  spurred 
or  kicked  into  going  on  with  his  action, 
that  thn  right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted 
he  had  been  suspended  long  before  the 
date  of  the  affidavit.     If  the  Govern- 
ment had  only  had  the  common  honesty 
to  acknowledge  that  French  had  com- 
mitted perjury »  and  to  have  treated  him 
as  a  perjurer,  some  satisfaction  would 
have    been    given.      The   Irish    Party 
wanted  to  know  from    the  new  Chief 
Secretary,  was  he  prepared  to  back  up 
these  wretches  in  the  same  way  as  his 
Predecessor  had  done  ?     Would  he  imi- 
tate his  Predecessor^  and,  with  the  know- 
ledge that  wilful  perjury  had  been  com- 
mitted in  the  interests  of  the  Crown  to 
crush  an  opponent,  would  he  back  up 
those  guilty  officials  ?     It  was  time  that 
the  hon  Gentleman  should  speak   out. 
It  was  time  that  they  should  have  a  dis- 
tinct statement  of  the  intentions  of  the 
Gt)vernraent.     Would  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man liberate  his  soul  on  the  subject? 
Would  he  state  whether  he   was  pre- 
pared to  take  up  the  r6U  adopted  by  his 
Predecessor?     Since  the  accession    to 
Office  by  the  hon*  Gentleman,  an  an- 


nouncement had  been  made  that  George 
Bolton  had  been  reinstated.  In  his 
(Mr.  Healy's)  opinion,  that  augured  very 
badly  for  tho  future  career  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  Did  the  new  Chief  Secre- 
tary know  that,  on  the  certificate  of  an 
English  Judge,  George  Bolton  was  de- 
clared to  be  guilty  of  the  most  heartless 
conduct  in  swindling  his  own  wife  of 
£  in,or)()  ?  He  surely  knew  that  an  Irish 
Judge — Judge  Walsh  —  in  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Court,  also  condemned  his  con- 
duct in  the  most  emphatio  manner  as 
**  monstrous."  He  knew  that  in  the 
Sligo  murder  case,  Judge  Barry  com- 
mented most  strongly,  in  words  of  con- 
demnation, on  Bolton's  conduct  in  con- 
cealing a  deposition  of  the  mother  of 
the  murdered  man.  He  knew  that 
JudgeBarry,  in  the  ease  of  **  Bolton  v, 
O'Brien,"  commented  afresh  on  Bolton's 
conduct.  He  knew  that  in  the  Maam- 
trasna  case,  when  the  important  and  vital 
depositions  of  the  dying  boys  were  with- 
held,  George  Bolton  was  the  solicitor  for 
tho  Crown,  and  tbat  he  also  appended 
to  the  statement  of  Patrick  Joyce  in  the 
Crown  brief  the  statement — ** Patrick 
Joyce  survives,  but  his  evidence  is  worth- 
less." The  Irish  Party  asked  the  now 
Chief  Secretary  whether,  with  these  facte 
before  him  —  with  this  swindler  and 
bankrupt  and  keeper^back  of  depositions 
— with  this  record  before  his  eyes»  was  it 
the  way  to  ingratiate  himself  \vith  the 
Irish  people  to  protect  and  reinstate  thia 
man  after  his  suspension  ?  In  the  SUgo 
murder  case,  in  which  Judge  Barry  com- 
mented on  the  withholding  of  the  im- 
portant deposition,  the  Judge  had  to  use 
the  prisoners'  counsel's  brief  to  supply 
the  absence  of  the  document,  which,  as 
his  Lordship  said,  **  should  have  been 
in  the  custody  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown ; " 
Judge  Barry  strongly  denounced  this  at 
the  time ;  and  afterwards  in  Bolton^a 
action  against  UniUd  Irslandy  for  its 
criticisms  on  it.  the  same  Judge,  in  his 
address  to  the  jury,  commenting  upon 
the  proceeding,  said  it  was — 

"  One  of  the  moat  remarkable  epiiodea  iu  hit 
experience  of  crinunal  administration  ;  " 

and  further  that — 

"  It  was  eminently  unaatisfactorj*,  and  on© 
with  reference  to  which  the  feoling  of  a  Judge 
could  not  be  realized.  It  waa  a  terrible  thing 
that,  in  a  trial  involring  human  Ufe,  a  docu- 
ment that  should  have  be«a  in  Court  wai  not 
forthcoming," 

The  Judge  also  observed  upon  the  fact 


015 


Addrfisit  in 


f  COMMONS  1 


Amwer  ta  Her 


916 


that  **the  original  docuraent  had  dts- 
appeared."  Yet  this  was  the  worthy 
official  whom  the  Government  had  rein- 
stated after  hie  suspension,  because  the 
bankruptcy  proceeding's  were  stopped. 
These  bankraptcy  proceediDga  were  un- 
duly and  illegally  postponed,  over  and  \ 
over  again,  contrary  to  the  Statute,  And  | 
why?  To  give  Bolton  an  opportunity 
of  waiting  for  the  result  of  the  Belfast 
trials  against  Mr.  O^rien,  when,  as  his 
affidavits  declared,  he  hoped  to  reckon  a 
Terdict  among  his  assets.  The  section  of 
the  Act  under  which  the  bankruptcy  pro- 
ceedings took  place  provided  that,  *'  after 
the  granting  of  an  order  for  protection* 
the  Court  shall  appoint  a  private  sitting 
to  be  held  forthwith."  That,  however, 
was  not  done.  The  Act  also  provided 
that  the  petitioning  trader,  1 0  days  be- 
fore the  private  sitting,  should  file  a  full 
account  of  his  debts ;  and  yet,  from  the 
1st  of  May,  when  George  Bolton  filed 
his  petition,  down  to  September,  nothing 
was  done  to  give  Bolton  his  chance  of 
getting  a  verdict  against  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mallow,  He  never  could  pay 
the  £90^000  he  owed,  as  he  only  offered 
his  creditors  a  composition  of  a  few 
hundreds  a-year  out  of  his  salary  ;  but^ 
as  they  knew,  if  they  made  him  a  bank- 
rupt,  he  would  be  dismissed,  and  tliey 
would  get  nothing,  they  abandoned  the 
proeeedingfe  in  the  hope  that  they  could 
Btill  reoover  M.  in  the  pound.  It  was 
to  a  transparent  transaction  of  this 
kind  that  the  new  Chief  Secretary 
thought  fit  to  impart  his  patriarchal 
blessing.  Why  did  the  Government 
take  this  extraordinary  course  in  refer- 
ence to  such  a  man?  They  made  the 
**  arrangement"  with  him  because  they 
were  afraid  of  him*  When  he  put  [ 
the  Question  to  the  Solicitor  General  | 
for  Ireland,  whether  Bolton  would  be 
dismissed  or  not,  the  reply  was  that  the 
matter  was  of  such  a  serious  character 
and  of  such  importance  that  it  should  lie 
over  until  the  new  Chief  Secretary  took 
his  seat.  At  that  time  the  Government 
evidently  had  not  made  up  their  minds. 
But  in  the  meanwhile  a  very  remarkable 
letter  from  James  Ellis  French  came  to 
light— a  letter  in  which  he  said,  re- 
ferring to  Government  officials,  that  if 
ha  took  a  certain  course  he  would  **  per- 
haps see  some  of  them  in  the  dock." 
While  the  Government  were  considering 
what  it  would  do  with  George  Bolton, 
Prench  wrote  his  letter  from  Kilmain- 


ham,  not  for  publication,  but  it  came 
to  light,  having  been  intmxjepted  j  the 
Maamtrasna  debate  took  place,  the  Irish 
Members  were  voted  down,  and,  of 
course,  the  Government  knew  that  Bol- 
ton could,  if  he  chose,  put  this  House 
of  Commons  to  shame  and  turn  Lord 
Spencer  out  of  Ireland,  if  he  told  the 
truth  about  Maamtrasna,  to  spite  them. 
George  Bolton  had  only  to  come  forward 
in  the  position  of  a  repentant  culprit, 
and,  of  course,  he  had  Lord  Spencer  in 
the  hollow  of  his  hand.  Bolton  knew 
too  much,  and  therefore  he  was  rein- 
stated— in  fact,  for  the  past  two  months 
since  his  suspension  he  had  been  going 
about  threatening  what  he  would  do  if 
the  Government  dismissed  him.  One 
thing  Bolton  said  he  would  do  was,  that 
he  would  not  oblige  Earl  Spencer  by 
making  a  bankrupt  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mallow.  He  had  been  treated  badly 
by  theUuvernment,  he  said.  Hedeclared 
he  had  performed  jury-packing ;  had  had 
men  hanged  by  the  connivance  of  Earl 
Spencer ;  and  he  would  expose  the  Go- 
vernment if  he  was  thrown  over,  and 
so  the  Government  did  not  throw  him 
over.  George  Bolton  pnt  a  pistol  to 
Eerl  Sponcer*s  head,  loaded  it  —  he 
might  use  the  metaphor — with  the  blood 
of  innocent  men,  charged  it  with  the 
knowledge  of  unwholesome  and  fatal 
secrets^  and  so  the  Government  put 
back  Bolton— -a  man  branded  with  the 
guilt  of  the  moat  odious  crime  by  Eng- 
lish and  Irish  Judges.  This  was  the 
man  with  whoso  reappointment  the  new 
Chief  Secretary  opened  his  official 
career  in  Ireland,  and  on  which  he 
made  bis  maiden  announcement.  Bid 
the  Chief  Secretary  think  that  such  a 
course  was  a  wise  one?  They  knew^ 
however,  he  was  not  acting  on  hie  own 
judgment,  or  acting  on  the  dictates  of 
his  own  feehngs,  but  w^aa  just  doing 
what  Lord  t^pencer  ordered  him  to 
do.  Was  it  not  absurd  to  have  audi 
officials  in  this  House,  just  like  puppeta, 
the  strings  to  be  pulled  from  Dublin 
Castle  or  elsewhere,  as  the  case  re- 
quired ?  When  answers  were  read  out 
in  that  House,  they  knew  that  the  an- 
swers were  not  the  answers  of  those 
who  read  them,  but  of  those  over  whom 
they  had  no  control.  It  was  absurd  to 
suppose  that  the  House  was  carrying  on 
a  Bepreaentativo  Government  when  the 
Bepreaentatives  of  the  people  were 
confronted    by    officials    vriih    replies 
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— that  French  had  nothing  to  do  with 
jury  packing.  He  would  road  an  extract 
from  Frenches  letter — 
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dictated  by  some  arbitrary  and  tyran- 
nical power  outside  the  House,  It 
was  a  flagrant  dereliction  of  a  repre- 
sentative position.  When  they  placed 
gentlemen  in  Dublin  as  Viceroys,  with 
full  control  over  the  fortunes  of  the 
people,  and  contented  themselves  by 
naTiDg  in  that  House  a  mere  whipping 
boy  to  answer  Questions  and  receive  at- 
tacks, it  was  a  prostitution  of  the  re- 
fjresentation.  He  was  surprieed  that, 
iving  as  they  did  in  so-called  Radical 
days,  when  they  were  pretending  to 
give  every  man  a  vote,  and  pretending 
that  in  that  House  should  be  voiced  the 
opintoDs  of  the  people,  a  system  Diore 
akin  to  what  was  going  on  in  Russia 
than  what  would  be  expected  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty ^sDominions  was  permitted  toprevaiJ. 
The  Irish  Members  showed  thatone  of  the 
leading  instruments  of  the  system  was 
George  Bolton,  and  another,  James  Ellis 
French.  They  asked  the  House,  which 
had  intrusted  the  Irish  authorities  with 
«  Crimes  Act  admitted  to  be  of  the  most 
ferocious  chai'aeter,  whether  it  was  the 
way  to  obtain  the  confidence  of  the  people 
to  put  the  administration  of  that  Act  into 
the  hands  of  the  most  unworthy  and  the 
filthiest  instruments  ?  Let  the  Govern- 
ment pass  Coercion  Acts  j  but  let  them 
give  the  people  coerced  the  satisfaction 
of  knowing  that  they  would  be  adminis- 
tered by  honourable  and  impartial  men. 
But  were  they  to  be  told  that  when  the 
highest  men  the  Grown  had  adaiinister- 
ing  the  Act,  finding  out  criminals  in 
Ireland  and  packing  juries,  were  men  of 
tainted  character,  of  loathsome  lives, 
men  with  whom  no  one  in  decent  society, 
or  with  a  shred  of  self-respect,  would  be 
seen,  and  with  reference  to  one  of  whom 
the  Chief  Secretary  said  it  was  a  mons- 
trous charge  against  him  to  say  that  he 
was  ever  seen  with  or  had  spoken  to 
him 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  I  rise  to  Order. 
This  is  certainly  very  strong.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  refers  to  French,  I  presume. 
Well,  French  had  no  more  to  do  with 
the  packing  of  juries  than  the  police 
constables  at  Scotland  Yard. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  if  he  was  in- 
clined to  comment  on  that  interruption, 
he  should  say  that  that  interruption 
was  about  as  irregular  an  interruption 
as  ever  he  heard  in  the  course  of  his 
life.  As  that  interruption  had  been 
made,  however,  he  would  just  eay  some- 
thing on  the  point  which  it  had  raised 


"  You  are  not  up  in  oriminal  cases,  and  Ort 
has  not  had  practical  oxpericnce  in  heavy  caMi. 
But  I  have  had,  and  perhaps  there  are  very 
few  who  could  work  up  a  CAt*e  for  the  Crown 
or  the  di^fecco  more  closely  than  T  could,  as 
John  AikiiiHon  and  Peter  O^Brien  said  to  me  in 
llnry  Broffnahan'a  cnso,  iu  which  I  had  about 
70  wiinosflea,  thnt  tboy  never  saw  a  case  workt»d 
up  closer  to  the  wind  than  it  was/' 

Mil.  O^DONNELL  :  lafamy  ! 

Mr.  HKATjY  :  Here  was  a  case  in 
which  the  official  now  in  custody  on  a 
charge^  of  beastly  and  abominable  ofiFences 
had  **  worked  up'*  for  the  Crown,  and  with 
reference  to  which  the  learned  Serjeant, 
Peter  O^Brien,  said  he  never  saw  a  case 
*^  worked  up  closer  to  the  wind  **  than  it 
was.  No  woDder  they  who  lived  in  Ire- 
land should  We  British  rule  I  No  won* 
der  they  should  be  in  ecstasies  at  the 
zentlemen  sent  over  to  them !  No  won- 
der they  should  bow  down  before  those 
creatures  engaged  in  nameless  crimes  in 
high  places — men,  like  French,  described 
as  a  filthy  wretch  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  defended  him  so  long !  But 
he  only  introduced  this  digression  be- 
cause of  interruption  of  the  ex- Chief 
Secretary.  The  Government  had  clearly 
no  intention  of  acceding  to  the  proposi- 
tion before  the  House,  and  yet  they 
were  told  that  on  occasions  like  this 
the  conduct  of  the  Irish  Members  was 
calculated  to  alienate  the  Radicals- 
Their  charge  was  that,  having  had  a 
Coercion  Act  passed,  care  was  taken  on 
the  juries  under  it  to  exclude  every 
Catholic,  especially  in  murder  cases; 
whilst  in  grave  cases  like  that  of  Corn- 
wall, which,  according  to  the  state  meat 
of  Crown  counsel,  involved  the  commis- 
sion of  the  most  odious  crimes  that  could 
be  committed — worse  than  any  agrarian 
or  political  crime — they  challenged  no 
juror,  and  connived  at  an  acquittal.  This 
Act  gave  power  to  the  prisoners  to  call 
for  a  special  jury ;  but  no  prisoner  before 
Cornwall  ever  thought  of  taking  that 
step-  The  special  jury  system  was  in- 
vented by  the  Government  in  order  to 
exclude  Catholics,  and  if  any  happened 
to  bn  on  the  panel  the  Crown  had  an 
unlimited  right  of  *'  stand  by."  The 
pancd  was  drawn — 100  from  the  city  and 
100  from  the  county  ^ — consistingof  people 
of  high  rating.  The  present  panel  for 
Dublin  consisted  of  156  Protestants,  and 
about  45  Catholics.     One  might  say  that 
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that  ought  to  fairly  satisfy  them.  But 
what  did  thoy  do  when  they  got  these 
gentlemen  into  Court  on  heavy  fines  ? 
It  was  admitted  by  the  late  O^iief  Secre- 
tary that  George  Bolton  eent  the  panel  a 
few  days  in  advance  to  Mr.  Welch,  the 
secretary  of  the  Tory  Club  in  Diiblio, 
and  he  marked  off  the  politics  and  creed 
of  every  juror  upon  it.  In  the  case  of 
the  county  panel,  the  Eoyal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary did  the  same;  and  by  this 
means  the  Crown  made  up  their  minds 
in  advance  as  to  who  the  persona  were 
who  would  be  on  the  jury.  How  did 
they  manixialate  thoir  number  ?  In  the 
case  of  My  lea  Joyce  they  challenged  28  ; 
in  the  case  of  Fraucis  Ilynes  they  chal- 
lenged 26  ;  in  the  mee  of  Thomas  Hig- 
gins,  for  the  Lough  Mask  murder,  they 
challenged  54  ;  in  the  case  of  Pat  Hfg* 
gins,  42  ;  in  the  case  of  Pat  Joyce,  39  j 
and  in  the  case  of  Joe  Poole,  47.  Con- 
sequently, all  these  men  were  banged. 
The  jurors  ordered  to  **  stand  by  ^*  were 
almost  invariably  Catholics,  although  in 
some  instances  they  were  Justices  of  the 
Peace.  That  showed  that  the  Crown 
manipulated  the  panel,  not  to  got  a  true 
finding,  but  in  order  to  get  the  type 
of  persons  they  required  to  find  the  ver- 
dict they  desired.  Yet  that  was  called 
fair  play.  Would  such  a  eystem  be 
tolerated  for  a  moment  in  England  ? 
Take  the  case  even  of  the  Claimant.  Ha 
ventured  to  say  that  if  the  Claimant  had 
been  found  guilty  by  a  jury  so  oora- 
posed,  there  was  not  a  Magna  Charta 
Association  in  the  land  that  would  not, 
at  the  present  moment,  be  alleging  that 
the  Claimant  was  unjustly  convicted. 
How  much  more  would  the  Irish  people 
entertain  this  oj)inion,  knowing,  as  they 
did,  that  the  panel  was  unfairly  juggled, 
and  that  the  whole  machinery  of  Govern- 
ment was  against  thera  '?  Contrast  this 
challenge  system  with  what  was  done  by 
the  Crown  in  the  case  of  French  and 
Cornwall.  The  jury  in  Frenches  and 
Cornwairs  case  was  a  special  jury.  The 
section  of  the  Crimes  Act  on  that  point 
appeared  to  have  been  drawn  with  a  pro- 
phetic eye  for  the  benefit  of  gentlemen 
likethese.  Otit  of  a  panel  of  200  there 
were  only  45  Catholics,  It  mighty 
therefore,  be  supposed  that  the  Grown, 
knowing  that  French  acd  Cornwall  were 
Freemasons  of  high  rank,  would  make 
use  of  that  process  of  elimination  which 
they  practised  on  other  occasions  to  so 
unlimited  an  extent.     They  did  nothing 
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of  the  kind.  At  the  outset  no  previous 
announcement  was  made  from  the  Bench 
that  the  panel  would  be  called  over  on 
heavy  fines,  as  was  done  in  every  agra- 
rian case.  The  consequence  was  that 
Mr.  Cornwairs  Freemason  friends,  in 
ohedience  to  a  whip,  came  into  Court ; 
and  the  i^w  Catholics  on  the  panel, 
knowing  they  would  not  be  fined,  re- 
mained away  in  order  to  avoid  being 
present  at  a  disgusting  trial,  Mr. 
OornwaU  bad  the  right  of  :^0  challenges, 
and  he  was  easily  enabled  to  eliminate 
all  the  Catholics.  What  did  the  Go- 
vernment do  ?  They  did  not  challenge 
a  single  person.  How  admirable  !  They 
challenged  M  in  the  case  of  Thomas 
Higgins  ;  42  in  the  case  of  Pat  Higgins  ; 
47  in  the  case  of  Joe  Poole  ;  but  none 
at  all  in  the  case  of  Mr,  Cornwall,  who 
was  accused  of  a  crime  that  they  were 
told  in  Holy  Writ  cried  to  Heaven  for 
vengeance.  Oh  yes,  it  cried  to  Heaven  for 
vengeance  ;  but  it  did  not  cry  to  Dublin 
Castle  for  vengeance.  Were  they  in  that 
House  told  by  the  Crown,  as  in  the  case 
of  the  poor  peasants  who  were  struggling 
to  remain  in  the  homes  of  their  fathers, 
that  as  the  existing  law  did  not  reach 
these  blackguards,  the  Goveroment 
would  bring  in  a  new  Bill?  No.  Where 
jurors  acquitted  or  disagreed  in  agrarian 
cases,  the  Irish  were  told  they  were  in 
sympathy  with  crime,  and  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  take  care  to  provide 
macliinory  for  putting  the  proper  men 
into  the  box ;  but  they  had  not  a  single 
suggestion  to  make  in  reference  to  the 
escape  of  these  abominable  offenders. 
It  was  not  for  him  to  charge  the  Freema- 
sons of  Biiblin  with  sympathizing  with 
abominable  offences ;  but  if  he  put  the 
same  construction  upon  their  acquittal  of 
Cornwall,  of  French,  and  of  Dr.  Fernan- 
dez, of  the  Guards,  that  the  Government 
did  upon  the  actions  of  jurors  throughout 
the  country  on  political  trials,  he  would 
be  inclined  to  say  that  the  11  Free- 
masons who  acquitted  their  fellow-Maaoa 
in  Dublin  last  week  held  very  peculiar 
views  on  the  subject  of  nameless  crimes. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster (Mr.  Trevelyan)  stated  last  night 
that  **  mistakes  might  have  been  made," 
and  men  might  have  been  hanged  in 
the  wrong;  but,  at  least,  "the  Govern- 
ment had  the  consolation  of  knowing 
that  crime  and  outrage  had  ceased.'*  He 
had  not  a  word  to  say  about  the  crimes 
which  cried  to  Heaven  for  vengeance* 
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He  bad  not  a  single  word  to  gay  in  re- 
probation of  the  jury  that  acquitted  these 
men.  The  Irish  Purty  alleged  that  if  in 
the  case  of  French  and  Cornwall  the  Go- 
veramont  wanted  to  get  evidence,  they 
could  have  obtained  it  by  the  Crimes 
Act  inquisitionfl.  The  answer  of  the 
late  Chief  Secretary  was  that  the  Crimea 
Act  was  a  method  of  getting  at  the  truth, 
and  was  not  passed  for  offences  of  this 
nature.  But,  if  so,  why  was  Mr.  Cornwall 
tried  under  the  Grimes  Act  ?  He  had 
the  benefit  of  a  Crimes  Act  special  jury, 
and  he  might  have  suli'ered  the  disad- 
vantage of  a  Crimes  Act  inquisition  into 
his  conduct.  The  Government^  as  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mallow 
said,  bedevilled  the  entire  case.  They 
did  not  produce  a  single  witness  against 
Cornwall  on  the  felony  charge,  except 
those  his  hoa.  Friend  had  declined  to 
call,  Wa^  not  that  disgraceful  ?  They 
did  not  bring  forward  a  single  one  of 
the  witnesses  upon  whose  evidence  his 
hon.  Friend  obtained  his  verdict  His 
hon.  Friend  was  oilered  the  testimony  of 
two  wretched  creatures  named  Magi'ane 
and  Clarke,  who  alleged  that  Cornwall 
had  committed  felony  with  them  j  but  he 
honourably  declined  to  call  them,  as  he 
was  determined  that  Cornwall  should  be 
condemned  upon  the  t«Jstimony  of  men 
of  his  own  class — men  who  went  to 
flower  shows  and  social  parties  with 
him.  The  Government  did  not  call  one 
of  these  men.  They  called  to  prove  the 
charge  of  felony  the  two  wretches  Ma- 
grane  and  Clarke,  whom  nobody  would 
pick  out  of  the  gutter  except  Crown 
officials,  and  upon  the  evidence  of  these 
men  the  case  was  sent  to  the  jury.  Of 
course,  the  jury  found  a  verdict  of  not 
guilty.  They  could  hardly  do  otherwise. 
No  man's  life  would  be  safe  if  the  testi- 
mony of  such  wretches  was  accepted. 
But  why  did  not  the  Government  call 
Malcolm  Johnston,  the  heir  of  £40,000? 
Why  did  they  not  call  M'Kiernan,  the 
bank  clerk?  Why  did  they  not  coll 
Taylor,  or  Johnson  Little,  or  the  others 
who  moved  in  the  select  circles  of  Castle 
society?  Noj  they  first  got  him  ac- 
quitted on  the  main  charge,  and  having 
^U8  got  him  the  benefit  of  a  verdict, 
they  indicted  him  for  conspiracy,  and 
only  then  produced  the  witnesses  who 
convinced  the  jury  on  the  civil  action. 
They  refused  to  challenge  one  of  his 
friends  on  that  jury — on  which  the  only 
Catholic  was  a  man  who  had  to  leave 


the  Dublin  Corporation,  because  of  his 
refusal  to  vote  the  freedom  of  the  City 
to  Parnell  and  Dillon  ;*.but»  though  they 
brought  him  in  not  guilty*  they  added 
the  stinging  rider  to  their  verdict  — 
**  Because  the  Crown  have  not  brought 
forward  sufficient  evidence."  What 
did  they  do  in  French's  case  ?  French 
wrote  the  precious  letter  already  re» 
f erred  to,  and  tho  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  made  a  great  point  that  it 
was  the  Crown  that  produced  it.  Yes; 
but  the  Irish  Members  first  got  a  copy 
of  it.  The  gentlemen  who  gave  them 
Crown  bnefs  also  r^n aided  them  to  have 
other  documents.  A  fortnight  before 
this  letter  was  produced  in  Court  a 
statement  as  to  its  contents  appeared 
in  UniUd  Ireland;  and  they  did  not, 
therefore,  thank  the  Government  very 
much  for  producing  it.  What  did 
the  Government  do  in  French's  case  ? 
They  called  the  same  witnesses  who  had 
been  disbelieved  in  ComwaU^s  casej 
but  not  a  single  man  of  the  scores 
of  policemen  with  whom  French  had 
had  guilty  practices  was  called.  The 
Inspector  Uonoral  of  Constabulary  was 
called  as  a  witness  of  character  for  the 
accused ;  but  tbough  the  Crown  knew 
that  he  had  summoned  two  Sub- 
Inspectors  by  telegraph  to  find  out 
whether  French  had  committed  felony 
with  persons  they  knew,  he  was  never 
asked  a  word  about  it.  W^hat  fine,  de- 
licate feelings  the  Crown  had!  The 
sub  -  constalde  in  charge  of  Frencb, 
who  was  assaulted  by  him  two  days  be- 
fore he  was  arrested,  and  whose  deposi- 
sition  existed,  was  not  called  to  give 
evidence  ;  nor  were  any  of  the  scores  of 
cadets  in  the  Constabulary  Depot  who 
had  been  feloniously  attacked  by  this 
wretch  brought  forward  by  the  Crown* 
The  English  Government  expected  the 
Irish  people  to  respect  the  justice  so 
given  them.  What  did  they  do  in  the 
case  of  Fitzgerald  and  others,  who  would 
be  tried  in  a  few  days  ?  In  that  case 
they  kept  II  men  in  custody  for  seven 
months,  though  repeated  applications 
had  been  made  before  the  Lower  and 
Superior  Courts  for  their  admission  to 
bail ;  and  after  having  kept  them  in 
horrible  confinement  all  that  time  with- 
out trial,  they  suddenly  allowed  them 
out  on  bail  of  £18  each  the  other  day, 
knowing  that  there  was  not  a  single  bit 
of  evidence  against  them.  But  they  kept 
in  a  man  named  Fitzgerald  ;  and  on  the 
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very  week  that  he  was  to  be  tried  they 
htid  recourse  to  a  scandalous  trick  to 
^'fetampcnU^'*  tho  jury,  as  they  would 
say  in  America.  They  arrested  at 
midnight  a  clerk  named  Aliens  and 
they  produced,  in  the  moat  melodramatic 
fashion,  a  number  of  papers  and  docu- 
ments found  in  bis  possession — all  in 
order  to  get  up  a  panic  among  the  special 
jux^ors  who  were  to  try  Fitzgerald  in  a 
day  or  two.  In  the  same  way  Mr.  Jen* 
kinson  scattered  a  number  of  rifle  car- 
tridges in  the  Phcenix  Park,  with  green 
strings  and  the  words,  **  The  impreg- 
nable Invincibles  will  yet  have  re- 
venge,'* attached  to  them,  just  before 
the  trial  uf  the  Barbavilla  prisoners, 
who  wore»  of  course,  found  guilty  on 
evidence  which  the  informer  himself  now 
Bwore  to  be  false,  riiis  little  scheme  of 
Mr,  Jen  kin  son*  8  operated  upon  the  minds 
of  the  jury  in  the  Barbavilla  case,  and 
it  was  hoped  that  the  arrest  of  this 
young  Methodist  gentleman,  Mr-  AUun — 
delayed  until  the  eleventh  hour,  and 
m.ade  with  every  show  of  importance  at 
the  dead  of  night — would  have  the 
same  influence  upon  the  jury  which 
was  to  try  Fitzgerald.  These  were 
the  tricks  and  stratagems  employed 
in  political  cases  by  the  Cro\rn  in  Ire- 
land, whik^  they  winked  at  the  crimes 
that  cried  to  Heaven  for  vengeance. 
They  winked  at  those  crimes,  and  the 
Irish  people  respected  them  accordingly. 
Of  the  1,000  men  arrested  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bi-adford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
i'orster)  on  suspicion,  how  many  had 
they  brought  to  trial  under  the  Crimes 
Act?  Not  2  per  cent.  What  did  the 
Eadicals  say  to  that  ?  Of  course,  they 
did  not  care.  They  had  a  Grove rnment 
to  keep  in,  and  the  old  saw,  Ptat  Justitia^ 
waa  no  longer  included  in  the  list  of 
Radical  maxims.  The  House  was  ex- 
pected to  believe  that  the  Government 
were  acting  Yery  fairly  whtm  the  late 
Chief  Secretary  could  also  produce  a 
letter  from  the  solicitors  of  the  **un- 
speakables*'  complaining  of  the  com- 
position of  the  juries.  It  just  happened 
that  the  letter  of  CornwalPs  solicitor 
waa  intended  simply  to  give  the  Govern- 
ment an  excuse.  It  was  written  prac- 
tically for  the  piu'pose  of  intimidating 
the  Crown  into  not  challenging  a  single 
man,  and  to  help  them  with  the  public 
if  the  Natioualista  complained  of  their 
not  doing  so.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said** 


**Mr.  Ennia,  solicitor,  wroto  to  thn  fjh>v©m- 
ment  that  tho  Govemtnent  were  not  challenging 
tho  NationallBU.'^ 

Of  course,  he  did.     Mr.   Ennis  would 

have  had  the  interest  of  his  client  very 
badly  at  heart  if  he  did  not  take  every 
means  in  his  power  for  obtaining  for  him  ft 
sympathetic  jury.  The  Government  knew 
very  well  that  that  complaint  was  utterly 
unfounded.  He  stated  so  himself;  and, 
of  course,  thej^  could  only  conclude  that 
the  letter  of  Mr.  Ennis  was  only  a  plant 
between  himself  and  the  Government 
for  tho  purpose  of  an  excuse  of  this  kind 
being  made.  From  the  way  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Dm-hy  of  Lancaster  spoke 
of  the  men,  it  would  appear  that  French 
was  ^*a  mean  wretch/*  and  that  Oom- 
wall  was  a  respectable  party.  He  was 
**  Mr.'^  Cornwall  throughout  all  his 
speech.  He  would  like  to  know,  did 
this  **  Mr."  import  a  pension  ?  They  had 
heard  from  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, in  the  case  of  the  notorious  Corry 
Oonnelian,  that  he  was  to  be  paid  a  pen- 
sion. Ho  did  not  know  whether  Mr. 
Corry  Oonnellan  had  applied  for  this 
pension  since  the  debates  last  Session^ 
when  it  was  promised  that  he  would 
have  to  apply  for  it  in  person  at  the 
Treasury,  instead  of  getting  it  through 
tho  Bank  of  Ireland  in  foreign  parts; 
that  matter  would  not  be  lost  sight  of — 
they  would  find  out  presently  all  matters 
connected  with  it.  The  excuse  of  tho 
Secretniy  to  the  Treasury  for  continuing 
that  pension  to  the  infamous  Connellan 
was  that  a  pension  was  **  deferred 
pay."  But  wuuld  that  apply  to  Mr. 
Cornwall  ?  The  Government  had  kept 
him  so  tenderly  and  carefully  and  gin- 
gerly in  Kilraainham,  that  they  muddled 
away  the  evidence  against  him,  and  did 
not  get  up  any  themselves,  but  mercdy 
put  before  the  jury  the  evidence  that 
was  put  into  their  hands  by  the  **  disre- 
putable'' man  Meiklejohn.  Was  this 
**  Mr,"  Cornwall  to  be  favoured  still 
further  with  a  pension  out  of  regard 
for  his  aristocratic  relations,  Sir  Robert 
Daly  ell  and  others  ?  That  was  a  matter 
upon  which  they  had  no  information. 
He  ventured  to  say  that,  as  the  Govern- 
ment had  given  a  pension  to  Mr.  Corry 
Connellan,  they  would,  in  due  time, 
give  a  pension  to  Mr,  Cornwall.  These 
Questions  would  be  asked,  and  he  trusted 
they  would  hear  from  the  Government 
some  better  statements  on  the  subject 
than  they  had  already  made.   He  would 
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Sfty,  in  conclusion,  that,  in  his  opinion, 
this  letter  of  French  looked  as  if  the 
Government  had  made  no  attempt  to 
convict  him.  It  read  very  like  na  if 
the  Government  before  the  trial  were 
opening  up  negotiations  with  him.  His 
letter  was  addreased  to  a  confidential 
friend.  He  gave  it  to  another  confidenttal 
friend  to  take  it  out  of  the  prison  ;  but 
the  oonfidential  friend  haeded  it  over  to 
the  Governor.  It  was  never  intended 
to  see  the  light ;  and  some  of  the  ex- 
pressions in  it  were  of  the  most  remark- 
able character.  He  first  discussed  the 
morale  of  the  Government.     He  said — 

**Thfj  Crown  will  not  enter  a  noUe  prosequi. 
They  daro  not  do  it  in  ray  case.  United  Ireland 
and  all  such  papers  would  be  down  on  them,  bo 
that  eren  if  anxious  they  would  not  do  it  as  a 
matter  of  policy. '' 

How  well  he  gauged  the  position  and  bona 
fidin  of  the  Government,  having  been  in 
their  employment  for  30  yeiirs.  ''As 
a  matter  of  policy  they  would  not 
do  it."  Such  was  the  statement  of  a 
man  whom  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster last  night  stated  was  one  of  the 
best  witnesses  that  could  be  produced 
m  to  the  conduct  of  the  Government. 
French  went  on  to  say— 

**  If  I  tiik(^  a  pension  I  must  alio  get  £5,000 
at  leiLst  and  expenses  for  anxiety  of  mind.  If 
not  they  may  keep  all,  and  I  will  put  them  out 
of  Ireland,  and  perhaps  see  «onaeof  them  in  the 
dock,  too.  If  they  want  to  make  terma  with  ma 
without  a  pen&ion  I  must  got  £20,000/* 

Was  Mr.  James  ElUs  French  simply 
liberating  his  soul  to  his  conhdeutial 
friend,  Mr.  Good,  by  those  reflec- 
tions; or,  rather,  was  he  not  telling 
his  confidential  friend — *'  You  must  ^o 
to  the  GovefTument,  and  say  to  the 
Government — *  If  you  wish  not  to  have 
my  statement  made  you  must  make  this 
settlement  with  me  V  ^  "  Of  course,  they 
knew  that  the  Government  had  entered 
into  one  portion  of  the  compact,  because 
French  would  never  suffer  one  hour  of 
penal  servitude,  or  pick  one  onoce  of 
oakum,  if  they  could  help  it.  Mr. 
French  would  get  off,  and,  of  course, 
they  would  not  know  what  had  been 
paid  him  from  a  Secret  Service  fund 
of  £30,000  a-year.  How  could  they  tell 
that  Lord  Spencer  or,  some  of  the  offi- 
cials r(.^f erred  to  by  French,  would  not 
make  this  bargain  with  that  distin- 
guiflhed  official?  Was  there  anything 
to  prevent  them  ?  They  got  himself  and 
Cornwall  off  the  felony  charge.     They 


knew  that  they  had  got  £30,000  of 
Secret  Service  money,  and  was  it  not 
very  easy  to  stop  their  mouths?  Hia 
(Mr.  Healy's]  interpretation  would  be, 
should  he  escape  on  the  charge  of  mis- 
demeanour, if  French's  memoir  was  not 
rapidly  issued,  that  he  had  got  his 
£20, 000  as  he  asked  for  it;  and  he  warned 
the  Government  that  that  would  be  the 
interpretation  put  upon  it  by  the  people 
of  Ireland.  The  logic  of  the  thing 
was  plain.  French  must  now  be  more 
or  lees  at  war  with  the  Government. 
He  declared  himself  that  he  would 
put  them  out  of  Ireland,  and  that  he 
might  put  some  of  them  in  the  doek 
unless  he  got  a  pension.  They  would 
see  whether  he  would  put  them  out  of 
Ireland.  They  would  see  also  whether 
h©  would  make  a  revelation.  If  he  did 
not  make  a  revelation »  he  (Mr.  Healy) 
ventured  to  say  that  the  people  of  Ire- 
land would  be  able  to  draw  their  own 
conclusions.  There  was  a  remarkable 
portion  of  his  letter  bearing  upon  the 
Maamtrasna  case.  He  said  —  ''  The 
Maamtrasna  case  will  be  a  pain  in  the 
side."  This  was  an  expression  used  by 
a  gentleman  who  had  been  getting  up 
cases,  and  sailed  so  very  close  to  the 
wind,  who  had  hanged  men  in  the  wrong 
practically  according  to  his  own  state- 
ment. **  Though,"  he  says,  *'I  donH 
know  anything  about  it ;  but  if  Reid's 
letter  came  out  " — Eeid  was  the  gentle- 
man who  had  charge  of  the  Phoenix 
Park  cases,  and  who  was  promoted  to  be 
Eesident  Magistrate— **  if  Reid's  letter 
came  out,  it  would  help  to  support  the 
Nationalist  idea  about  Maaoitrasna,*' 
Of  course,  the  Government  said  no  such 
letter  existed  j  but  if  French  was  allowed 
off,  and  if  he  was  interviewed,  not  by  a 
correspondent  of  United  Jrehind,  but  of 
what  was  called  an  impartial  journal, 
and  if  the  correspondent  asked  him  what 
had  induced  him  to  hold  hie  tongue, 
he  (Mr.  Healy)  ventured  to  think  that 
a  discriminating  public  would  be  able 
to  understand  the  reason  if  a  satisfac- 
tory explanation  was  not  forthcoming. 
French  went  on  to  give  a  list  of  hia 
doings  on  behalf  of  good  government  in 
Ireland,  and  remarked — ^'*  Got  two  letters 
of  recommendation  from  the  Treasury 
for  exertions  in  political  case,"  The 
letters,  mayhap,  were  signed  "L.  Court- 
ney;** and  he  presumed  Mr.  French 
would  get  them  framed  and  hung  up 
in  the  most  distinguished  place  in  his 
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house,  if  he  escaped  from  Kilmamham. 
He  added — 

**  Employed  IStephen  Noon  an  for  Bome  months, 
and  then  discharged  him  on  bia  handing  all  my 
letters  to  Staurico  Heftly,  soli ci tor,  Cork,  who 
is  brother  to  Tim  Healy,  M,P.|  sending  him 
down  to  watch  the  proceedings  at  Mallow  elec- 
tion, whore  the  Attorney  General  and  William 
0*Brien  were  candidates.** 

He  (Mr.  Healy)  certainly  said  that  these 
letters  were  handed  o7er  bj  Stephen 
Noon  an ;  but,  as  he  appeared  to  be  a 
disreputable  fellow,  of  course  he  would 
have  nothiDg  to  say  to  him.  He  did  not 
believe  a  word  Noon  an  was  saying,  and 
he  believed  the  letters  he  gave  up  were 
forgeries ;  but  it  appeared  now  that  they 
were  genuine,  and  ho  was  sorry  that  at 
the  time  he  did  not  draw  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  them.  Noonan  came 
to  his  brother  and  said  that  he  had 
letters  in  corroboration  of  what  he  stated, 
that  French  wrote  to  him  and  told  him 
to  get  up  a  conspiracy  for  the  Winter  As- 
sizes at  Cork  in  1882-3,  and  to  get  Judge 
Barry  attacked  on  the  way  from  the 
Court  to  the  Judge's  lodgings.  He  told 
him  to  be  sure  to  get  all  the  Nationalists 
of  Cork  into  itt  and  that  when  Judge  Barry 
was  attacked,  he  (French)  would  be  there 
with  the  police,  and  they  would  save  the 
Judge;  but  he  added,  very  pleasantly, 
that  it  did  not  matter  much  whether 
Barry  was  killed  or  not.  Oi  course,  if 
he  were  killed,  the  credit  of  having  found 
out  the  assassins  would  be  all  the  greater 
for  Mr.  James  Ellis  French*  He  could 
quite  understand  his  taking  that  view  of 
the  matter.  But  Stephen  Noonan,  he 
supposed,  either  was  not  supplied  with 
sufficient  money  by  Mr.  James  Ellis 
French,  or  he  found  that  tlie  Nationalists 
of  Cork  would  have  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  crimes  of  violence,  although 
they  were  contiaually  charged  with  them 
in  that  House.  They  repudiated  hiin, 
and,  of  course,  as  he  could  get  up  no 
plot,  Noonan  was  no  longer  of  use 
to  Mr.  James  Ellis  French.  If  be 
(Mr.  Healy)  had  brought  forward 
the  letters  at  the  time  he  could  fancy 
what  would  be  the  splendid  indignation 
of  the  right  hon.  (fentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland .  He  would  not  have 
muoh  difficulty  in  anticipating  the  sort  of 
speech  the  right  hon.  (ientleman  would 
make.  He  would  say^ — ''Sir,  the  hon. 
Member,  on  the  evidence  of  a  worthless 
wretch  named  Noonan,  has  brought 
forwEU'd  the  mosthorrible  charges  against 
a  most  distingmshed  officer  of  the  Oon- 


stabulary.  I  have  the  honour  of  the 
acquaintance  of  that  distinguished  officer. 
He  has  been  in  the  service  of  the  Crown 
now  going  on  33  years.  His  record 
during  that  time  has  been  of  the  most 
stainless  character.  He  has  been  en- 
gaged in  matters  of  the  first  importance 
by  the  Crown.  The  most  weighty  and 
the  most  delicate  cases  have  been  in* 
trusted  to  his  hands ;  and  I  say  this  ia 
simply  a  piece  of  revenge  on  the  part 
of  hon  Gentlemen  opposite  in  their 
attempt  to  take  away  the  character  of 
this  meritorious  official,  because  he  has 
been  successful  in  coping  with  disorder, 
outrage,  and  murder.*'  He  thought 
that  was  pretty  like  it.  If  he  had  I 
not  given  a  fair  idea  of  what  hie 
speech  would  be,  he  regretted  that  he 
had  sat  at  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
feet  80  long  in  vain.  He  would  pass 
from  that,  and  show  the  accurate  viewa 
Mr.  James  Ellis  French  took  of  English 
public  opinion,  and  espticially  of  Radical 
opinion.  In  giving  instructions  to  his 
solicitor  for  his  defence  he  said — 

"The  attacks  made  on  mo  hy  Urn  ted  Ireland 
of  holtiDg  with  large  Bums  of  money,  the  hire 
of  informers,  bpiea,  and  Betters,  and  otherf,  all 
these,  which  can  be  eagily  proved  by  John 
DawG  and  other  Gaatle  o'fliciala,  will,  to  my 
mind,  show  strong  and  powerful  motive  for  a< 
conspiracy,  and  when  proved  would  he  taken  1 
up  etrongly  by  the  respectable  Press  in  th* 
United  KiDgdom  and  elsewhere,  and  would,  I 
believe,  create  %  wonderful  reaction  in  my 
favour  outside  the  United  Kingdom,'* 

Then  he  said — 

**Thi«  line  of  defence  would  have  n  wondfinv 
fol  reaction.  All  the  I'roas  would  t^ike  it  up, 
and  I  would  Lea  regular  hero.*' 

So  he  would.  He  would  probably  be- J 
knighted,  like  Sam  Anderson.  At  any* 
rate,  his  pension  would  be  doubled,  and 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  would  ask  him  to 
all  his  parties  at  the  Castle*  The  Irish 
Members  were  attacked  from  time  ta 
time  with  having  referred  to  Free- 
masons, He  took  Mr.  French's  view  of 
Freemasons,  as  given  in  his  letter. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Leitrim  (Colonel 
0'Beirnej-*whose  testimony  he  was  glad 
to  have,  as  he  was  not  acting  with  the 
Irish  Members,  but  gave  the  Government 
a  thick -and- thin  support  in  and  outside 
the  House — stated  last  night  that  Free- 
masonry in  Ireland  and  Freemasonry  in 
England  were  two  totally  dill'erent 
things.  He  (Mr.  Heal}")  was  aware  that 
in  Ireland  Freemasonry  waa  nothing  but 
an  odious  secret  conspiracy  gut  up  by 
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the  lantilorda  and  their  officials  for  the 
purpose  of  oppressing  tbe  people,  get- 
ting themselves  out  of  anj  trouble  when- 
ever they  got  into  it,  and  collaring  all  the 
official  swag  that  they  could  get  hold  of. 
In  the  concluding  sentence  of  his  letter 
there  was  a  very  neat  commentary  on  the 
Order,  It  began — "The  clerk  here^  a 
very  nice  young  fellow,  is  a  Mason."  Of 
course  he  was.  No  clerk  would  be  em- 
ployed at  Kilmaluham  if  he  were  not  a 
Mason,  But  how  did  French  happen  to 
know  that  he  was  a  Mason?  He  con- 
tinued— **  The  head  porter  told  me  so 
to-day,  who  is  a  Roman  Catholic,  in 
his  presence/'  meaning  that  the  Eoman 
Catholic  official  knew  so  much  about 
the  operation  and  influences  of  Free- 
maaonry,  that  he  was  not  ashamed  to  tell 
the  filthy  prisoner,  who  w  as  charged  with 
the  most  abominable  offence  that  could 
be  committt*d,  that  the  clerk,  an  official, 
was  a  Mason.  **  And  so,"  he  said — *^  we 
have  a  look  at  each  other,  I  nearly 
think  the  olerk  wished  me  to  know  it. 
The  head  porter  is  a  peuBionor  from  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary."  He  (Mr. 
Healy)  nearly  thought  so  too.  Now, 
the  Government  had  admirably  suc- 
ceeded. They  had  twice  acquitted  Corn- 
wall; they  had  acquitted  Fernandez; 
they  would  acquit  French  of  the  mis- 
demeanour as  well  as  they  did  of  the 
felony,  or  get  the  jury  to  disagree  and 
let  him  oif.  They  had  hanged  Poff, 
they  had  hanged  Barrett,  they  had 
hanged  France^'  Hynes,  they  had  hanged 
Miles  Joyce,  Joe  Poole,  Pat  Higgins, 
Tom  Higgins,  and  Patrick  Walsh ; 
they  had  hanged  all  the  other  men 
whom  packed  juries  had  sent  to  their 
doom.  On  the  one  hand,  they  pursued 
with  unrelenting  persistence  and  used 
all  the  forces  of  the  Crown  against  a 
peasant ;  on  the  other,  their  own  officials, 
who  knew  their  deadly  secrets,  and  who 
were  charged  with  the  most  abominable 
otl'ences,  were  allowed  to  go  scot-free. 
They  w  ere  asked  from  time  to  tixue — and 
they  were  taunted  with  the  fact  by  vir- 
tuous Liberals — why  they  gave  no  sup- 
port to  the  excellent  Government  of  Lord 
Spencer.  Why  should  they  not,  it  was 
asked,  when  in  the  Cabinet  they  had  a 
number  of  Badicals,  such  asthe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancafittr  ?  They  were 
told  that  they  were  ruled  in  Ireland  by 
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a  Viceroy  who  was  one  of  the  moat 
amiable  and  admirable  of  men— a  man 
of  the  greatest  attainments,  a  man  of 
lofty  character,  of  great  e,xperience — in 
fact,  a  compendium  of  the  virtues.  And 
yet,  under  this  exctilent  Government  of 
Lord  Spencer,  this  beautiful  system  of 
government  by  archangels,  or  at  least 
by  angels  in  disguise,  those  horrible 
things  occurred.  On  the  one  hand,  the 
peasant  was  sent  shrieking  to  his 
doom,  with  a  cry  of  agony  and  a 
despairing  protest  of  innocence  upon 
his  lips;  while  Government  officials, 
such  as  French,  Cornwall,  and  Connel- 
Ian,  who  were  accused  of  the  most  abo- 
minable offences,  might  retire  to  spend 
their  pensions  on  the  lUviera,  Look 
upon  that  picture  and  upon  this !  Ha 
asked  the  people  of  Ireland,  who  were 
judge  and  jury  xn  this  matter,  what  was 
to  be  thought  of  a  Government  of  thia 
sort  ?  In  his  opinion,  it  was  a  Govern- 
ment of  hypocrisy  and  rottenness,  and 
dead  to  all  principle  —  a  Government 
which,  elected  as  a  Eadical  Administra- 
tion, had  passed  the  Coercion  Act; 
which,  professing  to  be  Liberal,  had 
kept  1,000  men  in  prison  without  trial; 
a  Government  whose  Head  attacked 
Turkish  atrocities  in  Bulgaria,  yet  con- 
nived at  the  most  oppressive  rule  in 
Egypt;  a  Government  which  declared 
that  the  Press  Laws  of  India  were  of 
such  a  character  that  no  honest  man  in 
England  or  Scotland  would  venture  to 
reimpose  them,  and  yet  which  sent  Mr, 
H  arri  ngton  to  a  plank  bed  for  six  moathS| 
and  seijited  his  types  and  machinery,  for 
the  fault  of  an  apprentice ;  a  Govern- 
ment which  in  England  talked  of  **an. 
even  keel,"  but  which  in  Ireland  show* ed 
its  impartiality  by  acquitting  Cornwall 
and  hanging  Myles  Joyce ;  a  Govern- 
ment composed  of  men  of  the  highest 
character,  who  used  tools  and  instru- 
ments of  the  most  loathsome  description. 
Such  a  Government  as  this  asked  for 
confidence  and  support  from  the  Irish 
people ;  but  he  asserted  that  the  Irish 
people  would  be  im worthy  of  their  seven 
centuries  of  oppression  ijf  they  did  not 
continue  to  offer  the  most  persistent  and 
long-continued  resistance. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  a  moral 
assassin  had  been  reinstated  to  continue 
to  do  in  the  future  the  work  of  moral 
assassination  for  the  Government  in  Ire- 
land. In  listening  on  the  provioua 
evening  to  the  speedi  of  the  right  hon^ 
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Gentleman  who  had  risen  from  the  dirt 
of  his  Irish  occupations  to  the  dignity  of 
the  Cabinet,  be  was  astonisb<^d  to  hear 
him  say  that   because  tb*^  House  had 
passed  the  Crimes  Act  they  raust  not 
inquire  into  and  must  not  coodemn  the 
exercise  of    these    exceptional   powers. 
No  one  but  an  Irish  ofllcial  would  use 
mieh   an   audacious   argument  as  that. 
He  was  surprised  at  the  silence  of  the 
Goveroment  after  the  most  convincing: 
exposure  of  the  infamous  charnnter  of 
the  means  which  they  employed  for  sup- 
porting  their  rule   in   Ireland,     Could 
there  be  a  more  monstrous  and  horrible 
spectacle  than  upon   the   one   side  the 
Administration  thrusting  into  prison  the 
men  who  had  come  into  their  grasp  for 
having    adopted     desperate    means    of 
getting  rid  of  such  a  Government,  whilst 
upon  the  other  the  organs  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  that  House  were  excusing 
and    shielding    the     infamy    of    their 
wretched  agents  in  Ireland  ?     Who  was 
it    but  the   Government    who    enlisted 
unfortunate     youths    in    Ireland     into 
desperate  courses  by  their  employment 
of  persons  of  such  an  infamous  character 
as  Bolton  ?    He  had  no  doubt  whatever 
that  they  were  entering  upon  a  new  era 
and  a  new  phase  of  incrpased  agitation, 
what   was    known   to    British    law    as 
treasonable  agitation^  not  only  in  Ire- 
land, but  amongst  the  Irish  race  through- 
out  the  world.     The  reason  was  because 
the  Government,  represented    upon  the 
Bench   opposite    by    the    deliveries    of 
Bulgaria  and  elsewhere,  had  continued 
to   invent  and   keep   up    a    system   of 
hypocrisy  unsurpassed  in  any  country 
in   the  world.     He  had   little  hope  of 
anything  until  the  Government   which 
retained  such  men  as    Bolton  in  their 
service    were    reconstituted.      He    was 
unable  to  distinguish  the  guilt  of  the 
moral  assassin  from  the  guilt  of    the 
employer  of  th*i  moral  assassin.     He  was 
unable  to   distinguish  the  guilt  of  the 
responsible  Government  from  the  gmlt 
of  the  responsible  majority  which  sup* 
ported  the  Government.     Every  act  of 
this  kind  condoned  by  the  House,  and 
supported  by  the  Ministerial  majority 
in  that  House,  was  another  of  those  acta 
which  cut  at  the  root  of  the  Upas  tre^e 
of  British  Government  in  Ireland,     He 
did  say  that  the  rule  of  a  direct  and 
outspoken  tyrant— call  him  Cromwell  if 
they  wished — would  be  more  endurable, 
would  be  more  respectable,  and  would 
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appeal  more  to  the  moral  sense  at  least  j 
of  the  people,  than  the  rule  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  prevarication,  suppreeaiou 
of  evidence,  and  maintenance  of  rotten 
officials — that  Government  which  excused 
and  gloried  in  the  retention  of  the  very 
worst  instrumente  of  their  policy.     Sup- 
poaing  the   infamous   creature   Bolton, 
who  suppressed  evidence  in  the  Sligo 
cases,  was  sent  down  to  represent  the 
Crown   in  another    case,    even   though 
under  other  circumstances  there  might 
be    popular  readiness    to   believe  and 
accept  the  guilt  of  the  accused,  must  it 
not  be  the  impulse  of  every  man  through*  . 
out  Ireland  to  expect  foul  play  where  j 
George  Bolton  was  employed  ?     He  re-  \ 
gretted  the  conduct  of  the  Government, 
which   was  hastening  the    grave   and 
terrible   issues  which»    if  persisted  in, 
would  drive  the  Irish  race  to  despair. 
If  they   did  so,  they  must  expect  the 
rewards  of  their  conduct  in  a  growing 
spirit  of  hatred  and  hostility  to  English 
rule.     If  the  Government  chose   to    be 
represented  in  Ireland  by  villains  and 
scoundrels  of  the   Bolton   and   French 
type,  upon  their  o^\ti  heads  must  be  the 
responsibility.     Every  American  journal 
which  recorded  the  carefully  managed 
acquittals  of   the    Castle  officials,    and 
recorded   tlie    reinstatement    of   others 
equally  odious,  would  preach  in  no  un- 
intelligible language  an  appeal  that  the 
Irish   nation    should   have  recourse    to 
other  moans  than  Parliamentary  agita- 
tion.    He  believed  that  further  oppor- 
tunities would  be  taken  for  keeping  the 
Ministerial  nose  at  the  Iri-sh  grindstone; 
and  though  he  did  not  expect   his  view 
would  be  fully  accepted,  he  felt  that  ho 
had  done  his  duty  in  protesting  on  this 
occasion  against  the  policy  which  this 
most  hypocritical  Government  was  carry- 
ing out  in  Ireland,  and   he  was  very 
sorry  that  the  Irish  Party  had  no  im- 
mediate  means   at   hand    by  wldch  it 
could  testify  its  sense  of  the  conduct  of 
the  Government. 

Visootrj^T  LYMINGTON  said,  ho 
thought  it  would  be  an  abuse  of  tlie 
Forms  of  the  House  to  enter  upon  the 
general  question  of  trial  by  jury  in  Ire- 
land, He  could  not  in  any  way  concur 
in  the  attacks  which  had  been  made 
from  the  Benches  opposite  on  the  con- 
duct of  Lord  Hpencer  and  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  present  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster.  Whatever 
duties  the  Lord   Lieutenant    and    the 
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Chief  Secretary  had  had  to  perform  had 
been  intrusted  to  tbem  by  that  House. 
He  was  sure  no  more  high-minded  and 
generous  men  could  have  been  found 
for  the  discharge  of  thuir  arduous  duties. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  he  heai-d  with 
dismay  the  announcement  of  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  that  the  Government  in- 
tended to  reinstate  Mr.  Bolton.  He 
would  not  go  into  the  recent  proceed- 
ings; but  there  wore  already  facts  as- 
certained in  connection  with  Mr,  Bolton 
which  made  it  highly  improper  that 
he  should  be  employed  in  a  position 
of  such  delicacy  and  responsibility  in 
Ireland.  Animadversions  had  been 
made  upon  his  character  by  an  English 
Judge  which  rendered  it  improper  that 
he  should  occupy  a  Goveroment  office. 
The  execution  of  an  iVct  like  the  Grimes 
Act,  which  ho  had  felt  it  his  duty  to 
support  in  its  passage  through  that 
House,  ought  at  least  to  be  placed  in 
the  hands  of  men  who  were  absolutely 
above  reproach.  Those  Members  on 
his  side  of  the  House  who  supported  the 
Government  in  the  passing  of  that  mea- 
sure could  not  shirk  the  responsibility 
of  their  individual  action  ;  and  if  the 
Crimes  Act,  in  the  adminiBtration  of 
justice  in  Ireland,  was  to  be  maintained 
in  its  present'  form,  it  must  be  carried 
out,  be  would  not  say  in  accordance  with 
popular  opinion,  for  that  was  of  a  some- 
what unknown  quantity,  and  certainly, 
in  Ireland,  of  a  very  shifty  character, 
but»  at  least,  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
command  respect,  and  so  long  as  ^Ir, 
Bolton  held  the  office  of  Grown  Solicitor^ 
and  had  the  handling  of  tho  Crimes  Act, 
foir  and  impartial  people  who  were  by 
no  means  in  favour  of  the  extreme  Na- 
tional views  expressed  by  hon.  Members 
opposite,  felt  that  there  was  a  very 
serious  ground  for  complaint.  He  hoped 
that  when  the  question  of  ^Ii%  Bolton's 
salary  came  on.  it  would  be  challenged 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  he 
believed  they' would  receive  a  consider- 
able amount  of  support  from  Members 
on  his  side  of  the  House.  He  trusted 
that  even  at  the  eleventh  hour  the  Go- 
vernment would  discover  some  way  of 
removing  Mr.  Bolton  from  the  office  of 
Crown  Solicitor, 

Mb,  COMMITS  hoped  the  wise  word 
spoken  by  the  noble  Viscount  would  be  the 
beginning  of  wiser  counsels  among  those 
with  whom  his  Lordship  usually  voted. 
Nearly  every  one  of  the  broad  facts  ad- 


duced in  support  of  the  Amendment 
were  now  admitted.  In  supporting  the 
Amendment,  he  did  not  pledge  himself 
to  maintain  the  accuracy  of  every  state- 
ment made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  nealy)^  but  there  were 
certain  broad  facts  which  nobody  seemed 
to  dispute.  In  face  of  the  facts  relating 
to  the  Maamtrasna  and  the  other  trials, 
it  would  be  futile  to  deny  that  juries 
had  been  systematically  packed  by  omis- 
sion on  the  one  side  and  by  commission 
on  the  other.  The  jury-packing  system 
took  away  all  confidence  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  law  in  Ireland*  For  years  and 
years  it  had  been  regularly  brought  be- 
fore the  House,  and  it  was  a  significant 
fact  that  none  of  the  speakers  who  de- 
fended the  GoveiTQment  attempted  to 
deny  for  one  moment  that  the  practice 
prevailed.  The  arguments  of  the  Soli- 
citor General  were  in  reality  the  strong- 
est condemnation  of  their  policy,  for  if, 
as  he  asserted,  the  Catholics  were  in- 
capable of  doing  a  prisoner  an  injustice, 
how  came  it  that  the  Government  ordered 
them  from  time  to  time  to  stand  down  ? 
It  had  boon  admitted  that  1 1  members 
of  a  jury  of  1 2  selected  to  try  a  Freemason 
were  themselves  Freemasons.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  thought  it  was  a 
remarkable  thing  to  suggest  that  a  jury 
of  Freemasons  would  try  a  Freemason 
as  impartially  as  an  ordinary  jury,  and 
he  was  surprised  that  a  gentleman  of  his 
experience  and  abilities  should  have 
made  such  an  assertion.  He  was  no 
Freemason  ;  but  the  fact  was,  it  was 
an  open  secret  that  Freemasons  were 
a  body  sworn  to  defend  and  support  one^ 
another,  and  that,  therefore,  a  Free-* 
mason  would  stand  a  far  better  chance 
when  tried  by  his  brethren  than  when 
tried  by  an  ordinary  jury.  The  in- 
formation on  which  a  large  number 
of  the  ** suspects**  were  committed  to 
prison  was  derived  from  French,  and, 
therefore,  according  to  the  admission  of 
the  late  Chief  Secretary,  it  came  from 
a  foul  and  corrupted  source.  Ho  was 
afraid  that  the  latest  reappointment  of 
the  Government  hardly  gave  very  much 
eaiTif^st  of  their  intention  to  change  the 
€^3tisting  system.  He  denied  that  there 
had  been  any  necessity  for  the  exercise 
of  the  power  conferred  by  the  Preven- 
tion of  Ci  ime  Act  of  changing  tho  venue 
and  striking  special  juries.  Why  liad 
not  the  Government  used  the  other  ma- 
chinery which  was  at  their  disposal,  and 
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tried  some  cases  before  three  Judges  ? 
Personally,  he  should  prefer  three 
Judges — with  Mr.  Justice  Lawson  and 
Mr.  Justice  O'Brien  among  them — to  a 
special  jury  manipulated  by  the  Govern* 
ment's  agents.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  clearly  understand  that  the  Irish 
Members  had  no  sympathy  whatever 
with  genuine  crime,  but  they  did  sin- 
cerely sympathize  with  the  poor  who 
were  oppressed  by  infamously  unjust 
criminal  charges. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  said,  the  law  as 
administered  in  Ireland  was  used  against 
the  people  and  in  favour  of  those  who 
took  sides  against  them.  The  charge 
was  a  eweeping  one,  but  it  was  sup- 
ported by  the  unanimous  voice  of  the 
people  of  Irelandj  who  were  naturally 
indignant  at  the  system  of  jury-packing 
by  which  Roman  Catholics  were  ordered 
to  staud  aside.  In  proof  of  this  he  would 
remind  the  House  that  the  late  Chief 
Secretary,  in  refusing  to  produce  a  Me- 
morial sent  to  him  on  this  aubject  from  the 
town  of  WickloWi  said  that  it  **  belongs 
to  a  class  of  commumcattonsof  which  they 
receive  many  hundreds  in  the  year." 

Me.  O'KELLY  thought  that  any  im- 
partial person  who  had  listened  to  the 
course  of  this  debate  must  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  Government  had  no 
good  defence  to  offer.  Ho  congratu- 
lated the  noble  Yiecount  (Viscount 
Lymiugton),  who  was  the  only  man 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  whose 
oonsoience  had  been  touched  to  the  ex- 
tent that  he  protested  at  least  against 
the  reappointment  of  Mr.  Bolton.  He 
thought  that  reap  point  m^ent^  in  view  of 
the  evidence  lately  produced  against  his 
character  in  that  House^  was  the  strong- 
est condemnation  that  could  be  offered 
of  the  character  of  the  Government  and 
of  their  methods  of  carrying  out  the  law 
in  Ireland.  The  defence  made  of  jury - 
packing  seemed  to  him  at  once  shifty 
and  hypocritical.  In  the  trials  of  Corn- 
wall and  French,  the  Government  took 
care  that  there  were  in  the  box  11  men 
who  were  open  to  the  suspicion  of  sym- 
pathizing with  the  prisoners.  That  was 
called  ^*  fair  "  trial.  iSuppose  IMr.  French 
or  Mr.  Cornwall  had  been  Fenians  or 
Ribbonmen,  would  that  House  have  se- 
lected 1 1  Fenians  to  try  them  ?  If  not, 
how  then  could  the  Government  claim  to 
have  done  substantial  justice  in  choosing 
men  to  try  French  and  Comwalh  who, 
he  would  not  say  sympathized  with  the 
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crimes  for  which  they  were  charged,  but 
were,    from    their  social   and  political 
relations    with    the     prisoners    befor»J 
the    bar  ,  open'  to   the  gravest    suspi* 
oion   of  having   that  sympathy  whick^ 
would  try  to  shield  the  men  from  punish- 
ment, because  they  felt  that  any  punish- 
ment inflicted  on  those  men   would  in- 
volve  a  los«  of   indignity  and  ascend* 
ancy  to  the  class  which  they  all  repre* 
a  en  ted.     The  juries  were  packed  with 
Protestants,    and,    therefore,    anti-Na- 
tionalists, and  these  men  were  set  to  try 
prisoners  belonging  to  a  different  reli- 
gion and  to  a  different  class — a  class 
they  regarded  with  feelings  of  hostility. 
But  this  was  not  all ;  in  agrarian  and  poli- 
tical cases  the  Crown  Solicitors,  not  con- 
tent with  striking  a  panel  on  which  nearly  J 
all  the  jurors  were  Protestants,  sifted  this 
list  still  further,  and  ordered  all  Catholics 
and  liberal  Protestants  to  stand  aside. 
When  people  saw  this  contrast  in  tho 
administration  of  justice,    could  it   bad 
wondered  at  that  they  were  obUged  tm 
call  constantly  the  attention  of  the  peopl 
of  England  to  the  subject  ?    This  system^ 
of  jury-packing  was  one  of  the  most  in- 
famous signs  and  accompaniments  of  tho 
Government  in  Ireland.     It  was  one  of 
the  attendant  consequences  of  the  Eng- 
lish  Government,   which  made  it  most^ 
determinedly  hated   by  tlie   Irish   race 
everywhere.     It  was  one  of  the  things 
the  Irish    people   could  never  forgive 
England  for.     The  masses  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  were  Catholic,  and  they  were 
reminded  every  day  when  they  went  into 
court  that  they  were  foreigners  in  their 
own  land.  They  had  the  old  Penal  Code 
thrown  in  their  faces  every  day  when 
the  Crown  coimsel  told  them  to  stand 
aside  in  their  own  country,  and  refused 
to  permit  them  to  go  into  the  jury-box! 
to  try  cases  on  the  virtue  of  their  oatha. 
The  Government  played  in  the  Courts  of 
Justice  with  loaded  dice ;  they  selected 
an  Orange  jury  to  convict  their  enemiea 
or  acquit  their  friends.      In  the  opinioa 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  many  of  the 
death  sentences  inflicted  had  been  little  i 
better  than  assassination  by  law,  and" 
that  opinion  he  himself  shared.    As  long 
as  the  system  under  which  they  went  to 
trial  continued,  the  carrying  on  of  Eng- 
lish law   would  always  be  open  to  the 
grave  suspicion  that  they  were  juggling; 
with  justice.     This  was  a  very  serioue 
charge  j  but  it  was  one,  he  thought,  that 
no  honourable  man  who  would  impar* 
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tially  examine  the  evidence  whicli  had 
been  brought  before  the  House  would 
eren  affect  to  disbelieve*  Tliia  House 
by  its  majority  might  support  the  Qro- 
vernmeut  in  the  course  which  it  had 
beeu  purauitig.  All  he  had  to  say  was, 
80  much  the  worse  for  this  House  and 
so  much  the  worse  for  this  Government. 
Their  large  majorities  would  not  settle 
this  question ;  and  if  the  Irish  people 
could  not  get  justice,  they  would  find  a 
method  of  making  it  very  uncomfortable 
for  England  in  the  govern  men  t  of  bor 
own  country  and  in  the  government  of 
Ireland.  They  should  certainly  protest 
in  the  atrongeet  possible  way,  and  bring 
the  opinion  of  Europe  to  bear  upon  it, 
and  the  opinion  of  every  honest  man  to 
bear  upon  the  system,  which  was  as  in- 
famous as  any  that  bad  existed  in  any 
country,  Worse  even  than  jury-packing 
was  the  organization  of  crime  by  the 
Government.  The  special  Crimes  Act 
constable  was  a  spy  of  the  old  Eody  the 
Eover  type.  With  regard  to  Free- 
masonry, it  was  used  more  or  less  for 
political  purposes  in  all  countries  where 
it  existed,  and  in  Ireland  it  was  noto- 
rious that  it  was  synonymous  with 
Orangeism,  Another  jK)int  to  which  he 
would  refer  was  the  organization  of 
crime  by  the  spies  of  the  Government 
under  the  Prevention  of  Grime  Act. 
Then  with  regard  to  tbe  change  of  venue, 
which  they  had  been  told  was  necessary 
in  the  cases  against  poor  peasants,  why 
had  it  not  been  resorted  to  in  the  case  of 
French  and  Cornwall?  Why  bad  not 
their  trial  been  removed  out  of  the  in- 
fluence of  the  social  and  politieal  circle 
with  which  they  were  connected  ?  With 
regard  to  the  case  of  Mr.  George  Bolton, 
there  was  but  one  conclusion  in  the 
minds  of  the  people  of  Ireland — that  the 
Government  were  afraid  of  Mr.  Bolton. 
They  dared  not  dismiss  him.  He  knew 
too  much  about  them.  He  might  put 
some  of  them  in  the  dock.  They  had 
reinstated  him  in  order  that  he  might 
not  be  put  to  the  trouble,  probably 
feeling  that  it  might  be  difiicuU  fur  some 
of  them  to  plead.  If  the  Irish  Members 
had  the  manipulation  of  the  jury  to  try 
the  Government  in  the  some  way  that 
the  Government  had  manipulated  the 
juries  to  try  Irishmen^  they  could,  in- 
deed, make  it  pretty  warm  for  the  Irish 
Government 

Sut    PATRICK  O'BRIKN    said,  he 
thought  that  the  question  of  the  admi- 


niatration  of  justice  in  Ireland  had  been 
treated  too  much  from  the  point  of  view 
of  two  or  three  isolated  cases  of  crime,  in- 
stead of  being  treated  generally.  With  re- 
gard to  the  condition  of  things  in  Irelandi 
it  was  not  true,  as  hon.  Members  opposite 
suggested,  that  nothing  had  been  done  in 
that  country  except  during  the  last  four 
years.  Gentlemen  of  the  Party  sitting  on 
that  side  of  the  House  had  for  the  last  60 
years  been  struggling  to  procure  relief 
for  the  wrongs  of  Ireland.  He  (Sir 
Patrick  O'Brien)  had  been  thrown  into 
official  connection  with  Mr,  Cornwall; 
further  than  that  he  knew  but  little  of 
that  gentleman*  [Mr.  Bigoab:  Hear, 
hear  1]  He  knew  absolutely  nothing  of 
Mr.  French  J  and  was  unacquainted  with 
Captain  Kirwan,  though  he  did  know 
his  father,  who  was  a  high-minded, 
honourable  gentleman.  He  had  been 
accused  of  being  a  place  hunter.  [**  No, 
no  !  '*]  Well,  not,  perhaps,  within  the 
memory  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
who  the  other  day,  in  the  King's  County, 
did  him  the  honour  of  comparing  him 
to  Shakespeare's  '^Yorick."  He  (Bir 
Patrick  O'Brien)  should  have  been 
happy  to  return  him  the  compliment, 
and  call  him  "  Young  Hamlet,"  were  it 
not  that  the  application  of  the  name 
might  be  attributed  to  his  knowledge  of 
the  hon.  Member's  eccentricities.  The 
extreme  purism  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site might  condemn  him,  when  he  avowed 
that  he  concurred  in  the  universal  prac- 
tice of  the  Irish  Law  Eoom  in  Dublin,  to 
his  knowledge  for  over  30  years  past,  of 
hunting  out  of  the  country,  under  the 
threat  of  instant  prosecution,  those  few — 
he  was  happy  to  say — ^atrocious  ruffians 
who  were  discovered  ashavingcommitted 
unnameable  offences,  thus  preserving  the 
purity  of  Ireland  from  being  ofieuded 
by  acquaintance  with  abominable  prac- 
tices. The  question  was,  whether  Uom- 
wall,  French,  and  other  persons  who  had 
been  mentioned,  had  received  a  fair  trial? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Mallow  (Mr. 
O'Brien)  admitted  that  they  had  j  but 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (^Mr.  Sexton) 
attacked  tbe  jury- packing  system  in  re- 
gard to  these  trials.  Why  did  not  the  hon. 
Member  for  SHgo  pull  down  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mallow,  and  tell  him  that 
he  had  forgotted  his  mandate  when  he 
said  the  trials  bad  been  fair  ?  Hia 
idea  was  that  ii  Ireland  was  the  Ire- 
land of  10  years  ago,  and  if  the  people 
wcre  left  free  to  express  their  opinions, 
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it  woiild  be  a  disgrace  to  any  Government 
to  refuse,  on  the  grounds  of  either  religiou 
orpolitics,  any  respectable  man  duly  quali- 
fied to  act  as  a  juror.  1  Mr.  Bigoah  :  Hear, 
hear  !  ]  He  believed  that  in  his  time — 
to  use  a  well-known  Irish  phrase — he 
had  *'  got  more  fellows  out  of  the  jug  " 
than  all  the  hon.  Members  of  the  Irish 
Party  put  together.  But  he  did  not  do 
it  for  himself  while  they  did  it  for  a  bit 
of  business. 

Ma.  SrEAKER :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Baronet  that  he  is  not  dealing 
with  the  administration  of  the  Griminai 
Law  in  Ireland. 

8m  FATrtlOK  O'BRIEN  said,  he 
submitted  at  once  to  the  Chairman's 
ruling,  and  he  hoped  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  would  submit  as  readily 
when  called  to  Order. 

Ma.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  recently  read  a  book  having  re- 
ference to  military  tactics  and  operations, 
and  he  found  that  resort  was  had,  in 
some  cases,  when  iron,  steel,  and  stone 
failed,  to  sandbags.  A  sandbag  was 
described  as  solid,  impenetrable,  or  irre- 
aponsible  ;  and  if  lie  were  to  describe  the 
present  Chief  Secretary,  he  would  apply 
just  such  a  description  to  him.  Member 
after  Member  had  got  up  and  had  ar- 
raigned the  conduct  of  the  Government, 
yet  no  Member  of  the  Govemmeut  ap- 
peared to  have  a  word  to  say.  Last 
night  he  was  induced  to  make  a  state- 
ment, certainly  not  under  the  impression 
that  they  would  get  no  defence  from  the 
Government,  They  would  have  allowed 
the  debate  to  close  after  the  unanswer- 
able speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy),  or  almost  im* 
mediately  after,  if  there  had  been  some- 
thing like  an  attempt  made  to  meet  the 
case ;  but  that  had  not  been  done^  and 
the  policy  of  obstinate  silence  had  been 
resorted  to.  He  now  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  matter  that 
had  come  to  his  knowledge.  He  heard 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
speak  with  considerable  bitterness  of  the 
attempt  made  by  his  foes  to  injure  him 
as  a  political  opponent;  and  he  (Mr. 
O'Connor)  wished  to  draw  attention  to 
the  efforts  made  against  the  Members  of 
the  Party  to  which  he  belonged.  One 
hon.  Member  received  a  card  with  the 
name  of  a  lady,  who,  it  was  stated,  was 
waiting  outside  the  House  to  see  him. 
He  went  to  her»  and  found  her  seated 
in  a  carriage,  attended  by  servants  and 
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every  sign  of  wealth.  The  lady  re- 
quested his  hon.  Friend  to  take  her  to  the 
Strangers'  Gallery,  and  subsequently  ^ 
cam©  again,  wrote  him  letters,  invited 
him  to  her  house,  and  ultimately  mad© 
to  him  a  most  odious  suggestion.  That 
lady  turned  out  to  be  an  agent  of  the 
present  Ministry.  He  was  very  glad 
that  the  late  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  Tre- 
velyan)  had  just  eome  in  to  hear  what 
he  was  saying.  That  lady  was  a  epy^ 
employed  by  the  Ministry  of  which  the 
Prime  Minister  was  the  Head,  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  a  chief  offi- 
cial. That  woman  was  a  police  spy» 
employed  by  the  Irish  Government  to 
entrap  Irish  Members.  Were  thesa 
proper  tactics  for  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  resort  to  in  dealing  with 
their  political  opponents  ?  [**  Hear 
hear  I  "J  The  House  might  well  be  as- 
tonished at  hearing  such  a  statement 
made  from  those  Benches  ;  but  he  chal- 
lenged the  Government  to  contradict 
him,  or  to  deny  that  they  had  made  use 
of  women  spies  against  hon.  Members  of 
that  House.  He  was  not  sure  that  he 
ought  not  to  call  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  Chair  to  say  whether 
such  conduct  on  the  part  of  the  Miniatera 
of  the  Crown  was  compatible  with  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  Members  of  that 
House;  and  whether  it  was  befitting 
that  the  halls  and  corridors  of  that 
House  should  be  infested  with  women 
police  spies  ?  This  lady  had  employed 
towards  the  hon.  Member  in  question  all 
the  provocative  arts  which  used  to  dis- 
tinguish the  latter  part  of  the  Reign  of 
Napoleon  III.,  and  she  had  endeavoured 
to  incite  him  into  the  commission  of 
odious  and  detestable  crimes.  She,  how- 
ever, failed  in  her  object,  and  those  upoa 
whom  she  was  exerting  her  fascinations 
fooled  her  to  the  top  of  her  bent,  and 
she  was  allowed  to  subscribe  £I5  to- 
wards the  Dynamite  Fund,  and  that  £L5 
was  the  money  of  the  English  Govern- 
ment. The  right  bon.  Gentleman  the 
late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  re- 
minded boo.  Members  that,  if  he  was 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  he  was  also 
an  English  gentleman.  Was  this  the 
oonduct  of  an  English  gentleman  to 
allow  money  to  be  spent  in  this  manner 
for  the  purpose  of  provoking  the  worst 
of  criminal  offences  ?  He  did  not  propose 
to  go  over  the  ground  which  had  already 
been  gone  over  by  others,  but  would 
leave  the  Ministry  to  answer  that  point, 
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MR  WILLIAM  HAROOURT  said, 
that  the  hoTi  Member  who  had  juat  sat 
down  had  complained  that  the  Members 
of  the  Government  had  not  spoken  Buffi- 
ciently  in  this  debate ;  butit  wasperfectly 
obvious  that  it  was  only  those  Members 
of  the  Ministry  who  had  actually  been 
engaged  in  the  administration  of  Ireland 
who  could  answer  the  charges  that  had 
been  brought  against  the  Irish  Execu- 
tive.  Those  charges  had  been  fully 
met  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  tho  late 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  and  by  tho 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland ;  and  it 
would  be  worse  than  useless  for  other 
Members  of  the  Ministry  to  pretend  to 
enter  into  the  detsuls  of  the  Govern- 
ment defence,  and  to  repeat  in  a  weaker 
form  the  arguments  which  had  already 
been  laid  before  tho  House.  The  hon. 
Member  also  said  that  when  he  and  his 
Friends  promised  last  night  not  to  abuse 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  it  was  on 
the  assumption  that  the  Government 
was  to  speak.  He  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  derived  an  entirely  different  im- 
pression from  the  demand  that  was 
made — namely,  that  the  adjournment 
was  in  order  to  allow  the  principal 
speakers  of  the  Irish  Party  an  oppor- 
tunity to  reply  to  the  speech  of  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland.  The  hon» 
Member  had  called  his  right  hon  Friend 
the  new  Chief  Secretary  a  stolid  sand- 
bag, [Mr,  BiGGAR  :  Hear,  hear!]  That 
was  a  cheerful  way  for  a  man  to  be 
received  on  entering  upon  a  new 
Office;  but  he  knew  of  no  man  less 
likely  than  his  right  hon.  Friend  to  be 
affected  bj  epithets  of  that  description, 
or  who  was  more  likely  to  show  his 
quality  of  a  **  sand  bag  "  in  receiving 
the  barbs  of  the  hon.  Member,  Was  it 
reasonable,  or  sensible,  that  his  right 
hon  Friend,  who  had  just  entered  upon 
his  Department,  should  be  asked  to 
answer  to  an  indictment  of  the  past  ad- 
ministration, of  which  he  could  only 
have  an  imperfect,  or,  at  all  events,  a 
0ooond-hand  acquaintance?  For  his 
own  part,  he  knew  just  as  much  on  the 
Bubject  as  his  right  hon.  Friend  did. 
Charges  had  been  made  against  the 
Ooyemment  of  jury-packing ;  was  it 
meant  by  that  that  tho  Crown  had 
carried  their  power  of  challenge  to  an 
unlimited  point?  [iniA  cAwrj,]  Well, 
he  had  heard  no  facts  adduced  in  sup- 
port of  that  charge,  Kven  if  that  were 
the  charge,  onlj  those  responsible  for  the 


administration  of  Ireland  could  answer 
matters  of  that  deecription.  Another 
thing  which  surprised  him  was  the  charge 
that  Freemasons  could  not  possibly  be 
faithful  jurors  if  the  prisoner  charged 
with  crime  were  himself  a  Freemason, 
Nothing  could  be  more  absurd.  He 
did  not,  however,  intend  to  go  into 
the  details  of  the  indictment  which  had 
been  brought  by  the  Iiish  Members. 
People  against  whom  charges  were 
made  must  be  the  best  judges  of  their 
own  defence.  The  Government  had 
made  their  defence,  and  they  were  satis- 
fied to  allow  it  to  remain  there.  If  it 
were  inadequate,  hon.  Members  would 
profit  by  it.  He  had  listened  with 
almost  thrilling  interest  to  the  romantic 
history  given  by  the  hon.  Member  of  a 
mysterious  lady.  They  were  all  aware 
of  the  literary  faculty  of  the  hon. 
Member;  but  he  did  not  think  the  hon. 
Member  had  ever  displayed  it  t*>  more 
advantage  than  on  the  present  occaaion* 
The  picture  of  the  confiding  gentleman, 
w  ho  was  summoned  to  go  downstairSi  and 
meet  a  lady  outside  with  evory  display 
of  wealth,  and  then  with  that  confidence 
which  **is  a  stranger  to  aged  bosoms" 
immediately  offered  his  arm  to  this  un- 
known fair  one,  and  conducted  her  to 
the  Strangers'  Gallery,  was  a  picture  of 
innocence  which  he  could  hardly  believe 
existed,  even  on  the  opposite  Benches.  All 
he  could  say  was,  neither  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  nor  himself  had  ever  heard  of 
this  mysterious  person. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE:  I  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  a  Question  on  the 
subject  last  Session, 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAHCOUET:  The 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  he  asked  me  a 
Question  on  the  matter ;  but  this  is  the 
first  I  have  hoard  of  it. 

Mr,  T.  R  0*C0NN0E:  I  did  not  ask 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
himself,  but  the  late  Chief  Secretary. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET :  My 
right  hon.  Friend  telJa  me  that  beseems 
to  have  h^en  almost  more  fortunate  than 
the  hon.  Member  who  conducted  the  lady 
to  the  Strangers*  Gallery,  because  my 
right  hon.  Friend  received  £15  anony- 
mously in  an  envelope, 

Mr.  T.  p.  O^CONNOE:  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will 
allow  me  to  explain.  This  lady  sent  £  1 5 
to  some  gentlemen  in  Dublin,  whom  she 
supposed  to  be  connected  with  a  dynamite 
conspii'acy.     Those  gentlemen  were  not 
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going  to  keep  the  money ^  and  they 
therefore  remitted  it  to  the  right  hon, 
G-entleman  the  Chief  Secretary^  return- 
it,  as  the^'  Bupposed,  to  the  fountain  head. 

Sir  ^ViLLIAM  HAHCOURT  said, 
he  could  assure  the  House  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  never  heard  anything 
about  the  trnnBaction  beyond  receiving 
thie  £15,  Bid  hon*  Members  opposite 
really  tkink  that  hie  right  hon-  Friend 
or  anyhody  else  connected  with  the  Irish 
Gk)vernment  had  been  engaged  in  such 
a  transaction  ?  If  they  flid,  all  he  could 
eay  waa  that  hon.  Members  would  be- 
lieve anything.  It  was  rather  too  much 
to  be  called  upon  to  disavow  such  a 
transaction ;  but^  if  necessary,  it  was 
disavowed.  They  had  listened  patiently 
to  what  had  fallen  from  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  —  to  the  charges 
which  they  had  preferred — sometimes 
in  rather  strong  language — against  the 
Government ;  and  having  made  their  de- 
fence through  the  mouths  of  their  Col- 
leagues, who  were  responsible  for  the 
Government  of  Ireland,  they  were  pre- 
pared to  stand  by  it  before  the  country. 

Mil.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  eaid,  he 
was  a  little  surprised  to  hear  from  the 
Home  Secretary  that  the  Government 
had  now  closed  their  Ix*iah  case.  Tho 
whole  of  the  Irish  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  now  submitted  to  the  House, 
and  he  did  not  know  that  the  Irish 
Members  had  any  reason  to  be  dis- 
pleased at  the  announcement*  Tliey  un- 
derstood now  that  Ministers  had  nothing 
to  say  in  defence  of  the  reappointment 
of  Mr»  George  Bolton,  The  Govern- 
ment had  not  said  one  single  word  in 
vindication  of  their  policy  in  reappoint- 
ing that  man — a  man  who  had  been 
branded  by  an  English  Judge  in  lan- 
guage sufEoient  to  drive  him  out  of  the 
society  of  decent  individuals.  They  had 
made  no  reply  to  many  of  the  chai'ges 
brought  against  them  by  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, and  they  had  not  cleared  up  several 
points  in  French's  letter.  That  docu- 
ment reminded  him  ol  a  passage  in 
2iQV\0o  and  Juliet — 

^*  The  Idttor  was  not  nice*  but  full  of  Qharge, 
Of  dear  import ;  and  the  negleeting  it 
May  do  much  danger/' 

This  letter  was  not  nice,  and  was  full  of 
charge  and  of  deep  import  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 


Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY,  resuming,  I 
said,  that  an  entirely  novel   statement  | 
had  been  made  in  the  course  of  the  de- 
bate, of  which  he  thought  some  notice  i 
should  have  been  taken  by  the  Govern-  | 
ment,     Mr.  French  stated  in  his  letter! 
that  he  had  employed   a  man    named 
Stephen  Noonan»  and  then  discharged 
him  because  of  his  handing  all  his  lett^trt 
to  Mr,  Maurice  Healy,  a  brother  of  Mr» 
T.  Healy,  M,P.    That  did  not  seem  in 
itself  a  very  important  matter  j  but  n  , 
new  light  was  thrown  on  it  by  the  hon.  J 
Member  for  Monaghan,  who  said  that  I 
at  the  time  referred  to  certain  lettersj 
were  shown  to  him  by  a  person  named  J 
Noonan  as  written  by  French,  but  that| 
they  disclosed  so  abominable  a  plot  that 
he  did   not  think   French  could   haval 
written  them,  and  believing  Noonan  toi 
be   a   man   of    infamous  character,    he  J 
thought   them  beneath   contempt,    and  i 
did  not  call  attention  to  them  even  by  a 
Question  in  that   House.      Now,  how- 
ever,   that    French    acknowledged    the 
letters,   the    case  waa   different.      The 
hon.  Member  for  Monaghan  stated  that 
the  letters  contained  proposals  to  get  up 
a  sham  plot  for  the  assassination  of  one 
of  the  Irish  Judges,  and  during  the  at- 
tempt French's  emissaries  were  to  come 
forward  and  make  an  heroic  rescue  of 
the  Judge.     The  letter  said  something 
to  the  effect  that  if   in   the  course  of 
the    attempt    Mr,    Justice    Barry    got 
shot,  it  would  not  matter  in  the  leaist. 
Had  the   Government   nothing  to  say 
with  regard  to  that  ?    Did  they  consider} 
it  a  matter  of  such  insignificance  that 
they  would  not  put  up  some  of  their 
iitmiber  to  state  whether  they  believed 
the  story  or  not?     He  supposed  thati 
the  Government  would   say  that  theirg 
views  with  regard  to  certain  Castle  offi- 
cials were  not  in  the  least  aifeoted,  not-' 
withstanding  those  letters.     Tho  Home 
iSecretary  thought  that  he  had  disposed 
of  another  statement  with  regard  to  the 
employment  of  a  lady  stated  to   have 
exercised  a  subtle  inJluenoe  over  certain 
Members  of  that  House.     A9  a  profes- 
sional romancist,  he  was,  perhaps,  more 
familiar  with  stories  of  that  sort  than 
many  other  Members ;  but  they  all  knew 
that  the  employment  of  female  spies  waa 
at  one  time  common  in  Ireland.     At  all 
events,  the  story  waa  believed  by  a  great  I 
majiy  intelligent  Members  of  that  House, 
who  said  that  they  had  the  best  reasons 
for  believing  it.     He  was  quite  con* 
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viDced  that  tho  Home  Secretary  never 
had  anything  to  do  with  such  a  plot. 
He  did  not  atippose  that  any  man  in 
high  Office  had  anything  to  do  with  such 
thing^a ;  they  were  always  left  to  the 
lower  class  of  officials.  But  now  that 
the  charge  had  been  hroiight  forward,  he 
would  not  have  beon  surprised  if  the  new 
Chief  Secretary  had  said  that  he  would 
make  inquiry,  aud  that  if  such  things 
were  going  on,  he  was  not  the  man  to 
endure  their  continuance.  Such  a  de- 
daration  would  have  tended  to  smooth 
the  serious  task  now  before  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  Home  Secretary 
had  aaked — ^Wae  not  the  Crown  to  exer- 
cise its  right  of  challenge  ?  That  would 
depend  on  the  conditions  of  the  case. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said — *'  If  you  do  not  like  the  law,  you 
must  get  it  changed/'  He  would  like 
to  know  how  Irish  Members  in  that 
House  were  to  get  the  law  changed? 
The  right  hon*  (ientleman  knew  that 
there  were  certain  privileges  given 
to  the  Crown  on  condition  that  it 
did  not  abuse  them ;  but  if  in  every 
case,  agrarian  or  political^  Roman  Ca- 
tholics were  to  be  excluded,  that  was 
jury- packing  of  as  disgraceful  a  sort  as 
if  it  had  been  done  under  Jeffreys  or 
Scroggs.  Then  as  to  the  charge  with 
respect  to  Freemasons.  There  was  no 
question  of  politics  beiug  joined  with 
Freemasonry  in  England ;  but  in  Ire- 
land it  was  different.  One  of  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Ministry — he  might  say 
one  of  its  most  servile  supporters — the 
hon,  and  gallant  Member  for  Lei  trim 
(Colonel  O^Beirne),  told  the  House  from 
his  own  experience  that  Freemasonry 
in  Ireland  was  regarded  everywhere  as 
mixed  up  with  politics,  and  as  opposed 
to  the  doctrines  of  the  Catholic  Church, 
When,  therefore,  a  Freemason  was  to 
be  tried  in  Ireland,  to  manipulate  the 
Jury  List  so  as  to  give  him  a  jury  of 
Freemason s«  was  jury- packing  of  the 
worst  order  known  to  them.  Then,  as 
to  another  point,  he  never  before  heard 
that  it  was  anything  extraordinary  to 
ask  a  Minister  newly  come  into  power 
for  some  geueral  estpression  of  his  policy. 
When  the  late  Chief  Secretary  came  into 
Office,  he  was  subjected  to  something  that 
in  the  Border  Burghs  would  be  called 
**a  heckling;^'  and  he  remembered 
warning  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not  to 
be  led  away  by  the  oounsela  or  practices 
of  his   more  experienced   Predecessor. 


He  would  like  now  to  warn  the  new 
Chief  Secretary  not  to  bo  led  away  by 
the  policy  of  those  who  had  gone  before 
him.  His  great  anxiety  was  that  this 
debate  should  be  kept  up  to  allow  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  a  chance  of  speak- 
ing, in  the  vain  hope  that  he  might 
show  some  disposition  to  deal  with  Irish- 
men more  fairly — he  was  going  to  say 
more  honestly — than  some  of  those 
who  had  gone  before  him ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  only  place  in  that 
debate  was  to  act  the  part  of  a  mute  at 
the  funeral  of  his  Predecessor's  career* 

Mr.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOR  rose  to 
Order.  The  only  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment present  were  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies  and  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Mr. 
Evelyn  Ashley  and  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross)i 
and  therefore  he  would  draw  attention 
to  the  fact  tbat  there  were  not  40  Mem- 
bers present. 

House  counted^  and^  40  Members 
being  found  present, 

Mr.  JOHN  EEDMOND  contended 
that  the  charges  which  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  brought  against  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  been  met  by  the  speech  of 
the  Home  Secretary.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  denounced  them 
because,  in  his  opinion,  they  dealt  in 
their  speeches  with  vagne  generalities ; 
but  the  fact  remained  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr,  Healy) 
that  evening  had  given  specific  cases. 
As  to  the  Freemasons,  he  would  never 
have  objected  to  their  presence  on  the 
juries  if  the  Government  had  not  been 
the  first  to  attach  a  stigma  to  a  parti- 
culai*  class  in  Ireland.  With  regard  to 
jury-packing,  he  wished  to  point  out 
that,  although  a  prisoner  had  a  right  to 
make  20  challenges,  the  right  to  chal- 
lenge on  the  part  of  the  Crown  was 
unlimited*  The  Government,  therefore, 
had  the  power  of  packing  juries,  and 
that  puwer  was  exercised  by  men  like 
Mr.  Bolton.  Keference  had  been  made 
to  a  female  detective,  and  he  quite  be- 
lieved that  the  Home  Secretary  and  the 
late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  no 
knowledge  of  the  woman.  These  things 
were  done  by  underlings  in  Ireland ; 
and  he  appealed  to  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  make  a  searching  inquiry  into  the 
employment  of  this  spy,  and  to  announce 
to  the  House  the  result  of  his  inquiries. 
That  was  a  very  moderate  demand  j  but 
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tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
venture  to  reply  before  consulting  his 
masters  at  Dublin  Castle.  Douhtlees 
the  right  hon.  Oentleraau  had  brought 
an  open  mind  to  the  consideration  of 
Irish  affairs;  but,  unfortunately,  he 
would  only  go  to  the  permanent  offi- 
cials,  and  not  to  the  Eepre8i3ntattve8  of 
the  Irish  people,  for  instruction.  The 
debate  was  a  popular  protest  against 
the  reappointment  of  Mr.  George 
Bolton,  who  was  one  of  the  most  cha- 
racteristic instruments  of  the  law  in 
Ireland  under  which  the  peoplt3  groaned. 
He  assured  the  Government  that  their 
action  in  the  administration  of  justice 
in  Ireland,  and  their  reappointment  of 
the  one  man  who  was  the  embodiment 
to  the  Irish  people  of  everything  unfair, 
underhand,  and  infamous  in  the  system 
of  rule,  could  have  no  other  effect  but 
that  of  multiplying  the  difficulties  of  the 
new  Chief  Setretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, The  first  to  denounce  Mr. 
Bolton  was  au  English  Judge,  who 
designated  him  a  swiudler  and  a  scoun- 
drel, and  reported  him  to  the  Irish  Lord 
Chancellor.  Therefore,  it  was  not  true 
to  say  that  the  Irish  Members  denounced 
liim  for  doing  his  dtity.  His  conduct  in 
tlie  discharge  of  his  duty  in  Ireland  had 
been  infamous.  In  the  Boyd  murder 
case  ho  took  tkreo  girls  to  Dublin  and 
lodged  them  in  an  informer's  den.  In 
vain  did  Members  of  the  House  urge 
their  release,  which  was  effected  only  by 
legal  process,  when  it  came  out  what 
means  he  had  resorted  to  in  order  to  ex- 
tort evidence  from  them.  The  Home 
Secretary  openly  admitted  that  his  in- 
formation on  Irish  affaii-s  was  imperfect 
and  second-hand,  and  the  general  body 
of  the  English  and  Scotch  Members  did 
not  trouble  themselves  to  do  more  than 
vote  the  way  the  Chief  Secretary  told 
them.  On  one  occasion  an  English 
Member  of  Parliament  was  convinced 
by  himself  that  the  Irish  Party  were  in 
the  right,  and  that  English  Member  pro- 
mised to  vote  with  thom  and  against  the 
Government ;  but,  to  his  astonishment, 
he  @aw  that  Member,  in  spite  of  bia 
pledge,  vote  with  the  Government. 
This  was  an  illustration  of  the  difficul- 
ties of  Irish  Members  in  obtaining  fair 
and  independent  judgment  from  Mem- 
bers who  rushed  into  the  House,  on  the 
ringing  of  the  Division  Bell,  in  order  to 
support  their  Party,  without  reference 
to  the  merits  of  the  grievance  which  had 
been   brought    forward.      The  govern- 
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ment  of  Ireland    by    Parliament    was 
I  based  upon  culpable  ignorance  and  mis- 
taken  Party  loyalty,  under  which  hon* 
Members   evaded   their    responsibility. 
I  The   conduct   of    the   scandal   trials   in 
I  Dublin  had  led  to  a  strong  public  opi- 
I  nion  that  justice   was   not   aone.     Tho 
ringleaders  were  allowed  to  escape;  but 
'  their  moral  guilt  was  unquestioned.  The 
verdict  of  the  jury  in  the  Cornwall  case 
I  — that  the  Government  had  not  brought 
I  forward  sufficient   evidence,   was  alond 
[  enough  to  cause  the  gravest  dissatisfac- 
I  tion  in  the  minds  of  the  Irish  people. 
I     Mk.   WAETON    said,    that  he    had 
;  spoken  last  ntght  in  favour  of  the  pro- 
I  longation  of  the  debate,  because  he  was 
of  opinion  that  complaints  of  that  cha- 
racter ought  to  have  a  patient  hearing, 
and  that  Ministers  ought  to  be  present  j 
while  they  were  being  made.    Moreover,  < 
though    Ministers    complained    of    the 
undue  extension  of  debate  on  the  AddreM, 
that  extension  was  mainly  due  to  their 
persistence  in  avoiding  discussions  on  the 
questions  so  raised  on  every  other  occa- 
sion.    He  regretted,  however,  to  note  a 
certain  want  of  generosity  in  the  refer- 
ences made  by  a  certain  section  of  the 
House  to  the  new  Chief  Secretary.  That 
Gentleman  had,  in  the  Office  he  previously 
filled,  displayed  the  utmost  courtesy  in 
answering  Questions  j  he  had  been  up 
to   his  business;    had    stated  his  facts 
carefully  and  impartially,  and  had  never 
tried  to  hide  or  conceal  anything-     That 
being  so,  he  thought  they  ought  to  trust 
him  for  the  future,  and  not  make  attacks 
on  him  immediately  he  assumed  a  posi- 
tion of  considerable  difficulty  and  trial. 
But  it  would  have  been  more  graoeful 
on  the  part  of   the  Government  if  the 
announcement  of  Mr.  Bolton's  reappoint- 
ment had  been  left  to  some  other  Mem- 
ber of   the  Government,    or   had  beea 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister  himself.    It 
was  scarcely  kind  to  leave  the  odium  of 
I  that    announcement    to  the    newly-ap- 
I  pointed   Minister.      He  wished   also  to 
j  protest  against  the  constant  calculations 
made  with  respect  to  the  constitution  of 
juries.     It  was  fallacious  reasoning  to 
argue  that  the  composition  of  the  jury 
panel  in  the  matter  of  religious  belief 
should  exactly  correspond  with  the  pro- 
portion existing   between  the   Catholio 
and  the   Protestant    populations.      He 
was  sure  that,  when  once  the  jury  was 
constituted,  every  member  of  it  did  his  ( 
duty  without  regard  to  the  religioas  con- 
victions of  his  coUea^iu^d.     j^Juuh  004*^ 
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aiUeratione  should,  in  all  cases,  be  stu- 
diously ignored. 

Mr.  C ALLAN,  referrie^  to  the  denial 
by  the  Home  Secretary  of  jury- packing' 
in  L-eland,  said,  that  he  distiuctly  re- 
membered several  cases  in  wkich  there 
was  an  obvious  resort  to  the  practice. 
Two  of  those  cases  occurred  at  the  April 
Assize  at  Dublin,  One  was  at  the  trial 
of  an  Orangeman  for  the  murder  of  a 
Catholic  in  County  Oavan,  in  which  not 
a  single  Protestant  was  ordered  to  stand 
by,  and  the  jury,  composed  exclusi^'ely 
of  Protestants,  acquitted  the  prisoner. 
In  the  other,  which  was  a  trial  for  con- 
spiracy to  murder,  heard  by  the  same 
Judge,  and  coming  before  the  same 
Commission,  including  a  magistrate,  32 
Catholics  were  ordered  to  stand  by,  and 
not  a  single  Protestant ;  and  the  jury 
contained  only  three  Catholics,  although 
the  prisoners  were  Catholics.  He  had 
seen  the  jury  panels  of  Dublin  manipu- 
lated by  the  Whig  Government  officials 
for  20  years,  and  the  feeling  among  the 
Catholic  population  in  Ireland  was  that 
trial  by  jury  under  the  present  system 
was,  to  use  the  words  of  Lord  Denman 
in  reference  to  the  trial  of  O'Connell, 
**  a  mockery,  a  delusion,  and  a  snare." 

Mr.  PAKNELL  :  Some  considerable 
disinclination  was  evinced  last  night  to 
give  us  permission  to  carry  on  this 
debate  during  a  portion  of  another 
evening,  and  it  was  suggested  that 
affairs  of  weighty  importance  were  for 
consideration,  of  greater  importance 
than  those  which  we  had  to  disouaa  to- 
night. Well,  of  course,  that  may  be 
altogether  a  matter  of  opinion  ;  but  my 
own  opinion  is  very  clear  and  defined 
on  this  question,  and  it  is,  that  the  right 
of  the  Irish  peasant  to  live  in  his  own 
land,  free  from  the  constant  dread  of 
penal  proceedings,  of  imprisonment,  of 
penal  servitude,  nay,  even  of  death 
itself,  aa  the  result  of  the  hired  testi- 
mony of  informers,  as  the  result  of  that 
judicial  system  which  you  have  erected 
into  law  by  the  Act  of  1882,  under 
which  you  have  established  a  system — a 
BO-called  system — of  trial  by  jury,  and 
of  secret  examinations,  and  of  public 
and  private  terrorism  such  as  has  never 
been  equalled,  I  believe,  in  any  country 
for  its  infamy — I  say  I  consider  that  the 
right  of  the  Irish  peasant  to  live  free 
from  this  constant  terror  and  constant 
dread  is  a  more  important  and  a  higher 
one  to  him  and  to  us  than  that  pretended 


extension  of  a  sham  Constitutional  right 
to  a  section  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
Certain  charges  have  been  made  in  tlna 
discussion,  and  on  the  present  occasion 
the  Government  have  not  pursued  the 
course  which  they  adopted  on  the 
Maamtrasna  Amendment.  They  then 
felt  the  force  of  what  was  said  so  much 
that  they  took  the  case  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  ordinary  defenders  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Irish  Executive.  It  was 
felt  that  the  matter  could  not  be  allowed 
to  go  to  a  vote  while  it  rested  solely  on 
the  defence  of  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  and  the  late  Chief  Secretary, 
and  accordingly  we  had,  in  addition,  the 
advantage  of  hearing  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, the  Home  Secretary,  the  Attorney 
General  for  England,  and,  I  believe, 
another  Cabioot  Minister,  all  of  whom 
devqtod  their  enormous  power  and  in- 
fluence with  th<?  House  to  secure  that 
the  Irish  Executive  should  not  be  con- 
demned as  a  consequence  of  the  Amend- 
ment on  the  Maamtrasna  question.  On 
the  present  occasion,  however,  the  Irish 
Government  have  sought  refuge  almost 
in  silence,  and  we  have  had  to  contend 
with  that  great  difficulty  in  all  debates 
where,  trusting  to  the  insurmountable 
prejudice  which  seems  to  exist  on  every 
Irish  subject,  the  Government  leaves  the 
Irish  Members  to  carry  on  the  debate, 
and  have,  practically  speaking,  made  no 
defence  against  the  very  serious  accusa- 
tions which  have  been  adduced.  That 
may  be  a  very  satisfactory  result  to  the 
Government,  but  it  certainly  is  not  satis- 
factory to  the  Members  from  Ireland, 
and  I  doubt  whether  it  will  he  satisfac- 
tory to  the  Irish  people.  The  charge  is 
that  juries  have  been  packed  in  Ireland 
by  the  selection  almost  exclusively  of 
Protestants,  who  coustitute  a  small  mi- 
nority— one-sixth — of  the  whole  popu- 
lation. I  do  not  think  any  previous 
Government  have  in  so  barefaced  a 
manner  selected  Protestant  jurors  for 
the  trial  of  cases  of  a  political  or  semi- 
political  character.  It  is  one  of  the 
gravest  charges  which  historians  have 
to  make  against  your  dealings  with  Ire- 
land in  times  past  that  you  tried  persons 
in  Ireland  and  took  away  their  lives  by 
means  of  trial  by  jury— juries  selected 
from  the  Protestant  garrison  of  Ireland, 
and  your  historians  do  not  pretend  now 
to  defend  that  course.  On  the  contrary, 
in  debates  on  Irish  questions  it  is  the 
habit  with  English  statesmen  to  turn  up 
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their  eyes  with  holy  horror  at  the  actions 
of  their  Predeceaaors  in  times  lon^  gone 
by,  and  to  point  to  the  weighty  debt  of 
gratitude  which  is  due  to  the  statesmen 
of  to-day  as  a  recompense  for  the  mis- 
deeds of  tlioso  who  went  before  them. 
Yet  when  fresh  from  the  consideration 
of  the  iniquity  of  their  Predecessors  they 
go  and  do  exactly  the  same  things  them- 
selyea.  I  believe  I  speak  with  historical 
accuracy  when  I  say  that  no  iojustice 
which  ever  has  been  committed  in  the 
name  of  England  in  Ireland  has  sunk 
more  deeply  in  the  minds  of  the  Irish 
peoplOi  and  has  produced  worse  or  more 
rankling  recollections  of  this  period,  than 
the  treatment  of  persous  belonging  to 
the  Catholic  majority  of  the  country,  the 
original  inhabitants  of  the  country— if 
yon  like,  the  natives  of  the  country — by 
members  of  the  Protestant  community, 
whom  you  sent  there  some  few  hundred 
years  ago  to  act  as  the  garrison  of  Ire- 
land. Well,  that  course  has  been  re- 
peated by  the  present  Irish  Executive  in 
such  a  way  as  I  could  never  have  be- 
lieved to  be  possible  if  it  had  not  fallen 
to  my  lot  to  live  during  the  past  two 
years.  Trials  have  been  held  in  Ireland 
in  whichi  from  the  constitution  of  the 
juries  and  the  proceedings,  I  am  sorry 
to  say,  of  the  Judges  in  many  cases 
themselves,  and  the  nature  of  the  poli- 
tical excitement  of  the  time,  it  was  abso- 
lutely certain  that  it  was  utterly  impos- 
sible that  the  accused  persons  could  get 
that  fair  and  impartial  trial  which  your 
laws  and  your  Constitution  require  for 
the  people  of  England,  and  which  has 
never  been  admitted  to  the  people  of 
Ireland.  We  have  repeafccKlly  brought 
forward  instances  of  this.  It  is  a  mat- 
ter which  cannot  be  denied  that  the 
juries  which  tried  the  prisoners  who 
were  accused  of  agrarian  crimes  during 
the  last  two  years  were  almost  entirely 
composed  of  Protestants,  who  were 
placed  on  a  special  panel  struck  under 
the  Coercion  Act  of  1882.  Those  spe- 
cial j  urora  belong  to  a  class  almost  ex- 
clusively Protestant.  Unhappily,  owing 
to  the  long  continuance  of  the  Penal 
Laws,  one  can  in  Ireland  draw  a  line 
between  persons  above  and  below  a  cer- 
tain valuation,  and  those  above  it  will 
be  found  to  be  almost  all  Protestants. 
That  is  just  the  line  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  taken,  and  the  special  jurors 
belong  to  the  Protestant  landlord  class. 
It  has  been  thought  that  the  Govern- 
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ment  obtained  that  power  of  striking  i 
special  panel,  in  order  that  they  might 
avoid  the  obnoxious  task  of    selectins 
the  juries  by  ordering  persons  to  stand 
by.     But  that  is  by  no  means  so*     The 
jury -packing  goes  on  as  much  as  ever. 
In  several  instances,  no  fewer  than  47, 
and,  I  think,  in  one   case  49,  persona 
were  directed  to  stand  aside  out  of  a 
panel   of   200  taken   from   this   special 
class ;    and  in  every  case   the   Govern-* 
ment  did  not  scruple   unblushlngly  t<^1 
select  persona  from    this  panel  of  200 
whom    they    might    rely    upon   for    a 
*jonvietion.     It  may  be  that  the  Execu- 
tive considered  at  that  time  that  every- 
body who  was  brought  to  trial  before 
these  selected  juries  was  guilty,  and  that 
no  harm  would  result ;  but  I  deny  that 
it  is  possible  for  the  Irish  Executive  ta 
think  so  now.     The  result  of  recent  dis- 
closures has   been   to   show  that  many 
miscanuages  of  justice  have  taken  place  ;J 
that  there  are  many  persons   in  penal 
seinritude  now  who  ore  as  innocent   as 
hon.  Members  sitting  opposite   of    th^j 
crimes  of  which  they  were  accused  ;  anl'l 
that  more  than  one  unfortunate  peraoii 
has  been  hnmed  into  the  presence  of  hit 
Maker  by  the  cruel  death  of  the  gaUowftj 
for  tlie  commission  of  no  crime   what- J 
ever.     That  indicates  the  tern  hie  dange 
of  reversing  the  judicial  principle  that  it 
is  better  that  99  guilty  persons  shoair 
escaiie  than  that  one  innocent  man  should* 
be   convicted.     The    Government    have 
reversed  that,  and  they  cannot  deny  it. 
They  cannot  deny  that  among  some  of 
their  subordinate  crime- hunters  in  Ire- 
land, the  wish  does  not  exist  that  some- 
body should  be  executed  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible after  the  manufacture  of  the  new- 
fangled Coercion  Act  two  years  ago,  evea 
if  guilt  was  not  proved.     The  risk  uni 
peril  to  many  persons  in  Ireland  is  Tery 
great,  owing  to  the  fact  that  by  the  op^ 
ration  of  the  law,  and  by  the  course  pur- 
sued often  by  the  Executive  officers  of 
the  Crown   in   Ireland,  juries  are  em- 
pannelled  for  the  purpose  of  trying  per- 
sons accused  of  crimes  arising  out  of  tho 
late    semi -political    and    semi- agrarian  dj 
movement,  juries  chosen  entirely  houL/i 
the  class  which  suffered  in  pocket  by  tli©,'' 
movement — suffered  not  only  in  pocket, 
but  in  prestige — and  who  bring  with  them 
into    the    jury-box   bitter    animosities 
against  the    rest   of  the   Irish   people, 
chosen  from  a  class  which  never  wishedL  i 
well  to  the  Irish    people.     Thev    will 
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admit  it  to  you.  They  will  say  it  is  a 
great  mistake  that  Ireland  should  be 
peopled  by  any  other  persons  than  those 
of  their  own  persuasion ;  that  it  is  better 
fitted  for  the  rearing  of  sheep  and  bul* 
locks  than  for  rearing  men  and  women. 
Kow,  I  eay,  without  jfiesitation,  that  if  I 
were  accused  of  a  crime  of  which  I  was 
innocent,  I  would  very  much  prefer  to 
be  tried  by  a  tribunal  of  three  Judges, 
which  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act 
authorizes  the  Gk>vepnment  to  institute, 
than  by  the  excited  partizans  who  would 
be  herded  into  the  jury-box  for  my  con- 
demnation. We  have  now  stated  what 
the  foundation  of  our  complaint  is — that 
no  person  accused  of  crime  in  Ireland 
con  feel  any  assurance  that  they  would 
have  anything  but  the  moat  foul  trial  by 
jury  in  Ireland  if  they  should  be  brought 
before  the  tribunals  of  the  country.  We 
have  had  very  important  evidence  to 
bring  before  the  House  in  support  of 
our  contention.  We  have  had  the  history 
of  Mr.  Bolton,  who  has  been  restored  to 
his  bank-books,  as  a  sop,  I  suppose,  to 
Earl  Spencer.  We  have  had  the  history 
of  Chief  Detective  French,  whom  the 
late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  sheltered 
flo  long.  The  trials  were  conducted  in 
such  a  way  that  it  was  absolutely  certaio 
that  they  could  not  bo  convicted.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
admitted  as  much  in  his  speech  last 
night.  Cornwall  and  French  werecharged 
with  felony  J  but  if  tbey  had  been 
charged  with  conspiracy,  the  evidence  of 
seven  persons  would  have  been  forth- 
coming against  them.  A\Tiat  steps,  I 
would  like  to  know,  were  taken  by  the 
Crown  to  hvmt  up  evidence  ?  Last  year 
we  called  attention  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  for  the  way  in  which  they 
met  the  Orange  riots.  Large  counter- 
meetings  were  summoned  for  the  pur- 
pose of  opposing  and  breaking  up  by 
violence  meetings  of  Nationalists  in  the 
North,  and  when  this  was  pointed  out  to 
the  Government  they  made  the  plea  that 
they  had  no  power  to  stop  them.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duohy  of  Lancai*ter  had  asked  for 
large  forces  of  military  and  armed  police 
for  the  purpose  of  quelling  disorder^  and 
stated  that  it  was  necessary  to  proclaim 
both  meetings.  The  right  of  public 
meeting  was,  therefore,  taken  away  from 
the  NatJonaUets  of  the  North.  When  wo 
asked  why  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act 


j  was  not  put  in  force,  we  were  informed 
that  tlie  Act  had  not  been  passed  for 
that  purpose.  Yet  finally  it  was,  after 
repeated  representations  by  us,  put  iu 
force  against  the  Orangemen,  and  their 
opposition  immediately  melted  away* 
Ever  since  meetings  have  neen  held  free 
and  unmolested.  In  the  conspiracy  ia 
Dublin  it  was  perfectly  obvious  that  they 
had  a  much  higher  reason  for  putting  the 
Act  in  force ;  but,  again,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  stated  that  the 
Act  had  not  been  framed  for  that  pur- 
pose. Why  was  it  that  the  resources  of 
the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act  were  not 
pat  in  force  for  the  purpose  of  stemming 
the  conspiracy,  the  ramiEcations  of  which 
had  acted  like  a  eancer^ — I  will  not  say 
upon  the  people  of  Dublin,  for  it  has  not 
affected  them  much,  but  upon  certain 
oflicials  I  ^  Dublin  Castle  ?  We  have  never 
heard  of  its  being  employed  for  the  pro- 
duction of  evidence  in  that  conspiracy ; 
on  the  contrary,  it  was  left  to  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mallow  (Mr. 
O'Brien"  at  vast  expense  and  almost 
ruin  to  himself,  to  save  himself  from 
an  action  which  the  Government  had 
hounded  on  Mr.  Cornwall  to  take.  It 
was  left  to  my  hon.  Friend  to  discover 
all  the  evidence  that  has  been  used 
against  Cornwall  and  French.  I  should 
lil^e  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  the  Act  of  Edward  III.,  under 
which  he  imprisoned  the  hon.  Member 
for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Healy),  was  passed 
for  that  purpose  ?  In  the  days  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr,  W.  E.  Forster),  the 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act  was  used 
against  ladies  on  account  of  their  politi- 
cal acts.  I  am  not,  however,  going  back 
to  that  time  ;  I  am  nowouly  referring  to 
the  misdeeds  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster ;  and  I  will  ask  him  whether 
he  recollects  certain  proceedings  that 
were  instituted,  not  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westmeath  (Mr,  Harring- 
ton) himself,  but  against  his  printing 
press,  against  his  means  of  living? 
There  is  a  section  iu  the  Prevention  of 
Crime  Act  that  empowers  the  Govern- 
ment to  seize  implements  which  it  may 
be  suspected  are  to  be  used  lor  illegal 
purposes;  and  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary,  in  de- 
fending that  Act  in  this  House,  ex- 
plained that  that  meant  machinery  for 
murder — daggers,     revolvers^     and    so 
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forth.  But  it  waa  under  this  eection 
that  the  printing  press  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Westmeath  was  seized.  Bid 
Parliament  have  any  idea  when  it  passed 
the  Act  that  this  Bection  was  going  to  be 
used  for  the  piiri>ose  of  allowing  thelnah 
Executive  to  steal  other  peoplo's  printing 
presses  ?  That  disposes  of  the  assertion 
of  the  right  hoo.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duohy  of  Lancaster  that  bo 
was  unable  to  use  tho  Prevention  of 
Crime  Act  in  the  detection  of  a  con- 
epiracy  that  has  sapped  the  foundations 
of  a  considerable  section  of  Castle  society, 
because  it  was  not  passed  for  the  purpose 
of  dealing  with  such  an  offence.  In 
following  out  the  contention  which  we 
have  been  endeavouring  to  establish — 
namely,  that  persons  in  Ireland  are  in 
danger  of  their  lives  owing  to  the  in- 
famous system  that  has  been  pursued, 
at  all  events  by  the  underlings  who  are 
charged  with  the  detection  of  crime — I 
wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  ft  letter  from  French,  that  has  recently 
oome  to  light.  In  that  letter  he  threat- 
ened the  Irish  Clovernment  that — 

**  If  they  did  not  come  to  terms  with  him  he 
would  maico  thorn  very  uncomfortable.  IIo 
would  oxposo  them  as  much  as  he  possibly 
could.  If  he  got  a  penaion  ho  must  get  £5,000 
&t  least  expenfies  for  anxiety  of  m^ind.  If  they 
did  not  he  would  get  the  ifovernment  put  out, 
and  perhaps  some  of  their  Memliera  put  in  the 
dock.  Fitzgerald  was  there,  and  would  be  tried 
ftt  the  Commission,  and  he  would  see  what 
evidenQo  would,  come  out.  If  the  Miiamtraaiia 
case  and  B«id's  letter  came  out,  it  would  h^ 
aerioua  for  the  Govemmont.*' 

Well,  we  asked  for  Beid^s  letter,  and 
were  first  ol  all  told  that  it  did  not  exist, 
and  again  that  it  had  no  reference  to  the 
case.  I  should  be  very  glad  if  Reid*3 
letter  could  be  placed  upon  the  Table^ 
and  it  will  form  another  portion  of  the 
suppressed  ©videnen.  As  well  as  the 
allusion  to  the  Maanitrasna  case  there  is 
an  allusion  to  a  man  of  tho  name  of 
M^Dermott,  That  allusion  requires  some 
explanation,  which  I  am  now  able  to 
give.  M^Dermott  was  a  secret  agent  of 
the  police  in  Ireland  employed  by 
French.  He  had  come  over  from 
America  to  get  up  a  dynamite  con- 
spiracy among  a  few  misguided  men  in 
Cork,  and  he  had  taught  them  to  manu- 
facture a  sort  of  sawdust  powder,  the 
composition  of  which  is  best  known  to 
the  Home  Secretary.  When  this  dyna- 
mite had  been  manufactured  it  was 
packed  in  a  box  and  sent  over  to  Liver- 
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pool  by  two  young  men.     On  the  arrival 
of  these  two  men,  Fitzgerald  had  had 
men  ready  for  them ;  they  were  arrested, 
and  after  being  tried  were  sentenced  ta  I 
penal  servitude  for  life,  while  M'Dermotf  j 
was  tried  and  acquitted  in  the  same  way 
as  Cornwall.     Tho  Irish  Members  have 
evidence  of  that,  and  they  believe  thatj 
this   man   M'Dermott  is   at  present  It 
the  keeping  and  pay  of  the  authorities,. 
It  is  known  that  in  carrying  out  thiaLi 
Government    concocted     plot^    French 
actually    threatened  seven    persons    m 
Court  with  assassination    because  theyj 
refused  to  have  anything  to  do  with  him,t 
and    he  was  only    saved    from    being 
handed  over  to  the  police  at  the  time 
because  he  was   discovered    to    be   an 
agent   of    the  Government.     That  will 
explain  the   allusion    in    the  letter  to  J 
M*Dermott.      He     says  ^ — '*  There     iai 
M^Dermott  and  many  others,"  8howin£ 
that  this  hellish  work  has  been  going  on] 
in  the  cases  of  many  people.     Not  satis- 
fied with  the  unexampled  facility  which  ' 
the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act  gave  you 
for  the  detection  of  Crime,  you  set  secret, 
agents  to  work  to  manufacture  and  to 
get  up   other    crime.     He    alludes    to^ 
Con  no!  I,  the  informer,  who  he  says  bad 
a  revolver  to  shoot  him  once.     ConnelL 
the  informer,  was  a  notorious  murderei^ 
in  the  county  of  Cork,  whose  evidence 
was  accepted  by  the  Government  against 
persons  whom  they  charged  with  very  1 
much  lesser  offences  than  murder ;  and" 
upon  that  evidence  they  were  convicted,  I 
although  the  Government  knew  at  thai 
time  that  he  had    been  guilty  of  thej 
brutal  murder  of  a  young  man  namej' 
Leary.     He    got  up,  he   says,   all   th<^ 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  for  the  Stat 
Trials.     He  had    200   policemen    froE 
different  parts  of  the  country  as   wit-j 
nesses  against  my  Friends  and  myself  j 
but,  fortunately,  the  Government  did  no^ 
possess  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act  it 
those  days,  and  they   were    unable  to 
convict  us — 

•*I  employed  (he  f-      ^•^-- v^--  vt..__^^  ^^ 
aome  months,  and  tVi  m  hd| 

wa.s  bunding  all  my  ^  lJ*,ily, 

brother  of  Tim  Mealy,   M.l',     1  aent  hira  tc 
watch  thd  proceodings  at  the  Mallow  •lootionJ 

Nothing  was  too  high  for  this  Detective 
Director  of  tho  Royal  Irish  Constabulary^ 
so  he  has  a  shy  at  polities  occasionally- 
I  suppose  for  diversion.     We  know^  8if 
more  about  Stephen  Noonan.     We  have 
letters  in  our  poaaesaion  from  French  to^ 
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Noon  an,  and  from  French's  orderly^ 
"  John ;  "  and  T*foonan  asserted  to  us 
long  ago,  before  French's  letter,  that  he 
was  emi^loyed  by  French  to  get  up  out- 
rages in  the  county  and  city  of  Cork, 
and  to  endeavour  to  implicate  leading 
Nationalists  of  Cork,  and  that  he  re- 
ceiyed  money  for  this  purpose.  The 
letters  mention  remittances  ol  money. 
He  specifies  one  particular  outrage  and 
plot  which  he  was  engaged  in,  and  the 
men  whom  it  was  intended  to  implicate. 
Noon  an  attempted  to  get  up  during  the 
Commission  at  Cork  an  attack  upon 
Judge  Barry^  for  the  purpose  of  assassi- 
nating that  eminent  and  dear-minded 
Judge,  His  directions  were  that  he 
was  to  endeavour  to  implicate  Mr,  John 
O'Connor,  of  Cork.  The  attempt,  of 
course,  was  to  be  an  abortive  one ;  but 
it  would  have  had  its  result.  John 
0*Connor,  of  Cork^  is  known  as  one  of 
my  prominent  supporters,  and  the  pros- 
pect of  implicating  such  a  person  was 
Tery  present  to  the  mind  of  Detective 
Director  French.  Of  course,  all  these 
things  are  to  be  hidden.  No  inquiry 
would  be  given  in  the  Maamtrasna 
case.  Will  you  give  us  an  inquiry 
into  this  case?  Noonan  is  in  Ireland. 
Hig  evidence  is  to  be  had.  Now,  I 
have  a  word  to  say  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster.  That  right 
hon.  Gentleman  I  consider  to  have  a 
heavier  responBibility  to  bear  than  ever 
had  his  Predecessor.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  went  to  Ireland  at  a  most  diffi- 
cult time.  He  was  not  provided  with  a  Pre- 
vention of  Grime  Act  for  the  purpose  of 
fitemming  the  semi -revolutionary  move- 
ment which  was  going  on  in  that  coun- 
try at  the  time.  He  had  a  real  move- 
ment to  contend  with  j  and  it  is  not  to 
the  discredit  of  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, as  a  man  of  ability^  and  as  a  state- 
sman, that  that  movement  swept  him  off 
his  legs.  But  the  position  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  was 
entirely  different.  He  went  to  Ireland 
when  that  movement  was  pra<!tically 
over,  when  as  the  result  of  the  passing 
of  the  Land  Act  the  natural  reaction  had 
set  in  after  a  lengthened  period  of  excite- 
ment and  exertion,  and  with  the  provi- 
sions of  a  Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  his 
path  and  his  task  were  very  easy.  Well,  I 
say  that  this  blame  is  to  be  attributed  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  from  the  Eng- 


lish point  of  view,  not  from  our  point 
of  view — that  instead  of  using  the  Pre- 
vention of  Crime  Act  in  such  a  way  as 
to  insure  that  at  its  termination  at  the 
end  of  three  years  it  might  be  possible 
for  the  English  Government  in  Ireland 
to  resume  the  government  of  the  coun- 
try under  the  Constitution,  he  used  it 
in  such  a  way — and  continued  to  use  it, 
and  it  is  being  used  to  this  day — as  to 
insure  and  make  it  absolutely  necessary 
that  you  should  renew  that  Act,  and  in- 
definitely postpone  the  time  when  it  will 
be  possible  to  govern  Ireland  by  Con- 
stitutional means.  That  is  my  charge 
against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  do 
not  know  whether  he  or  Earl  Spencer 
were  tempted  by  the  desire  to  pose  aa 
great  men-^that  they  wished  to  impress 
onlookers  with  the  notion  that  they  had 
to  contend  with  a  great  crisis.  That  was 
the  impression  they  sjiread  by  their  pub- 
lic utterances,  and  by  the  way  in  which 
the  exceptional  powers  placed  at  their 
disposal  tjy  this  House  were  used.  I 
took  very  great  risk,  personal  and 
otherwise,  for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
the  passing  of  the  Coercion  Act  of  1882. 
There  is  a  section  of  men  in  Ireland  who 
think  that  the  more  coercion  Ireland 
gets  the  better.  That  was  the  opinion 
of  the  late  John  Mitchel,  a  man  whose 
name  is  reverenced  by  the  Irish  people, 
whatever  part  of  the  world  they  may  be 
found  in,  as  a  pure  and  single-hearted 
man,  who  honestly  desired  the  advan- 
tage of  his  country,  and  sacrificed  his  pros- 
pects^  hislibert3%  and  we  must  also  think 
his  life»  to  attain  that  end.  The  action  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
was  the  very  thing  to  meet  the  views  of 
men  who  think  like  the  late  John 
Mitchel.  However,  I  did  not  think  at 
that  time  it  would  have  been  for  the 
advantage  of  either  England  or  Ireland 
that  that  Coercion  Act  should  be  passed. 
It  was  passed ;  but  even  then  it  might 
have  been  possible  for  the  Irish  Execu- 
tive to  have  used  it  in  such  a  way  as  to 
have  rendered  its  subsequent  enactment 
unnecessary ;  but  that  does  not  appear 
to  have  been  their  wish.  Of  course, 
such  powers  are  very  tempting  to  retain ; 
but  I  do  not  pretend  to  guess  motives. 
I  can  only  deal  wiih  the  facts  as  they 
stand;  and  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  he  does  not  think  now  he 
would  be  a  greater  man  in  his  own  eeti- 
mntion,  and  in  the  estimation  of  history, 
if,  instead  of  being  compelled  to  lay 
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doWTi  his  Ollice  before  two'thirds  of  ^hat 
Act  had  expired,  he  had  beea  in  a  posi* 
tion  at  tho  end  of  that  Coercion  Act  to 
coma  to  the  House  and  Bnj — **  I  have 
governed  Ireland  so  that  coercive  legis- 
lation is  no  longer  necessary  ?  '*  But 
from  tlie  peeps  we  have  been  able  to 
make  behind  the  curtaiii,  that  is  not  the 
view  of  the  right  kon.  Gentleman,  or  of 
Earl  Spencer ;  and  we  are  threatened 
with  the  prospect  of  the  re-enactment  of 
the  Act  of  1882»  in  all  its  barbarity  and 
severity.  I  do  not  i)retend  to  say  that 
we  have  formed  any  opinion  yet  as  to 
how  wo  are  to  meet  this  position*  It  is 
a  very  serious  position  for  Ireland^  un- 
doubtedly ;  and  I  think,  Sir,  in  all  pro- 
bability the  result  will  show  that  it  will 
be  a  still  more  serious  position  for  this 
country.  Can  you  say  you  have  succeeded 
in  your  mission  in  Ireland,  so  long  as 
from  your  point  of  view  such  an  enact- 
ment is  necessary  in  order  to  save  your- 
selves from  being  driven  into  the  sea  ? 
You  have  now  governed  Ireland  for  the 
space  of  84  years,  under  the  United  Par- 
liament, and  can  you  honestly  say  that 
you  are  any  neai'er  the  end  than  you 
were  at  the  beginning?  Is  there  any 
gi'oater  recorded  failure  in  history  ? 
You  are  much  cleverer,  of  course,  than 
Irishmen  are.  You  havt^  a  greater  ca- 
pacity for  government.  Therefore,  you 
must  govern  the  Irish,  because  they  are 
not  able  to  govern  themselves.  But  I 
say — and  I  think  the  vast  majority  of 
the  Irish  people  will  say  with  me — that 
if,  after  seven  centuries,  you  have  failed 
in  the  first  elements  of  government  \  if 
your  greatest  statesmen  sent  to  Ireland, 
one  after  another,  come  back  and  hold 
out  no  hope  for  that  country,  except  a 
continuance  of  these  stern  and  drastio 
measures,  I  say,  in  the  words  of  Wen- 
dell Phillips— 

**  For  peven  ceoturiefl  you  have  failed  in 
your  ta&k  of  governing  Irfdaxifl — you  bad  better 
give  it  up." 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  34  ;  Noes 
HO:  Majority  106.— (Div,  List,  No,  b.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

tMEXDilEN^T  (MR.  GORST)— SOUTH 
AFRICA-BECHUAXALANI). 

Ma,  GOBST,  in  risiog  to  move  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given  No* 
tice,  said  :  8ir,  I  wish  I  could  feel  quite 
certain    that  I   should   not   incur    the 


Prime  Minister's  displeasure  in  bringing 
forward  this  subject  on  the  present  oc- 
casion. I  know  that  it  would  be  useleas 
to  plead  the  importance  ol  the  questioni 
because  the  Prime  Minister  would  pro- 
bably say  that  the  importance  of  tho 
subject  is  no  excuse  for  bringing  it  fur- 
ward  in  the  form  of  an  Amendment  to 
the  Address.  But  my  real  excuse,  in 
asking  the  attention  of  the  House  to  tha 
question  to-night,  is  not  only  that  the 
question  is  important,  but  that  it  is  ex- 
tremely urgent.  I  hope  I  shall  be  abla 
to  convince  the  Prime  Mioister  that  no- 
thing but  a  very  strong  sense  of  publiaJ 
duty  has  induced  me  to  brave  the  accu- 
sations which  wQl  be  made  against  me 
of  impeding  the  progress  of  PubHa 
Business  by  raising  a  question  of  this 
kind.  The  story  to  which  I  have  to 
direct  the  attention  of  the  House  is  tk' 
very  shameful  one,  but  a  very  short  one. 
It  comprises  two  periods.  The  Brst  is  a 
period  of  throe  months,  during  which 
Montsioa  enjoyed  the  formal  protection 
of  the  British  Government.  It  began 
by  a  yisit  paid  to  him  by  the  Commiiv- 
sioner  sent  to  Bechuanaland,  and  ended 
with  his  defeat  and  entire  subjugation 
by  the  freebooters  of  the  TraDsvaal. 
With  reference  to  this  period,  the  charge 
made  in  the  Amendment  which  I  am 
about  to  propose  against  the  policy  of 
the  Government  is  that  they  have  bee 
guilty  of  a  want  of  precaution  in  not? 
takiog  effectual  measures  to  protec' 
Montsioa  against  these  freebooters,  Oi 
course,  that  is  not  an  urgent  matter.  Il 
is  important ;  but  it  is  a  matter  which 
may,  no  doubt,  wait.  The  second  period,^ 
about  which  I  shall  have  a  story  to  t^ll, 
is  a  period  of  two  months  which  have 
elapsed  since  the  entire  subjugation  of 
Montsioa  became  known  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  The  charge  in  re 
ference  to  that  period  is  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  delayed  de- 
claring to  the  Government  of  the 
TransTaal,  and  to  the  marauders  who 
have  taken  possession  of  Montsioa*a 
territory,  their  intention  of  using  force, 
if  necessary,  to  turn  them  out  of  that 
territory.  That  is  a  matter  that  i 
urgent,  because  every  day  that  elapses 
without  that  declaration  of  intention 
from  Her  Majesty's  Government  not 
only  prolongs  the  dishonour  of  thi 
country,  but  increases  the  difficulty  oi 
any  ultimate  settlement.  These  ma- 
rauders have  now  been  upwards  of  two 
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ntha  in  occupation  of  Monteioa's  ter- 
iTitory.  They  are  establishing  farms 
there ;  they  are  creating  new  interests  ; 
and  in  a  shoi-t  time  vested  rights  will 
fchave  grown  up  in  this  country — just  as 
^they  grew  up  in  Stellaland — which  the 
Government  will  find  it  very  difficult  to 
interfere  with,  and  the  restitution  of  the 
territory  which  has  heen  seized  will  be- 
come impossible.  That,  I  think,  is  a 
justification  for  asking  for  an  immediate 
declaration,  at  this  moment,  of  the  in- 

Itentions  of  the  Government.  But  there 
is  another  reason  which  might  be  urged 
in  favour  of  a  dLSCUSsion  in  this  House, 
and  even  in  favour  of  passing  somcf  Re- 
Bolution  by  the  House — namely,  that  if 
the  Envoys  of  the  Transvaal  have  formed 
a  correct  estimate  of  the  Earl  of  Derby, 
he  is  a  Nobleman  extremely  disposed  to 
make  himself  pleasant  to  the  acting 
Powers.  He  has  no  desire  to  interfere 
with  their  requests  ;  he  does  not  wish 
to  coerce  and  control  them  in  any  way 
■whatever,  and  they  have  told  their 
fell  ow*coun  try  men  that  it  is  only  the 
mischievous  results  of  public  opinion  in 
ta  England  which  prevents  tliis  amiable 
^Kobleninn  from  doing  every  tiling  they 
desire.  If  this  is  to  be  the  case,  it 
might  be  well  to  bring  the  pressure  of 

I  a  little  of  tliis  wholesome  public  opinion 
to  bear  upon  the  Earl  of  Derby,  and  in- 
duce him  to  prefer  the  interests  and 
honour  of  liis  own  country  to  the  desire 
to  make  himself  ngreeable  to  foreigners, 
I  do  not  intend  to  trouble  the  House 
with  any  of   the  hibtory   contained  in 

tthe  Blue  Book  so  recently  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House,  and  I  shall, 
therefore,  not  travel  hack  to  the 
early  history  of  Bechuanaland  ;  but  I 
think  it  right  to  remind  those  Mem- 
bers  of  the  House  who  are  not  eo  fami- 

Kiar  with  the  history  of  the  question 
hat  there  were  debates  on  I  he  subject 
of  Montsioa^s  territory  running  on 
during  the  whole  of  the  year  1^83.  At 
that  time  this  same  Chief  was  under- 
going an  attack  from  freebooters,  who 
188U^  from  the  territory  of  the  Trans- 
vaal, and  who  are  said  to  be,  and  who 
are  believed  to  be,  encouraged  by  the 
XraoBvaal  Government,     Those  debates 

IW ere  never  brought  to  a  conclusion.  I 
believe  they  were  adjourned  down  to 
the  very  end  of  the  Session  of  1883  ;  but 
in  the  course  of  those  debates  the  Go- 
vernment were  compelled,  by  informa- 
tion which  turned  up  from  time  to  time, 
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to  make  several  admissions  of  which  I 
wish  to  remind  the  House.  They  were 
obliged  to  admit  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment were  imder  obligations  to 
Mont^ioa  ;  in  consequence  of  his  fidelity 
to  British  interests  in  time  of  trouble ; 
they  were  obliged  to  admit  that  the 
Transvaal  Government  had  broken  the 
Convention  of  1881;  and  they  were 
obliged  to  admit  that  the  British  Go- 
vernment was  bound  to  protect  Montsioa 
against  the  incursions  of  these  Trans- 
vaal maurauders.  They  promised  the 
House  of  Commons  that  they  w^ould 
fulfil  their  obligations,  and  the  parti- 
cular mode  by  which  they  chose  to  fulfil 
them  was  by  entering  into  the  Conven- 
tion of  1884 — a  Convention  made  at  the 
beginning  of  this  year  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  TransvaQl.  In  that  Oonven* 
tion  they  stated  that  their  only  direct  in- 
terest, as  far  as  the  Convention  related 
to  Bechnanaland»  was  that  involved  in 
the  protection  of  Montsioa  and  Manko- 
roane,  so  that  the  desire  of  protecting 
those  two  Chiefs  was  the  sole  motive 
which  had  induced  the  Government 
to  enter  into  that  Convention  so  fax 
to  Bechuanaland;  and 
Government  undertook, 
strictly  to  maintain  the 
to  guard  against  tres- 
passes and  irregularities.  Now,  having 
said  that,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Go- 
vernment whether  past  experience  has 
induced  them  to  place  implicit  relianoe 
with  any  Cnnvention  entered  into  with 
the  Transvaal  Government?  It  seems 
to  me  that  they  were  hound  to  take 
adequate  steps  for  the  protection  of  these 
Chiefs,  whom  they  admit  they  were 
under  obligations  to  protect,  and  if  they 
chose  to  rely  exclusively  and  solely  upon 
a  Convention  with  the  Boers,  they  must 
he  liable  to  censure  if  the  result  of  that 
Convention  was  not  to  afford  the  protec- 
tion they  were  bound  to  give»  They 
had  no  right  to  pay  their  obligations  to 
those  two  Chiefs  by  a  draft  on  a  Go- 
vernment so  bankrupt  of  all  honour  and 
credit  as  the  Transvaal  Government. 
I  come  now  to  the  story  of  the  result  of 
this  effort  of  Her  Majest^^'s  Govern- 
ment to  protect  Montsioa.  He  was 
visited  on  the  20th  of  May  in  the  present 
year  by  the  British  Commissioner,  There 
was  a  formal  British  Protectorate  an- 
nounced. A  Treaty  was  made,  and  a 
cession  of  jurisdiction  from  Montsioa 
was  accepted.    The  country  at  that  date 
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was  clear  from  any  freebooterB.  Mont- 
eioa  himself  had  driven  them  out,  and  they 
were  living-  under  a  man  called  Gey,  at  a 
place  called  Eooi  -  Qrond,  which  was  within 
the  Transvaal  territory.  These  men  were 
informed  by  the  Commissioner  of  the 
establishment  of  a  British  Protectorate, 
and  they  wey  warned  of  the  necessity  of 
respecting  it.  So  far  well.  Perhaps  I 
onght  to  mention  that  from  that  date 
down  to  the  time  when  Montsioa  was 
entirely  subjugated,  he  had  a  British 
officer  living  in  his  place  ;  not  only  Mr. 
Bethell,  about  whose  appointment  aa  vltx 
English  officer  there  may  he  some  ques- 
tioDi  hut  a  Deputy  Commissioner  con- 
stantly living  with  him,  and  there  is  the 
testimony  of  that  British  officer  that  no 
aggression  ever  took  place  on  the  part 
of  Montsioa*  and  that  he  never  broke 
the  peace.  But  hardly  was  the  back  of 
the  British  Commissioner  turned  when, 
on  the  13th  of  June,  the  people  from 
Eooi  -  Grond  robbed  Montsioa's  gar- 
den and  tired  on  his  people.  A  week 
later^  on  the  20th  of  June,  they  attacked 
a  reaping  party — persons  engaged  in 
industnal  pursuits.  These  Natives  were 
attacked  by  two  parties — the  one  fired 
upon  them  outside  the  Transvaal  terri- 
toiy,  while  the  other  fired  a  cannon  100 
yards  inside  the  British  boundary.  They 
killed  a  number  of  these  peaceful  people, 
and  afterwards  rode  over  the  ground 
despatching  the  wounded  and  all 
those  who  had  concealed  themselves. 
On  the  24th  of  June,  the  man  Qey  pub- 
lished a  proclamation  in  The  VolkHraadi 
a  newspaper  issued  in  Pretoria,  in  which 
he  declared  war  against  Montsioa,  al- 
though Montsioa  was  under  British 
protection,  and  called  for  volunteers  to 
enlist  at  Pretoria,  offering  them  a  share 
of  the  booty,  and  inviting  their  co-ope- 
ration. On  the  25th  of  June,  the  day 
after  this  proclamation,  the  freebooters 
attacked  a  party  about  three  quarters  of 
an  hour  from  Montsioa's  place — Mafe- 
king — and  murdered  one  of  his  men. 
On  the  1st  of  July,  about  a  week  later, 
four  waggons  were  sent  out  for  wood 
with  eight  people  in  charge  of  them. 
When  they  were  about  a  mile  distant 
from  Montsoia's  place,  they  were  attacked 
by  Rooi-Gronders,  Six  were  killed,  some 
of  whom  were  boys,  A  little  boy  of 
seven  had  his  leg  shattered  by  an  explo- 
sive bullet-  One  man  only  was  lucky 
enough  to  escape.  This  story  is  not 
told  by  Native  evidence,  but  it  is  given 
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on  the  evidence  of  the  Bntiab  o£^cer 
officially  appointed.  On  the  8th  of  July  . 
the  Eooi-Gronders  seized  60  cattle,  and  J 
killed  1 1  men  and  one  woman,  who  were  ' 
in  charge  of  the  cattle.  A  little  child  | 
of  eight  years,  who  had  got  bewildered.] 
by  the  firing,  ran  fx*om  a  garden  towards 1 
the  Boers,  and  was  deliberately  mnr- 
dered.  This  little  child  under  t^ight 
years  of  age  was  deliberately  muidered 
by  these  freebooters.  On  the  17th  of 
July,  emboldened  by  the  outrages  they 
had  already  committed,  they  attacked 
Montsioa^s  place  at  Mafeking,  in  force, 
and  attempted  to  take  it,  but  failed.  On 
the  28th  they  took  3,000  cattle  and  400 
sheep;  and  on  the  3 1st  they  paraded 
the  cattle  in  fi*ont  of  Montsoia*8  plac© 
for  the  puri>ose  of  tempting  his  people 
to  recapture  them.  They  succeeded  ia 
their  design  and  killed  100  men — Mr. 
Bet  hell,  our  officer,  being  among  the 
slain.  I  will  not  enter  into  the  question 
of  his  murder  now,  because  that  subject 
formed  part  of  the  debate  last  Wednes- 
day, and  it  is  my  desire  to  keep  dear  of 
anything  that  was  stated  on  Wednesday, 
and  to  confine  myself,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  the  new  information  which  has  now 
been  laid  before  the  House.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  I  am  not  giving  one- 
half  of  the  atrocities  which  are  reported 
in  the  official  Papers,  If  any  hon. 
Member  wishes  to  see  a  more  complete 
list  of  these  atrocities  than  I  bare  given, 
if  he  will  turn  to  page  123  of  the  Papers 
he  will  find  a  list  given  there  by  our 
Assistant  Commissioner,  who  not  only 
gives  an  account  of  the  atrocities,  but 
the  evidence  by  which  they  are  sup- 
ported— many  of  the  cases  having  come 
under  his  own  x>ersonal  knowledge.  On 
the  2nd  of  August  the  Transvaal  Go- 
vernment itself  came  upon  the  scene. 
A  most  remarkable  deputation  was  sent 
out.  A  Mr.  Snyman,  who  called  him- 
self, and  who  was,  a  Native  Commis- 
sioner of  the  Transvaal  Republic,  and 
therefore  a  Government  officer,  came 
with  six  others  as  a  deputation  from  the 
South  African  Republic,  He  produced 
a  letter  signed  '*  Paul  Kriiger,"  in  which 
the  Commissioners  were  instructed  to  do 
their  utmost  to  stop  the  fighting.  But 
a  certain  field  cornet  named  Theumissen, 
who  was  with  him,  as  one  of  the  deputa- 
tion, said  he  had  received  verbal  instruc- 
tions from  the  Transvaal  Government  to 
get  Montsioa*8  consent  to  the  annexation 
of  the  Baralong  territory  to  the  Trana- 
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Taal.  This  Mr.  Sn jman  refused  to  address 
Montsioa  in  the  presenco  of  the  Britiah 
Commissioner^  and  the  British  Com  mis* 
sioner  had  to  go  away,  leavini;^  Montsioa 
and  Mr.  Suyman  by  themselves,  Mr. 
Snyman  then  made  an  address  which 
will  remind  tho  House  of  the  address 
of  Kabsbakeh,  when  he  was  sent  by  the 
Assyrian  King  to  stop  Hezekiah  and  thn 
beleaguered  subjects  of  Jerusalem,  for 
he  used  the  same  arguments  and  spoke 
in  the  most  scornful  way  of  England 
and  the  British  Governmeut.    He  sai  1 — 

**  Don't  trust  England.  She  has  no  soldiers, 
aBd  Rho  will  never  fight  for  yon  against  tho 
Transvaal.  Paul  KrUger  has  entered  into  an 
alliiiTieG  with  10  European  Powers,  among  whom 
are  France  and  Germany,  hy  which  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  Transvaal  is  secured,  and 
English  interference  prevented.  Look,"  said 
he,  '*  at  Mankoraane»  England  promised  to 
extend  her  protection  to  him,  and  the  rasult  is 
that  ho  hftif  nothing  now  ;  all  his  land  has  been 
taken  from  him/' 

Snyman  also  said  that  he  had  power 
to  withdraw  *'  the  Volunteers,"  as  ho 
called  the  freebooters,  and  he  took  an 
oath  to  that  effect.  MontBioa  replied  that 
he  had  always  recognized  the  Transvaal 
as  making  war  upon  him  ;  but  he  added 
that  since  the  country  had  been  pro- 
claimed British  territory  they  had  been 
making  war  not  on  him  alone,  but  on 
the  British  Government,  and  he  could 
not  withdraw  his  word  which  he  had 
given  to  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Perhaps  the  House  may  suppose  that 
these  people — Snyman  and  Field  Cornet 
Tlieumissen — were  enthusiasts,  who  were 
not  acting  in  the  name  of  the  Transvaal 
Government  in  this  mission  of  theirs ; 
but  what  took  place  was  communicated 
to  the  Transvaal  Government  not  only 
by  our  Eesident  at  Pretoria,  but  by  8ir 
Hercules  Bobinson  himself,  and  they 
did  not  repudiate  Snyman,  nor  eay  that 
he  had  not  acted  in  their  name.  It  was, 
therefore,  concluded  that  his  mission  was 
genuine,  and  that  he  had  really  been 
sent  to  deliver  the  ecofHng  message  he 
had  delivered  to  Montsioa.  In  the  mean- 
time, while  Snyman  was  scoffing  at  Her 
Majesty,  poor  Betheirs  body  was  lying 
unburied  in  Eooi-Grond^  exjiosed  to  the 
indignity  of  being  kicked  by  the  free- 
booters. Tben  thoy  sent  a  flag  of  truce 
to  ask  that  men  and  waggons  might  be 
sent  to  take  the  body  away ;  and  when 
they  were  sent  they  confiscated  them, 
and  seized  the  persons  who  were  sent 
with  them.     They  next  aent  a  second 


flag  of  truce,  and  Mr.  Wright,  the  As- 
sistant Commissioner,  went  out  to  speak 
to  the  freebooters  himself.  Although 
under  a  flag  of  truce,  they  treacherously 
made  our  officer  a  prisoner,  carried  him 
oCT  to  Eooi-Grond,  tlireatened  to  put 
him  in  irons,  and  kept  Him  a  prisoner 
there  until  he  succeeded  in  making  his 
escape.  It  may  be  supposed  that  when 
these  facts  were  communicated  to  the 
present  Government,  some  regret  w^as ex- 
pressed; but  when  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment were  made  aware  that  a  Queen's 
officer  had  been  thus  treacherously  seized 
under  a  flog  of  truce  and  kept  a  prisoner 
in  their  territory,  they  did  not  express  a 
single  word  of  regret  for  the  outrage 
which  had  been  committed.  A  despatch 
from  the  Secretary  of  State  at  Pretoria 
to  the  High  Commissioner  would  be 
found  at  page  82  of  the  Blue  Book,  in 
which  he  said — 

"Through  the  hon.  Mr.  R,  Eutherfoord,  tem- 
porarily acting  aa  Consular  official  of  England 
iit  Pretoria,  this  Government  has  been  informed 
that  the  Voluntecra  of  Uooi-Grond,  under  cover  of 
tt  flag  of  truc^,  hhve  taken  prisoner  Mr.  Wright, 
Araiatant  British  Commis&ioner  in  Bechuanaland. 
Whilo  talcing  cognizance  of  thiu^  I  have  tho 
honour  to  acquaint  Your  Excellenty  that  this 
Government  has  no  douht  that  both  tho  i;)peciai 
ComniisBi oners  who  have  been  sent  off  will  know 
how  to  adjuit  this  matter  also.'* 

They  took  cognizance  of  the  fact,  but 
simply  intimated  that  their  Commis- 
sioner, M*  Joubert,  would,  no  doubt, 
adjust  the  matter  with  the  British  Com- 
miaaioner;  but  there  is  not  a  single 
word  of  regret  for  the  atrocious  outrage 
committed  on  a  British  Commissioner. 
Of  course,  they  were  promptly  informed 
by  our  officials  of  the  events  which  had 
taken  place ;  and  their  only  remark  was 
that  they  considered  it  oaly  possible  to 

Eut  an  end  to  the  troubles  in  Ilooi-Gitjnd 
y  going  to  work  in  a  peaceable  manner 
and  not  emploj^ing  force.  That  was  the 
course  taken  by  a  Government  which 
bad  promised  England,  in  a  Convention 
concluded  only  a  few  months  before, 
tbat  it  would  strictly  maintain  the  boun- 
daries and  guard  against  trespass  and 
irregularity.  On  the  25th  of  August, 
about  three  months  after  Montsioa  had 
been  received  under  tbe  protection  of 
the  British  Government,  Mr.  Rhodes, 
our  Commissioner,  visited  Rooi-Groad 
for  the  purpose  of  meeting  M.  Joubert, 
who  had  been  sent  for  by  the  present 
Government  in  order  to  put  a  stop  to 
these  troubles.     It  was  a  very  remark- 
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able  thiDp:  that  when  Mr*  Rhodes  wished 
to  go  to  Kooi-Groud,  lie  found  be  could 
not   go  through   British   torntorj,  but 
that  he  was  obliged,   bj   a   circuitous 
route,   to  make  a  detour  through   the 
Transvaal.      The    territory   under    the 
protection   of  Her   Majesty  was   abso- 
lutely  closed    to    our   officer  who  was 
acting    on    behalf    of    Her    Majesty's 
High    Commissioner.      The    night    he 
arrived    at  Eooi  -  Qrond,    a    desperate 
attempt  was  made  by  the  freebooters  to 
capture  Montsioa^B  place   at  Mafekiug. 
Firing  was  heard  going  on  all  night, 
and  Mr,  Rhodes  was  so  indignant  that 
he   refused    to    enter   into   negotiations 
unless   14  days^  armiatico  were  at  once 
entered  into.     They  refused  to  make  an 
armistice  unless  Montsioa  would  sign  the 
terms  of  a  Convention  practically  sur- 
reudering  at  discretion,  and  giving  up 
the  whole  of  his  territor3'  to  the  free- 
booters.     Mr.  Rhodes  accordingly  left ; 
and  M.  Joubert  remained  behind,  to  what 
was  called,  "mediate,"  and  the  result  of 
Lis  mediation  was  the  unconditional  sur- 
render of  Montsioa  to  the  freebooters- 
Hia   fortififationa    were    to    be  broken 
down  in  ei^ht  days,  and  be  was  stripped 
of  tba  whok^  of  his  land  with  the  excep- 
tion of  10  farms  which  were  left  to  him. 
Before  that  Treaty  was  made,  and  while 
Mr.  Rhodes  was  at  Rooi-Grond,  he  fouud 
that  he  was  not  able  to  visit  Montsioa 
or  to  see  him,  so  belea«;uered  was  he  by 
the  freebooters.     But  Montsioa  managed 
to  send  a  messenger  to  him — like  General 
Gordon  at  Khartoum — and  that  was  tbe 
last  that  bad  been  heard  of  Montsioa, 
This  message  expressed  to  Mr.  Rhodes 
the  unswerving  fidelity  of  Montsioa,  and 
warned  the  Commissioner  that  although 
Montsioa  was  in  the  hands  of  his  enemies, 
and  might  be  made  to  sign  Treaties  and 
make  declarations,  no  importance  was  to 
be  attached  to  them,  because  they  were 
wrung  from  him  by  superior  force.   That 
ends   the  history  of  the  three  months 
during  which  Mont?iioa  enjoyed  British 
protection.      I  think   I   am   not  exag- 
gerating, or  using  lauguage  too  strong, 
\  when   I   say  that   a  more    disgraceful 
story    was   never  put   before  a  British 
House   of  Commons.     Just   notice   the 
points    of  the  stor3^      First,    a  formal 

Eroteotion  was  announced  to  this  un- 
appy  man ;  this  formal  protection  was 
immediately  followed  by  most  atrocious 
attacks — most  cruel  and  barbarous  atro- 
cities committed  on  his  people—a  British 
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officer  stationed  with  him  was  murdered  ; 
another  British  officer  was  captured 
under  a  flag  of  truce ;  and  the  Transvaal 
Government  gave  their  open  sanction  to 
the  proceedings.  Perhaps  some  people 
may  say  that  I  am  using  language  loo 
strong  when  I  say  *'  open  sauction." 
That,  however,  is  not  my  language,  but 
the  Earl  of  Derby's.  In  one  of  his  de- 
spatches the  noble  Earl  is  betrayed  into 
the  expression — 

"Tk©  Transvaal   Government   have  openly 
sanctioned  this  conduct  towardti  Montfitoa. 

The  result  of  our  protection,  then,  is  that 
this  unhappy  man  has  been  completely 
subjugated,   his  land   has   been   seized 
with  the  exception  of  10  farms,  and  all 
his  fortifications  and  means  of  further 
resistance  are  destroyed.      I  now  close 
the  first  period  and  begin  the  second. 
What  did  the  British  Government  do  ? 
It  was  on  the  6th  of  September  that  the 
Earl  of  Derby  received  a  telegram  an- 
nouneing  that  the  Transvaal  Government 
had  taken  Montsioa  under  their  prtJtee- 
tion,  and  that  all  his  rights  would  bo 
respected.     It  was  not  a  telegram  which 
dropped  upon  him   like  a  thunderclap 
from  a  clear  sky,  far,  on  the  3rd  of  Sep- 
tember, or  three  days  before,  he  got  a 
telegram  from  the  High  Commissioner, 
Sir  llerculea  Eobiusou,  giving  him  a  full 
account  of  the  atrocities  I  have  related 
to  the  House— giving  a  full  account  of 
th<*  peaceable  conduct  of  Montsioa  since 
our  protection    was    accorded   him,    to- 
gether with  a  full  account  of  8nyman*s 
mipsion  to  scoff  at  British  protection,  of 
its  being  communicated  to  the  Transvaal 
Government,  and  of  its  not  being  dis- 
avowed by  them.     All  this  the  Earl  of 
Derby  knew  on  the  3rd  of  September. 
I  do  not  know  if  he  ought  to  have  taken 
immediate  steps  in  the  matter  or  not* 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  PresideDt 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  told  the  House  on 
Wednesday  last  that  there  had  been  no 
delay,   and  the  Papers  not  being  then 
before  Parliament,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  not  be  contradicted.   Since 
then  the  Papers  have  been  produced, 
and  I  should  like  to  hear  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  venture  to  tell  the 
House  a  second  time  that  there  has  been 
no  delay, 

Mr.  OHAMBERLAm :  I  beg  the 
hnn.  and  learned  Gentleman's  pardon,  I 
did  not  say  there  had  been  no  delay. 

Ma,  GORST :  In  that  case,  1  would 
aitk  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  justify 
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the  delay  now  that  the  facts  of  the  casA 
are  happily  known  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Let  me  ask  the  House  once  for 
all  to  contrast  the  pusillanimity  and  delay 
of  the  Colonial  Office  in  Downing  Street 
with  the  enorg^y  and  courage  of  the 
High  Commissioner  in  Cape  Town 
throughout  the  whole  of  theae  proceed- 
ings. On  the  8th  of  September,  the  Earl 
of  Derby,  having  got  this  telegram  on 
the  6tb,  after  two  days,  sends  a  tele- 
gram to  Sir  Hercules  Eobinson,  asking 
for  his  observations.  He  gives  those 
observations  on  the  llth^  by  informing 
the  Karl  of  Derby  of  the  result  of  Mr. 
Bhode^s  visit  to  Itooi-Grond,  and  all  the 
remainder  of  the  information  I  have 
laid  before  the  House  in  full.  In  tbat 
telegram  on  the  11th  of  September, 
Sir  Hercales  Kobinson  counsels  delay 
pending  the  arrival  of  Mr.  Rhodes  at 
Cape  Town,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  Earl  of  Derby  most  thankfully  ac- 
cepted that  advice.  But  on  the  1 5th  of 
September  there  was  another  telegram 
received  from  Sir  Hercules  Robinson, 
wbich  the  Colonial  Office  has  not 
thought  fit  to  print  in  these  Papers.  It 
is  a  common  practice,  I  am  sorry  to 
say,  in  the  preparation  of  Government 
Papers,  that  the  most  important  docu- 
menta  are  frequently  left  out ;  but  there 
is  secondary  evidence  of  the  contents  of 
this  telegram,  because  at  x>age  79  there 
is  jjrinted  a  dea patch  from  Sir  Hercules 
Eobinson,  dated  September  24  ;  there 
is  no  date  as  to  when  it  was  received  at 
Downing  Street,  but  it  contains  se- 
condary evidence  of  the  raiHsing  tele- 
gram  of  the  l.Sth.  On  the  llth^  a  tele- 
gram was  sent  fr^im  Sir  Hercules  Eobin- 
flon,  giving  a  full  history  of  the  case 
and  counseUing  delay.  On  the  loth,  a 
telegpi'am  was  sent  which  is  not  printed, 
but  the  substance  of  which  I  am  able  to 
give  to  the  House,  because  Sir  Hercules 
Bobinson  says  in  the  despatch  of  the 
24  th— 

*'  I  had  tho  honour,  on  the  15th,  to  despatch  a 
tolegram  to  your  Lordship.** 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  where  the  text 
of  that  telegram  ia  which  is  mentioned 
in  the  despatch  of  the  24th?  I  find 
a  subsequent  reference  to  the  tele- 
gram on  the  17th  J  perhaps  that  may 
be  the  one.     The  despatch  says — 

**  At  Rooi*Oroiid,  the  position  la  calling  for 
immediate  con^idtration,  as  the  freebooters 
hsTO  mraded  the  Protectorate,  aitd  have  taken 


poaa«SBion  of  Montfiioa's  ftoantry,  and  there  is 
only  tho  choice  of  turning  tho  freebooters  out 
by  force,  or  abandoning  Bechuanaland." 

Mr.  Rhodes  and  Captain  Bower  re- 
ported  that  the  Roai-Grond,  and  Zulu- 
land  movements  are  said  to  be  belieyed 
to  have  been  instigated  by  Transvaal 
officials.  I  ought  to  have  mentioned  to 
the  House  that  the  reason  for  delay 
counselled  on  the  11th  was  that  Mr. 
Rhodes  and  Captain  Bower  were  ex- 
pected to  arrive  immediately,  and  there- 
fore that  telegram  was  despatched.  The 
despatch  further  states — 

*'  That  5fr.  Rhodes  waa  of  opinion  that  if  it 
were  only  known  that  Her  Majesty's  G-overo- 
ment  were  determined  to  maintain  the  Pro- 
tectorate by  force  of  arms/' — 

the  old  story  all  over  the  world — 

''it  might  be  possible,  even  then,  to  make  an 
arrangement  which  would  clear  Montatoa*a 
country  without  fighting.** 

Sir  Hercules  Robinson  concluded  bj 
sajing  that  if  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment should  decide  to  enforce  the  Pro- 
tectorate, he  would  recommend  that  Mr. 
Rhodes  should  be  authorized,  on  his  re- 
turn to  Bechuanaltind,  to  announce  that 
decision^  and  to  avail  himself  of  any 
opening  for  a  possible  settlement.  8ir 
Hercuies  Robinson  said — 

*'Tho  cMiBe  was  one  calling  for  ImmediAte 
decision,  before  the  Hooi-Gronders  established 
themselves  at  their  farms," 

That  was  the  despatch  forming  the  tele- 
gram of  the  loth  of  September-  On  the 
17tb»  there  was  another  telegram  giving 
the  full  details  of  all  the  attacks  made 
on  Montsioa  and  of  Snyman's  mission, 
and  adding  that  the  accounts  had  not 
been  disavowed ;  and  there  was  a  tele- 
gram on  the  same  day  from  the  State 
Secretary  of  the  Transvaal,  stating 
that— 

"  Being  implored  by  Slontstoa^  the  Transvaal 
Government  had  taken  him  under  their  pro- 
tection." 

A  statement  which  the  Earl  of  I)e»*by, 
from  information  already  in  his  hands, 
knew  to  be  a  deliberate  misstatement 
of  the  fact.  After  that,  will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  say  anything  about  ex- 
cusable delay  ?  We  have  now  reached 
the  17th  of  September.  On  the  21st,  tho 
Earl  of  Derby  is  still  most  attentively 
considering  all  these  telegrams  ;  and  he 
telegraphs  to    Sir   Hercules   Robinson 
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to  know  the  extent  of  the  co-operation 
which  would  be  given  by  the  Oape 
Colony  if  active  steps  were  taken.  [An 
hon.  Member  :  Hear,  hear!]  Some 
hon.  Member  seems  to  think  that  that 
was  a  very  fair  telegram.  So  it  was, 
but  it  might  have  been  sent  with  a  little 
less  delay.  On  the  23rd  he  gets  an 
answer  to  his  telegram  stating  that  no 
assistance  was  to  be  expected  from  the 
Cape  Colony  except  in  the  event  of 
annexation,  and  referring  him  to  a  de- 
spatch in  which  it  was  stated  most  dis- 
tinctly that  it  was  only  proposed  to 
recommend  the  annexation  of  Bechu- 
an  aland  to  the  Cape  Colony  on  certain 
conditions,  one  of  which  was  that  the 
British  Government  should  pay  every 
%d,  of  expense  incurred  up  to  the  day 
of  annexation,  and  from  that  declara- 
tion the  Cape  Government  have  never 
for  a  single  moment  swerved ;  so  that 
on  the  28rd  the  Earl  of  Derby  knew 
very  well  that  the  Cape  Government 
would  give  no  pecuniary  assistance,  and 
no  assistance  of  any  kind  to  the  opera- 
tion of  turning  the  freebooters  out  of 
the  Montsioas  Territory,  although,  when 
they  were  turned  out,  the  Cape  Govern- 
ment were  perfectly  willing  to  annex 
the  territory.  Sir  Hercules  Kobinson 
became  evidently  anxious  at  the  delay 
which  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  says  did  no  harm,  because 
on  the  24th,  the  next  day,  he  tele- 
graphed again  to  the  Earl  of  Derby 
respecting  the  telegram  of  the  17th, 
which  is  also  not  printed,  and  which 
cannot  be  the  same  telegram  as  that 
mentioned  as  of  the  11th. 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  These 
despatches  take  the  place  of  telegrams. 
"When  there  is  a  formal  despatch  it  is 
not  the  custom  to  print  the  telegram, 
the  two  being  word  for  word  the  same. 

Mr.  GOEST  :  This  is  a  despatch,  then, 
confirming  the  previous  telegram  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  Yes. 

Mr.  GOEST :  Very  well.  A  despatch 
was  sent  on  the  17th,  and  would  be  re- 
ceived on  the  same  day.  In  the  despatch 
of  the  S4th,  Sir  Hercules  Eobinson 
points  out  that  the  steps  taken  by  the 
Transvaal  Government  in  placing  Mont- 
sioa  under  the  protection  of  the  Ee- 
public,  was  an  open  and  defiant  violation 
of  the  Convention.     He  says — 

<<  I  pointed  out  that  this  was  simply  the  an- 
nexation hy  the  Transvaal  of  about  one-half  of 
tiie  British  Protectorate,  and  was  an  open  and 
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defiant  violation  of  the  Gonvoition.  It  ftp* 
peared  to  zne  clear  that  the  choice  ol  Hw 
Majesty's  Govemmont  lay  between  the  abta- 
donment  of  the  Protectorate  and  the  ConYen- 
tion,  or  an  announcement  that  existing  engage- 
ments would  be  insisted  on,  if  necessary,  by 
force  of  arms." 

The  first  telegram  arrived  on  the  6t]i 
of  September,  and  on  the  17th  you  find 
Sir  Hercules  Eobinson  laying  down,  in 
the  most  distinct  way,  that  the  only 
choice  was  between  the  abandonment 
of  the  Protectorate  and  the  immediate 
announcement  that  existing  engagements 
would  be  insisted  on,  if  necessary,  by  the 
force  of  arms  ;  and  yet  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  says  there  was  no 
unjustifiable  delay.  The  delay  did  not 
stop  there.  The  Earl  of  Derby  still  sat 
doing  nothing.  On  the  1st  of  October, 
the  Transvaal  Gt)vernment  became  im- 
patient. They  reminded  him  that  thej 
had  sent  telegrams,  and  they  seem  to 
have  had  some  misgpiving  lest  the  wicked 
organs  of  public  opinion  might  produce 
some  undue  effect  on  the  pliant  and 
gentle  mind  of  the  Earl  of  Derby,  be- 
cause they  commence  their  telegram  by 
saying— 

*'  I  trust  this  matter  will  not  succeed  in  dis- 
turbing friendly  relations.*' 

Well,  the  Earl  of  Derby  does  nothing ; 
but  *' justifiable  delay"  still  goes  on, 
and  on  the  6th  of  October  his  officer  at 
the  Cape  endeavours  further  to  stir  him 
up.  Sir  Hercules  Eobinson  telegraphs 
on  October  6th,  to  say  that  greater  delay 
will  greatly  increase  the  difficulties  of 
any  settlement,  and  it  was  not  until  the 
receipt  of  that  telegram  that  the  Earl  of 
Derby  took  any  action  at  all.  On  the  7th 
of  October  he  did  take  action,  and  the 
action  he  took  was  to  send  a  telegram 
to  the  High  Commissioner,  not  making 
the  heroic  annoimcement  which  the  Hiffh 
Commissioner  desired,  and  which  he 
said  was  the  only  alternative  to  the 
abandonment  of  the  Protectorate,  but 
saying — 

**  I  informed  you  by  telegraph  yesterday 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  desired  you,  on 
receiving  the  concurrence  of  your  Ministers,'* — 

To  do  what  ?  To  turn  the  freebooters 
out  of  Montsioa's  territory  ?    No ;  but — 

<'to  call  ujfon  the  Government  of  the  South 
African  Republic  to  annul  the  recent  acts  by 
which  it  acquired  jurisdiction  over  the  Chief 
Montsioa,  as  a  violation  of  the  Convention  of 
1884." 

So  that,  after  whole  months  of  delay, 
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being  pressed  by  his  officer  to  come  to 
some  decision  of  eome  kind,  he  at  last 
screws  himeelf  up,  on  the  7th  of  October, 
to  desire  the  South  African  Kepublic  to 
annul  its  recent  acts.  But  the  Iligh 
Commiseioner,  on  the  11th  of  October, 
in  informing  the  Earl  of  Derby  that  the 
Government  of  the  Transvaal  had  an- 
nulled its  recent  acts,  goes  on  thus — 

*'  rraetically,  thi*  withdrawal  leavea  matters 
unehiuiged  in  Moutcioa's  countij,  which  is  in 
poBseBsion  of  the  freehooters  callizig  themselves 
the  Government  of  Goshen,  who  are  parcelling 
o\it  the  land  among;  themaelves.  I  havo  asked 
l^tinisters  what  part  they  will  ho  prepared  to 
take,  and  as  soon  as  I  receive  an  answer  will 
advise  f  ally  a4  to  the  tueaaurea  I  consider  neces- 
aary  for  expelling  marauders.'* 

8ir  Hercules  Eobinson,  two  days  after, 
on  the  i3th  of  October,  sent  a  fidl  and 
perfect  sketch  of  the  measures  he  oon- 
etdered  necessary,  and  on  the  same  date 
he  informed  the  Earl  of  Derby  again 
that  the  Cape  would  do  nothing  except 
what  was  indicated  in  the  Memorandum 
of  July  6th,  that  being  the  answer  they 
had  given  on  the  23rd  of  September, 
fmd  the  answer  from  which  they  had 
never  swerved.  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson 
does  not  seem  to  have  had  faith  in  his 
official  superior,  because^  on  the  14th  of 
October,  he  again  telegraphs  to  the  Earl 
of  Derby,  and  in  his  last  telegram  he 
says — 

*^  I  thlnki  the  Proclamation  having  been 
withdrawn,  the  (government  of  the  South 
African  Republic  should  now  be  informed  that 
Her  Majesty^ s  Government  are  determined  to 
expel  the  freebooters  from  Montsioa's  country, 
if  necessary  by  force  of  arms ;  and  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  exx)ect  the  Government 
of  the  South  African  Kepublic  to  carry  out  in 
good  faith  the  Convention  of  1884/* 

With  that  last  attempt  to  stir  up  the 
mind  of  the  Earl  of  Derby  the  tele- 
graphic correspondence  endst  and  what 
further  despatches  may  have  passed 
since  the  4th  of  October  we  do  not  know. 
But  we  know  one  thing,  and  that  is, 
that  the  Earl  of  Derby,  from  the  6th  of 
September  down  to  the  present  time, 
has  never  yet  made  that  announcement 
which  the  High  Commissioner  at  the 
Oape  says  is  the  ouly  altera  a  tive  to  the 
abandonment  of  our  Protectorate  of 
Bechuaaalaud — an  announcement  to  the 
Transvaal  Government  and  the  free- 
booters, that  the  latter  will,  if  necessary, 
be  expelled  by  force  from  Montsioa's 
territory.  The  Earl  of  Derby  hag 
known  all  these  things.    I  suppose  now 


alter  what  has  been  stated  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  he  will  de- 
fend the  course  which  has  been  taken, 
and  say  that  tht*re  has  been  no  unneces- 
sary delay;  but  I  should  like  to  hear 
the  argument  by  which  he  justifies  it. 
The  position  of  the  Transvaal  waa 
known  to  the  Earl  of  Derby  on  the  6th 
of  September.  After  more  delay  up  to 
October  11th,  he  knew  that  the  Pro- 
clamation waa  withdrawn ;  but  he  knew 
that  matters  remained  just  as  they  were, 
and  he  has  been  pressed  three  or  four 
times,  as  I  have  shown,  in  telegrams 
from  Sir  Hercules  Eobinson,  to  make 
the  announcement  which  would  pledge 
the  British  Government  to  the  restitu- 
tion of  the  land  taken  by  the  free- 
booters, and  that  announcement  he  has 
never  yet  made.  One  thing  is  perfectly 
clear,  and  that  is,  that  the  views  of  the 
Cape  Government  and  the  views  of  the 
British  Government  are  directly  opposed 
in  this  matter.  The  Cape  Government 
have  now  gone  upon  a  sort  of  JRoving 
Commission  to  Kooi-Qrond  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  terms  with  the  free- 
booters— of  settling  matters  with  them 
as  they  settled  with  the  freebooters  of 
StelJaland,  and  of  leaving  them  in  the 
same  way  to  remain  in  possession  of  a  por- 
tion of  Montsioa*s  territor}%  persuading 
Montsion  to  agree  to  allow  the  matter  to 
be  patched  up  in  some  sort  of  way  or 
other.  The  policy  of  the  High  Com- 
missioner is  to  declare  to  the  f reebootei^s 
and  to  the  whole  world  that,  couU  qui 
cQute^  the  Biitish  Government  will  turn 
these  men  out  of  Montsioa's  territory, 
and  restore  him  to  his  possessions. 
I  have  said  enough  to  show  the  House 
that  this  is  an  important  matter  and 
an  urgent  matter.  It  is  very  im- 
portant and  urgent  as  regards  Mont- 
sioa.  His  three  months'  enjoyment 
of  our  protection,  and  his  two  months 
in  the  hands  of  his  enemies  in  ab- 
solute subjugation  to  them,  must  make 
him«  at  all  events,  somewhat  impatient 
at  the  decision  of  the  dilatory  Earl  of 
Derby*  But  important  as  this  question 
is  in  regard  to  Montsioa,  I  think  it  is 
ten* fold  Diore  important  as  regards  our 
own  position  in  reference  to  South  Africa. 
The  Earl  of  Derby,  before  the  deputa- 
tion which  waited  upon  him  yesterday, 
made  use  of  some  very  brave  words ;  but 
they  were  very  general  words,  and  did  not 
pledge  him  to  any  particular  or  specific 
line  of  policy.     But  I  do  not  think  that 
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owe  poaition  in  Soutli  Africa  can  be 
maintained  now  by  mere  brave  words. 
The  incidtiDta  which  I  have  described  to 
the  House  show  that  our  authority  and 
our  protection  have  been  scoffed  at  and 
trampled  upon,  not  only  by  the  South 
African  Bepublic,  but  even  by  the  little 
Eepublic  of  Goshen.  Our  allies,  imme- 
diately  after  our  protection  has  been 
accorded  them,  have  been  slaughtered 
and  subjugated.  Our  protection  has 
proved  utterly  futile,  and  our  promises 
to  these  Native  Chiefs  have  been  igno- 
miniously  broken.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, Mr.  Speaker.  I  think  I  am  jus- 
tified in  asking  the  House,  for  the  sake 
of  the  preservation  of  the  honour  and 
interests  of  Great  Britain^  to  address 
Her  Majesty  in  the  words  of  which  1 
have  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  inaert  in  the  nmtli  paras^raph,  after  the 
words  **  us,"  the  words  **  humbly  to  express  our 
regret  that  Her  Majesty's  GoverDmeat  should 
havo  ftssnmed  a  formal  protectorate  over  Bechu- 
anahind  without  taking:  effectual  precautions  to 
prevent  Montsioa  from  hoi ng;  conquered  by  free- 
hooters  domiciled  und  orja^anised  in  the  Trans, 
raal  under  the  sanction  of  its  Government : 

*'And,  further^  to  express  our  regret  that, 
after  Her  Jlajesty'a  Govcniiuicnt  had  received 
full  information  of  the  forcible  appropriation 
of  Montaioa's  land  by  the  Rooi-Grond  free- 
booters, dtday,  greatly  increaeiug  the  difficultiea 
of  any  settlement,  has  been  permitted  to  take 
place  in  announuTng  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  turn  out  the  freehooters, 
by  force  if  necessary,  from  the  territory  under 
Her  Majeety^s  protection,'* — {Mr.  Oorst.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'^ 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  The  hon- 
and  learned  Member  was  certainly  right 
in  saying  that  the  matter  is  one  which 
contains  important  points,  and  my  an- 
swer is  that  Her  Majesty^s  Govern- 
ment have  already  dealt  with  all  thoee 
important  points,  and  that  it  is  not 
necessary  to  enter  at  any  length  into 
the  other  matters  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  I  shall 
therefore  answer  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  very  shortly.  The  first  part 
of  the  h on,  and  learned  Member's  speech 
was  devoted  to  what  he  called  the  first 
three  mrinths  of  the  period  over  which 
these  Papers  extend,  and  he  worked 
upon  the  feelings  of  the  House,  and  no 
doubt  would  succeed  in  working  upon 
the  feelings  of  people  outside,  by  read* 
ing  a  harrowing  account  of  what  these 
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freebooters  have  done  during  that  period, 
I  am  not  here  at  this  Table  to  say  that 
those  accounts  are  not  harrowing ;  I  am 
not  here  to  say  that  the  Transvaal  Go- 
vernment have  done  all  that  they  ought 
to  have  done;  but  what  I  am  here  to 
soy,   and  what  I   do  say,  is  that   Her 
Majesty* 8  Government  are  not  to  blame 
for  what  has  taken  place  during  those 
three  months.    The  position  assumed  by  i 
Her   Majesty's   Government   was    that  I 
they,   having    concluded   a   Conventioaj 
with  the  Transvaal  Government,  wlxick^ 
they  had  every  reason  and  every  right 
to  look  upon  as  a  Convention  that  would  J 
be  observed,  proposed  to  declare  a  Pro^l 
tectorate  over  the  territory,  and  to  pro-  ^ 
vide  the  force  necessary  for  maintaining 
the  police  required  to  keep  order  in  that 
territory.      The  position   we   assumed, 
with  the  full  consent  of  this  House,  re-  j 
lated  only  to  matters  of  police.     Id  con- 
junction and  consultation  with  Sir  Her- 
cules Robinson,   we  selected  Mr.  Mac- 
kenzie to  go  out  as  Deputy  Commissi  oner,  I 
and  in  concert  with  Sir  Hercules  Robin* 
son  and  Mr.  Mackenzie,  it  was  settle 
before  they  left  England  what  was  thd^ 
force  which,   in  their  opinion,   waa  re- 
quired to  maintain  order  on  the  border 
of  the  territory.    Sir  Hercules  RobinsoB 
and   Mr.  Mackenzie  went  out  to   that 
country  armed  with  full  power  to  raisal 
the   force   which    had  been   settled   aa 


being  the  necessary  force,  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty s  Government  have  refused  no  de- 
mand made  by  the  High  Commissioner 
for  the  means  of  carrying  out  the  ar-, 
rangement  thus   entered    into.     It   ispj 
no  doubt,  quite  true,  as  the  hon,  anc 
learned  Member  says,  that  this  force 
was  not  ready  and  fully  organized  until'' 
the  end  of  June  or  the  1st  of  July;  but 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  not  re- 
sponsible for  that.     They  could  not  un- 
dertake to  order  about  a  police  force  in 
local  districts  thousands  of  miles  away. 
They  left  it  in  the  hands  of  men  on  tbaJ 
spot,  who  knew  the  local  r€quirement8p| 
and  were  acquainted  with  the  local  cirn 
cumstances,  to  arrange  the  working  of 
the  force.     In  justice  to  Sir  Herculea 
Robinson  and  Mr.  Mackenzie,  I  have  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  Houseto-day  acopy  of 
the  telegrams  with  respect  to  the  raising 
of  the  Bechu  anal  and  police  force,  so  as  ( 
ahow  the  difficulties  they  had  to  contend 
with  in  raising  that  force.     There  wer 
difficulties  both  in  regard  to  horses, 
coutrements,    and  the    raising    of  thf 
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meDf  and  this  Correspondence  bad  been 
omitted  from  the  other  Papers;  but 
when  I  saw  the  question  was  going  to 
be  raised^  I  thought  it  was  rij^ht  that 
the  telegrams  which  had  passed  betweea 
Her  Majesty^s  Government  and  Mr, 
Mackenzie  should  be  publishedj  so  as  to 
show  the  difficulties  which  had  to  ho  con- 
tended with  in  getting  the  force  togethf^r. 
Mr.  Mackenzie  went  up  to  Montsioa's  ter- 
ritory,  and,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber sajfli  up  to  the  time  of  his  arrival 
comparative  peace  bad  existed  there. 
From  the  moment  of  his  arrival  tbe 
attacks  on  Montsioa  began,  and  there 
was  no  police  force  there  to  protect  him. 
Mr,  Mackenzie  knows  the  country  far 
better  than  we  do,  and  he  had  complete 
discretion  to  go  as  far  as  he  liked  to  go, 
and  to  proclaim  a  Protectorate  whenever 
he  thought  it  would  be  most  useful  to 
proclaim  that  Protectorate.  If  Mr. 
Mackenzie  thought  it  better  not  to  wait 
for  the  presence  of  an  organized  j>olice 
force,  but  to  proclaim  tlie  Protectorate 
and  to  go  up  himself  to  Montsioa*8  house 
without  a  police  force,  I  am  not  going 
to  criticize  his  acts.  These  are  the  cir- 
cumstances which  bave  occurred,  and  it 
IB  very  easy  to  be  wise  after  the  event. 
As  far  as  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  concerned,  they  undertook  to  pro- 
vide that  force  which  the  Deputy  Com- 
missioner and  tbe  High  Commissioner 
considered  indispensable.  Everj'  facility 
was  given  by  Her  Majesty's  Goyernment 
for  the  raising  of  the  force,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government  regretted  the  cir* 
cumstances  that  prevented  the  force  from 
being  raised  as  rapidly  as  they  expected. 
It  appeared  that  it  would  take  two  or 
three  months  to  organize  that  force,  and 
if  Mr.  Mackf^Dzie  had  stood  by,  and  had 
delayed  proclaiming  a  Protectorate  until 
the  police  force  was  ready,  I  think  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  would  have 
had  much  more  serious  fault  to  find  than 
he  does  now.  It  was  then,  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  says,  that  the  Trans- 
vaal Government  came  upon  the  scene. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  has  con- 
demned the  Colonial  Office  for  having, 
when  it  came  to  tbe  conclusion  that  force 
must  be  used — a  forcible  demand  made 
upon  the  Transvaal  Government  to  with- 
draw their  Proclamation — the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  complains  that  we  did 
not  send  direct  to  the  freebooters,  but 
sent  direct  to  the  Transvaal  Government. 
AVaa  it  not  natural  that  Her  Majesty's 


Government  should  communicate  with 
the  Government  of  the  Sovereign  State, 
and  not  with  mere  individuals  ?  I  have 
yet  to  learn  that  when  the  Sovereign 
State  comes  forward,  acting  as  a  State, 
that  we  are  to  pass  by  an  act  of  a  Sove- 
reign Power,  and  to  address  ourselves  to 
certain  individuals  who  may  bo  acting 
under  the  control  of  that  Sovereign 
Power.  It  seems  to  me  that  Her  Ma- 
j»*8ty's  Government  were  bound,  when 
they  had  these  facts  brought  before 
them,  to  take  immediate  notice  of  them, 
and  to  tall  upon  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment to  withdraw  from  the  attitude  it 
had  assumed.  As  soon  as  that  Govern- 
ment had  withdrawn  from  the  position 
it  assumed,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
proceeded  to  announce  their  intention  a 
in  reference  to  the  freebooters.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  says  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  never  yet 
announced  their  intentions.  I  am  per- 
fectly astonished  at  that  statement.  It 
seems  to  me  that  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment  have  been  doing  nothing  for  the 
last  fortnight  or  three  weeks  except 
announcing  their  intentions  by  their  acts. 
They  have  already  announced  in  this 
House  that  Sir  Charles  Warren  is  going 
out  as  Commissi  on  ner,  and  I  have  read  the 
telegram  announcing  that  he  is  going 
out.  Let  me  take  this  Blue  Book. 
What  is  thereon  page  139?  I  find 
there  a  telegraphic  despatch  from  the 
Earl  of  Derby  to  Sir  Hercules  Robinson, 
dated  October  18,  in  which  he  says — 

*♦  I  have  iha  honour  to  acquaint  you  tBat  I 
bave  had  before  me  your  despatch  of  the  1 7th 
I  of  September,  txansmitting  a  oommumcation 
from  the  State  Secretary  of  the  South  African 
Republic  respecting  the  action  of  the  State  with 
regard  to  the  marauderain  Mont«ioa*8  temtory, 
I  fail  to  ace  in  the  ar^umente  in  this  despatch » 
or  in  the  action  taken  by  th«  GoTemraontof  the 
Republic,  anything  which  can  alter  Uis  view 
which  Iler  ^^fajeaty's  Govornmont  have  taken, 
ihat  the  RopubUc  should  be  held  rcaponaible  for 
any  exponsea  which  may  be  incurred  in  ex- 
poUiug  and  puniahing  theao  marauders." 

The  fact  is,  that  if  hon.  Members  expect 
to  have  every  Paper  laid  on  the  Table 
the  day  it  is  sent  away*  I  can  only  aay 
that  that  would  be  a  very  novel  thing. 
This  Blue  Book  ia  really  brought  up  to 
the  23rd  of  October,  On  the  22nd  of 
October  the  Earl  of  Derby  sent  a  tele- 
gram to  Sir  Hercules  Eobinson,  tho 
last  paragraph  of  which  referred  to  the 
telegram  from  Sir  Hercules  Robinson 
to  the  effect  that  an  intimation  should 
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be  conveyed  to  the  South  African  Re- 
public that  steps  would  be  taken  against 
the  freebooters.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  complained  that  that  tele- 
ram  haa  not  been  answered. 
Mr.  OORST  ;  Upon  what  date  was  it 
received  ? 

Mn.  EVELYN  ASHLBY  :  It  was  re- 
ceiyed,  I  think^  about  the  second  week 
in  October. 

Mk.  GORST  :  On  the  1 7th  ? 
Me,    EYELYN    A8KLEY:  Yes  j   I 
think  it  was.     The  reply  forwarded  on 
the  22nd  states — 

^*  Referring  to  yoar  t^^Iegranij  I  approve  of  the 
suggested  communication  with  the  Government 
of  the  South  African  Repuhlic/' 

That  was  the  instruction  sent  to  Sir 
Hercules  Robinson  to  commumcate  to 
the  Transvaal  Grove rnment.  On  the  29th 
of  October  we  telegraphed  to  Sir  Her* 
cules  Robinson  saying  that  Sir  Charles 
Warren  had  been  selected  as  Special 
Oommissioner  of  Bechuan aland,  and 
giving  directions  as  to  what  steps  should 
be  taken.  Therefore,  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
follow  what  the  hon,  and  learned  Gen* 
tleman  means  by  saying  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  made  no 
announcement  or  declaration  of  their 
intention  to  use  force  if  necessary. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member^  when 
the  next  Blue  Book  comes  out,  which 
I  expect  will  be  Tory  shortly,  will 
see  all  that  we  have  done;  but  I  can 
assure  him  that  there  has  been  no  dela^^ 
in  sending  out  information  as  to  the  in- 
tentions of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
With  regard  to  the  delay  which  the  hon, 
and  learned  Member  has  montioued  be- 
tween the  first  receipt  of  the  news  of  the 
action  of  the  Transvaal  Government  and 
the  final  telegram  of  the  7th  of  October, 
in  which  Her  Majeaty^s  Govemmoiit 
called  upon  the  South  African  Republic 
to  withdraw  from  the  position  they  had 
assumed,  I  may  shoi-tly  say  that  the 
question  was  a  very  delicate  and  a  very 
critical  one.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  making  up  their  minds  to  a  step 
which  might  lead  to  very  serious  conse- 
quences in  South  Africa^  and  which  re- 
quired to  be  very  deliberately  oouBidered, 
and,  first  of  all,  they  were  anxious  to 
ascertain  from  the  High  Commissioner 
what  the  circumstances  of  the  Gape  Go- 
vernment were.  Considering  the  gravity 
of  the  step  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vemmeat  have  taken,  nobody  can  fairly 
say  that  three  or  four  weeks  was  a  long 
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time  to  take  in  the  sottlement  of  a 
matter  of  this  kind.  It  is  now  quite 
clear  what  steps  Her  Maje8ty*8  Go- 
vernment intend  to  take.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  must  remeuilu^r 
that  this  is  not  a  Dei>artmental  matn  r, 
but  a  matter  which  must  be  settled  and 
considered  by  the  Ministry  as  a  Cabinet. 
I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  detain  the 
House  any  longer  on  those  questions. 
As  to  the  first  part»  we  say  that  we  did 
all  we  could  be  expected  to  do ;  and  as 
to  the  second  part,  we  say  that  there  has 
been  no  greater  delay  than  was  necessary 
under  the  gravity  of  the  circumstances. 
Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
ily  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham  (Mr,  Gorst)  has,  I 
think,  notwithstanding  the  debate  which 
took  place  the  other  day,  done  good 
service  in  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House  and  the  country  to  the  new  light 
thrown  upon  this  question  by  the  Blue 
Book  recently  published.  I  cannot  agree 
with  the  defence  which  ih^  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down  has  made — 
namely,  that  a  great  deal  of  the  speech 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  a 
matter  of  past  naiTative,  and  that  It  is 
easy  to  bo  wise  after  the  event.  We  have 
heard  that  before  in  reference  to  South 
African  affairs ;  and  although  we  do  not 
wish  to  renew  the  debate  of  Wednesday 
last,  or  to  repeat  the  arguments  I  and 
many  others  addressed  to  the  House  in 
support  of  the  view  which  has  again 
been  presented  this  evening  on  fuller 
information  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  yet  I  think  the  opinion  of  the 
country,  after  reading  the  debate  of 
to-night,  in  addition  to  the  debate 
which  took  place  last  Wednesday,  will 
be  diametrically  opposed  to  that  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  on 
behalf  of  Her  Majesty *8  Government, 
We  do  complain,  not  only  on  this  aide, 
but  on  all  sides  of  the  House,  that  dar- 
ing the  last  few  months  the  sufferinga 
of  Montsioa  have  been  mainly  due 
to  the  delay  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  making  the  Protectorate 
a  reality.  Her  Majesty*s  Government 
are  absolutely  responsible  for  the  failure 
to  make  it  a  reality,  because  they  cannot 
throw  upon  Sir  Hercules  Robinson, 
or  Mr,  Mackenzie,  the  responsibility  of 
the  delay  in  the  organization  of  the  police 
force  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
alluded  to  again   this    evening.     They 
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cannot,  bj  casting  the  reaponsibility  of 
this  delay  upon  their  subordinates,  re- 
lieye  thenQBelves  from  the  charge  of 
having  failed  to  carry  out  their  own 
proTnises  to  Parliament.  My  object  in 
addressing  the  House  this  evening  is 
rather  to  call  attention  to  the  future 
than  to  the  past.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther my  hon,  and  learned  Friend  intends 
_to  divide  the  House  upon  his  Amend- 
ment; but  I  apprehend  that  he  has 
jjroposed  it  with  the  idea  of  calling  atten- 
tion  to  the  subject  rather  than  with  any 
wish  to  divide.  It  does  seem  to  mo  that 
the  Papers  contained  in  the  Blue  Book 
last  presented  justify  us  in  viewiug  the 
future  in  a  graver  light  than  before^ 
because  they  appear  to  hold  out  much 
less  hope  of  a  peaceful  settlement  than 
that  put  forward  by  the  Earl  of  Derby 
epeaking  on  behalf  of  the  Government. 
Now»  I  think  my  hon.  aud  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst) 
very  properly  remarked  tliat  every  day 
■which  passes  makes  the  settlement  of 
this  question  more  and  more  difficult. 
This  delay,  which  is  not  the  delay  of  one 
month,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  just 
stated^  but  of  something  like  two  mouths, 
in  taking  active  measures,  has  already 
enabled  these  freebooters  practically  to 
possess  themselves  of  the  territory  of 
this  unfortunate  Chief.  Every  day  makes 
that  posseasion  more  secure,  and  gives 
ime  for  them  to  be  strengthened  by  the 
iddition  of  other  peraous  of  the  same 
bharacter.  Sir  Hercules  Robinaon  has 
stated  what  in  his  opinion  is  necessary 
for  their  removal  by  force — namely, 
1|200  troops;  but  it  is  highly  proba bis 
that  if  there  is  further  delay  that  force 
will  have  to  be  materially  increased.  We 
have  not  yet  received  any  definite  state- 
ment from  Her  MaJesty^s  Government 
^Bfts  to  the  precise  measures  that  are  to  be 
^Kaken.  I  thought  just  now  that  the 
^Rjnder  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Oolo- 
^Mdtes  was  going  to  tell  us.  He  alluded  to 
H'Jk  telegram  which  had  been  sent  on  the 
B'SQth  of  October,  informing  Sir  Hercules 
Robinson  of  the  appointment  of  Sir 
Charles  Warren  as  Special  Commisaiouer 
to  Bechuan aland,  and  giving  directions 
as  to  what  steps  should  he  taken.  He 
did  not  read  that  telegram,  or  we  might 
have  been  informed  what  steps  were  to 
be  taken.  So  far^  the  only  step  before 
us  is  that  Her  Majesty *8  Government 
have  decided  on  giving  permission  to  the 
Cape  Government  to  attempt  to  settle 
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the  matter  by  peaceful  negotiations,  and 
we  have  seen  in  the  newspapers  this 
morning  a  statement  that  two  of  the 
most  prominent  Ministers  of  the  Cape 
Ministry  are  about  to  set  out  for 
Bochuanaland  in  order  to  make  that 
attempt.  What  I  am  anxious  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  particu- 
larly is  the  opinion  which  has  been  ex- 
pressed in  these  Papers  by  Sir  Hercules 
Robinson,  whose  authority  everyone  will 
admit,  on  the  probable  success  or  failure 
of  such  an  attempt  as  this.  First 
of  all,  let  us  remember  what  the 
view  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
18  as  to  the  result  which  should 
be  aimed  at.  I  take  it  that  I  shall  be 
justified  in  saying,  from  tho  opinions 
they  have  expressed  on  this  matter^  that 
they  have  made  up  their  minds — first, 
that  those  persons  among  the  freebooters 
who  can  he  found  guilty  of  such  crimes 
as  are  detailed  in  the  Blue  Books  shall 
be  duly  punished;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  that  the  freebooters  shall  he  re- 
moved from  the  lands  they  have  im- 
properly taken  possession  of,  and  Mont- 
sioa  and  his  tribe  shall  be  restored  in 
full  possession  of  those  lands  of  which 
they  were  in  possession  at  the  time  the 
British  Protoctorato  was  proclaimed. 
That,  however,  is  not  at  all  the  view  of  the 
Cape  Ministry,  so  far  as  I  can  judge  of 
their  view  by  this  Correspondence,  as 
to  what  should  be  effected  by  these 
peaceful  negotiations.  Their  idea  is  the 
possibility  of  the  annexation  of  this 
torritory  of  Bechuanaland  to  the  Cape 
Colony.  I  find  them,  on  the  13th  of 
October,  proposing  that  one  of  them 
should  proceed  to  Bechuanaland  for  the 
purpose  of  communicating  with  its  in- 
habitants, and  endeavouring  to  restore 
order  and  efi'ect  a  peaceful  settlement 
without  the  intervention  of  armed  force. 
And  then,  again,  on  the  ITlhof  October, 
they  say— 

^*They  thought  the  erxpuleion  of  the  roa- 
raudora  by  force  from  Montaioa^a  oountry  would 
eattiil  great  rcffponsibility  on  Uer  l^Iajeaty's 
Government,  and  render  anaexation  diMoolt,  if 
not  impossible." 

They  further  stated  their  opinion — 

^'  That  the  consent  of  the  Goahenites  i« 
absolutely  necessary  to  render  tho  proposed 
annexation  poaaible," 

How  is  it  likely  that  those  people  who 
are  to  be  removed  will  consent  to  their 
removal  from  the  very  territory  which 
they  have  wrongly  appropriated  in  de- 
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fiance  of  Her  Majesty *s  Govornment? 
What  does  Sir  Hercules  Robinson  say 
npon  this  point  ?  I  think  his  observa- 
tions are  woll  worthy  the  consideration 
of  the  House,  and  that  they  deserve 
greater  attention  than  they  appear  to 
have  received  from  Her  Majesty^s  Go- 
vernment. Sir  Hercules  Robinson  says — 
"  It  (ippcars  to  m©  this  (the  proposal  of  the 
Cspe  Government)  is,  in  effect,  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty* a  Government  should  nuHpend  all  opera- 
tions and  withdraw  the  Imperial  authorit7  from 
tlio  Protectorst©  while  the  Cape  Ministers  pro- 
ceed without  any  responaihility  on  a  tour  of  in- 
spection and  inquiry.  I  do  not  think,  in  the  ab* 
aence  of  any  evidence  of  foree,  Ministers  would 
have  the  slightest  chance  of  effecting  an  arrange- 
ment which,  asregards  Montaioa's  country,  would 
be  satisfactory  to  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
The  result  would  bo  that  three  valuable  months 
would  be  lost,  the  Goahenites  would  become 
settled  in  the  posaesiiion  of  Monteioa^s  country, 
and  the  Protectorate  would  revert  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  a  worse  position  than  it 
10  at  present/* 

He  goes  on  to  eay — 

**  Again^  it  appears  to  mo  necessary  for  the 
vindication  of  Britiah  honour  and  authority 
that  the  marauders  bo  removed  from  the  lands 
which  were  in  possession  of  Mont«ioa  when  he 
was  formally  taken  under  Bnlish  protection, 
Th^,  I  feel  ooniTnced,  can  now  only  be  effected 
by  force,*' 

Well,  Sir,  that  is  the  opinion  of  Sir 
Hercules  Robinson ;  but,  Sir,  the  Earl 
of  Derby  appears  to  have  declined  to 
accept  that  opinion^  and  to  have  pre- 
ferred that  of  the  Cape  Government, 
I  think  that  the  Earl  of  Derby  must 
have  sent  some  telegram  to  the  Cape 
Government  requesting  their  mediation 
in  the  matter.  [Mr*  Evklyi?  AsniiEY  : 
No.]  Well,  but  wait  a  moment  On 
the  first  day  of  the  meeting  of  I^arlia- 
ment,  the  Earl  of  Derby  said — 

'  *  The  Cape  has  offered  to  negotiate  with  the 
Boers,  and  believe  that  they  can  obtain  a  peace- 
able departure  from  that  country.  W©  have 
telegraphed  that  they  are  free  to  cany  ont  their 
negotiations.** 

That  telegram  does  not  appear  in  these 
Papers,  and  I  should  very  much  like  to 
know  the  terms  of  that  telegram  and  the 
precise  instructions  the  Earl  of  Derby 
gave  on  the  point.  Sir  Heroules  Robin- 
son suggested — 

*'  That  the  Cape  Ministers  should  be  told  that 
no  arrangements  will  be  satisfactory  which  do 
not  secure  for  Montaiou  and  his  tribe  the  lands 
which  were  in  their  use  and  occupation  in  May 
last  when  they  were  formally  taken  under 
Bntiah  protection/* 

That  is  the  view  which  I  understand 
to  be  accepted,   and  which  I  am  oon- 
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vinced  will  bo  the  opinion  of  Farliameni 
and  of  the  whole  country.  But  do  the 
Cape  Ministry  understand  that  this  is 
arrangement  they  are  to  endeavour 
secure,  and  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern-^ 
ment  will  be  satisfied  with  nothing  less? 
Because,  if  they  do,  I  confeea  I  am 
surprised  at  the  views  they  have  them- 
selves expressed  in  regard  to  the  unde 
taking  of  these  negotiations.  The  Ca 
Ministry  can  hardly  expect  to  be  able  ti 
remove  the  freebooters  from  Bechuan 
land  without  force  after  what  they  ha^ 
stated  on  the  subject.  If,  on  the  othi 
hand,  the  Cape  Government  are  und" 
the  impression  that  they  can  make  soi 
kind  of  aiTangement  for  the  annexatioi 
of  this  territory  which  should  not  saf< 
guard  the  interests  of  those  Natives  w' 
have  been  directly  taken  under  i 
British  Protectorate,  and  who  ai 
therefore,  in  an  exceptional  positi<  _ 
then  they  must  intend  to  make  som( 
arrangement  which  will  not  secure  thi 
the  views  stated  in  this  House  by  Hi 
Majesty's  Government  shall  be  cai 
ried  out.  If  this  is  in  contemplatioi 
it  would  be  a  surrender  of  the  whol 
Protectorate,  and  the  most  fatal  act  that 
the  Government  could  be  guilty  of 
towards  the  Natives  of  South  Africa* 
I  hope  we  shall  have  some  statement  on 
this  point  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
man  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Tra' 
which  will  assure  us  whether  the  inte 
tiona  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
thoroughly  accepted  and  understood  b 
the  Cape  Ministry,  and  whether  it 
the  resolution  of  Her  Majesty's  Gover 
meet  to  carry  out  the  punishment  of  t^ 
criminals,  to  remove  the  freebooters, 
not  to  lose  a  moment  in  making  tl 
necessary  military  preparations  for  th< 
use  of  such  force  as  may  be  required 
am  convinced  that  if  this  is  not  clear] 
laid  down,  the  time  is  much  nearer  thj 
we  think,  when,  notwithstanding 
words  of  the  Earl  of  Derby,  we  shall 
have  to  encounter  a  most  serious  struggle 
in  South  Africa,  if  we  are  to  maintain 
British  authority  in  that  country. 

Mr,  OHA^^IBERLAIN:  Sir,  in  the 
romaidfs  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  just  addressed  to  the  House  he  stat6<l 
that  he  was  unable  to  acquit  Her  Ma« 
jesty's  ^  Government  of  blame  in  tbifl 
matter,  and  that  the  House  had  a  right 
to  complain  that  during  the  past  thre© 
months  there  had  been  great  delay  on 
their  part   iu  coming  to  the  rescue 
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'  Monteioa,  But  if  I  may  venture  to 
make  a  complaint,  it  would  be  that  the 
Gentlemen  who  have  addressed  the 
House  on  this  question — the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Go  rat)  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  jnet  eat  down — have  seemed  to 
ignore  tlie  real  difficulties  of  the  eitua- 
tion.  Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  had  bo  great  experience  in  reference 
to  South  .Mrican  questions,  that  I  am 
Bure  he  knows  it  is  not  the  easy  busioees 
which  it  would  appear  to  the  House  to 
be,  if  we  had  to  take  account  of  nothing 
eliae  than  has  been  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham, 
If  it  were  merely  a  question  of  punishing 
a  few  hundreds  of  marauders  and  border 
ruffians  who  Lad  committed  grave  out- 
rages, even  in  a  distant  territory^  then 
there  would  have  been,  I  admit,  no 
excuse  for  the  delay  which  has  taken 
place,  and  the  matter  would  have  been 
one  which  the  power  of  the  Government 
ought  long  ago  to  have  sot  right.  But 
I  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — 
he  knows  that  behind  this  difficulty  of 
the  marauders  there  are  great  and  serious 
Imperial  questions  which  even  a  great 
Power  like  this  cannot  contemplate 
raising  without  the  gravest  deliberation. 
Behind  these  border  ruffians  there  may 
be,  unless  the  greatest  caution  is  ex- 
hibited in  dealing  with  them,  the  whole 
feeling  and  power  of  the  Transvaal 
State  and  the  Free  State,  and  bebind 
them  the  whole  power  of  the  Dutch 
population  of  South  Africa*  If  we  were 
to  be  set  face  to  face  with  these,  although 
I  do  not  say  we  might  not  come  vic- 
toriously out  of  the  tremendous  struggle 
that  might  result  in  that  distant  and 
difEcnlt  country,  yet  we  should  have 
embroiled  the  two  races  in  South  Africa, 
and  disordered  for  an  indefiaite  period 
the  prosperity  and  welfare  of  that 
Colony,  Well,  Sir»  these  are  serious 
questions  which  each  Governmentin  their 
turn  have  had  to  keep  in  mind.  The 
late  Government  went  with  rather  a 
light  heart  into  South  Africa,  and 
they  came  out  of  it,  I  think,  sadder  and 
wiser  men ;  and  they  ought  not  to  blanae 
us  if,  in  the  view  of  possible  events,  we  are 
deliberately  Ion g-su fieri ng  and  patient, 
and  do  all  in  our  power  to  prevent  the 
contingencies  I  bave  alluded  to.  Now, 
the  policy  of  the  Government  is  this — 
that  we  are  determinerJ,  at  all  hazards, 
to  use  our  whole  strength  if  necessary  to 


maintain  the  obligations  we  have  entered 
into.  In  doing  that  we  are  determined, 
if  we  can,  to  proceed  with  the  assont  of 
our  Colonial  fellow-subjects  generally — 
not  of  the  British  population  of  South 
Africa  alone  J  but  with  the  majority  of 
the  Dutch  population  also.  We  have 
endeavoured  by  all  possible  and  reason- 
able means  to  conciliate  the  Dutch  popu- 
lation, and  to  carry  them  with  us  in  the 
extreme  measures  which  It  may  be  neces- 
sary  for  us  to  take.  Well,  Sir,  that  is 
my  justification  of  this  delay.  When  I 
was  speaking  on  this  subject  a  few  days 
ago,  I  had  cnly  a  few  minutes  in  which 
to  explain  myself,  and  it  was  then  im- 
possible for  me  to  make  my  meaning  as 
clear  to  the  House  as  I  wished  it  to  be. 
But  I  repeat  that,  step  by  step,  we  have 
endeavoured  to  carry  with  us  the  Dutch 
population,  and  up  to  this  time  I  am 
able  to  say  that  we  have  been  to  a 
large  extent  successful.  But  the  riglit 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  says  that  the 
views  of  the  British  Government  and 
the  Cape  Government  are  diametrically 
opposed.  [Sir  Michael  Hicks-Be  acii  : 
No,  no.]  Well,  then,  as  that  is  put- 
ting it  too  strongly,  I  will  say  that  even 
now  there  are  differences  between  the 
British  Government  and  the  Cape  Go- 
vernment, The  Cape  Q^iivommeut  is  at 
the  present  time  a  Dutch  Government ; 
it  represents  principally  Dutch  opinion 
in  the  Colony  ;  and^  no  doubt,  they  are 
prepared  to  make  larger  concessions 
to  those  who  are  of  the  same  race 
as  themselves,  than  we  might  be  in- 
clined to  do.  But  we  have  so  far  se- 
cured their  assont  to  our  proceedings, 
that  they  have  agreed  to  take  over  this 
territory  as  part  of  the  Cape  Colony  as 
soon  as  the  fr*.-ebooter8  have  been  re- 
moved from  the  land  which  they  have 
invaded,  and  to  make  such  lirrangements 
as  will  in  future  pre8er\'e  order  in 
the  territory ;  and  in  the  meantime 
they  do  not  resist  the  measures  which 
the  Imperial  Government  may  think 
it  necessary  to  take.  We  have  bet^n 
asked  as  to  the  details  of  the  mission 
intrusted  to  Sir  Charles  Warren, 
That  it  is  a  Military  Mission  I  will 
say,  and  it  will  be  for  the  War  OflBce 
to  state  what  details  can  be  pub- 
lished ;  but  I  am  sure  that  it  will  not 
be  for  the  interest  of  the  State  to  make 
public  the  details  of  the  orders  given  to 
Sir  Charles  Warron.  The  Government 
having  announced  th  eir  intention  of  send- 
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ing  Sir  Charles  Warren  with  a  military 
force  to  maintain  our  ohligations  gene- 
rally, in  the  first  instance,  the  Oape  Go- 
vernment made  an  offer  to  endeavour 
to  negotiate  and  arrange,  if  possible, 
for  an  amicable  settlement.  That  pro- 
posal related  only  to  the  time  during 
which  the  military  preparations  are 
going  on,  and,  of  course,  some  period 
would  elapse  before  Sir  Oharles Warren, 
with  the  force  at  his  disposal,  would  be 
ready  to  act.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have,  therefore,  accepted  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Oape  Government,  subject 
to  these  conditions — that  the  military 
preparations  shall  go  on;  that  active 
military  operations  shall  not  be  delayed 
by  the  action  of  the  Cape  Qt>vernment ; 
that  any  arrangements  which  the  Cape 
Government  may  be  able  to  make  shall 
be  subject  to  the  approval  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and  those  arrange- 
ments shall  of  necessity  comprise  such 
conditions  as  will  practically  restore 
Montsioa  to  the  position  which  he  occu- 
pied when  the  British  Protectorate  was 
announced.  These  are  the  conditions 
under  which  alone  the  Cape  Govern- 
ment will  negotiate,  and  under  which 
alone  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
given  their  approval  to  the  proposal  of 
the  Cape  Government.  If  the  Cape  Go- 
vernment should  be  unsuccessful — and  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  I  rather  share  the 
fears  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  that 
not  very  much  will  come  from  these 
peaceful  negotiations — then  Sir  Charles 
Warren  has  distinct  instructions  to  re- 
move the  freebooters  from  the  land 
which  they  have  unlawfully  occupied, 
and  replace  Montsioa  in  the  position  in 
which  he  was  when  the  British  Protec- 
torate was  announced.  Sir,  I  hope  I 
have  made  perfectly  clear  what  is  the 
position  taken  up  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. Although  we  are  aware  of 
the  diflficulty  and  the  danger  that  will 
have  to  be  faced,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment feel  that  the  obligations  they  have 
undertaken  are  so  sacred  that  there  is 
no  alternative  but  to  carry  them  out 
with  all  the  force  which  the  country  may 
place  at  their  disposal. 

Mr.  GOEST:  I  should  like,  if  the 
House  will  allow  me,  to  withdraw  my 
Amendment  after  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  which  is  quite 
satisfactory. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr,  Chamhrlain 
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Main  Question  pat,  and  agreed  U» 

Committee  appointed^  to  draw  up  an  Addr«w 
to  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  upon  the  nid 
Resolution :  —  Mr.  Staffobd  Howabd,  Mr. 
Summers,  Mr.  Gladstone,  The  Marqaen  of 
Haktinoton,  Secretary  Sir  William  Hae- 
couBT,  Sir  Charles  Dilkb,  Mr.  CHAMBxaLAXir, 
The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Hibbbbt,  Mr.  Osoaa, 
Lord  RicHABD  Grostemob,  and  Lord  Kxmsino- 
TON  :  Five  to  be  the  quorum : — ^To  withdraw 
immediately :— Queen's  Speech  referred, 

THE  ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  THE 
QUEEN'S  SPEECH— REPORT. 

Eeport  of  Address  Irought  %ip^  and 
read. 

Address  read  a  second  time. 

Further  Proceeding  thereon  d€f$rr§d 
till  To-morrow, 

MUNIOIPAL  FBANGHISB   (IBELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mollot,  Bill  to  assimilate 
the  Municipal  Franchise  in  Ireland  to  that  of 
England,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Mollot,  Mr.  Pabnell,  Mr.  Justin  M^Caktht, 
and  Mr.  Richabd  Powbb. 

hiMpreeentedi  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  27.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o'dook. 


HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  5th  November,  1884. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— 5<?«)itrf  Meading 
—Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland)  [9],  de- 
bate  at^ourned. 

MOTION. 


REPRESENTATION  OF   THE  PEOPLE 
BILL. 
Mb.  GLADSTONE:    I  rise,  Sir,  to 
move  the  Motion  which  stands  in  mj 
name — 

**  That  the  several  stages  of  any  Bill  relating 
to  the  Representation  of  the  People  have  pre- 
cedence of  all  Orders  of  the  Day,  except  any 
further  proceedings  on  the  Address  and  Notices 
of  Motion,  on  every  day  for  which  they  may 
be  set  down  by  the  Government." 

I  think  it  might  be  a  matter  of  conye- 
nience  if  it  were  disposed  of  now ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  I  should  not  wish  to 
press  it  if  there  were  objections  taken 
to  it ;  but  I  observe  that  the  two  Gentle- 
men who  have  given  Notice  of  Amend- 
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ments  to  my  Motion  are  both  m  their 
places;    and  I  observe,  also,  that  the 
right  hon,  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  is  now  present.      With  re- 
spect to  the  Motion  itself,  I  think  that 
it  will   bo  rog'arded   by  the   House  in 
general   as  almost    involved,    certainly 
implied,  in  the  announcement  made — 
namely,  that  we  have  advised  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  summon  the  House  together,  in 
order  that  the   House  should  give  its 
consideratfoTi  without  any  avoidable  loss 
of  time  to  the  question  of  the  Reprn- 
sentation  of  the  People — the  Franchise 
Bill.     The  loss  of  time  would  be  enor- 
mous to  the  House  if  that  were  only  to 
be  done  upon  the  days  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Government.     I  desire^  therefore, 
to  propose  that,  whenever  the  Franchise 
Bill,  or  anything  relating  to  the  repi'e- 
aentation  of  the  people,  is  set  down  by 
the   Government,   it   should    take  pre- 
cedence.    The  method  pursued  in  1831 
and  1832,  I  am  bound  to  say,  was  not 
this  method.     At  that  time  there  was 
no   pressure   of    Public   Business  upon 
the  House,  and  the  formal  Motions  were 
allowed  to  pass  formally,  and  the  method 
then  pursued  was  to  postpone  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  from  day  to  day.     Practi* 
cally  the  result  was  the  same  as  it  would 
be  in  this  case.     But,  as  a  general  rule, 
the  Reform  Bill,  and  nothing  but  the 
Beform  Bill,  was  taken.     It  would  not 
have  been  possible  then  to  have  adopted 
a   Motion    of    this    kind,    because    the 
transactions  relating  to  the  Beform  Bill 
were  such  that  it  was  known  that  their 
discussion,    with   its   enormous   details, 
would  last  over  a   long,  a  very  long, 
period,     I   am  far  from  saying  that  if^ 
through   any   unhappy  combination   of 
circumstances,   the    discussion    of   this 
subject  should  be  greatly  prolonged,  a 
Motion  of  this  kind  should  still  remain 
in  force.     Then,  I  think,  it  would  un- 
doubtedly be   necessary   to    modify   it. 
What  T  am  thinking  of  as  the  purpose 
of  this  Motion  is  reallj',  in  the  main,  the 
passing  of  the   Franchise   Bill.      It  is 
greatly  for  the  convenience  of  all  per- 
sons concerned,  and  so  greatly  for  the 
convenience,  I  think,  of  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  that  no  time  should  be 
lost  in  again  bringing  that  Bill  under 
their  notice.     If  that  be  so,  Sir,  I  do 
not  think  that  the  first  Amendment  on 
the  Paper,  for  example,  is  an  Amend- 
ment  that  should    be    adopted.     I   do 
act   see    any  reason   why  the  work   of 
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Wednesdays  should  receive  preferential 
favour    at    the    present   time,    because 
the   Wednesdays    in    the    autumn    are 
not    days  on    which    private  Members 
could  count.     The  House  is  not  called 
together  for  the  purpose  of  transacting 
Business  of  that  kind  ;  and,  at  any  rate, 
until  we  make  a  certain  prop-ess  with 
the  subject  of  Parliamentary  Reform,  I 
should  strongly  deprecate  making  such 
an  exception    as  the  Amendment  pro- 
poses.    If  I  may  presume  to  represent 
to  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  John  Hay)  and  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Warton),  who 
have  given  Notice  of  Amendments,    I 
should  say  that,  in  all  probability,  the 
sort  of  exception   more  likely  to  arise 
would  be  that  which  might  be  deemed 
urgent  by  a  large  portion  of  the  House — 
something,  perhaps,  relating  to'  foreign 
atfairs,  and  in  that  case  a  doeire  being 
expressed  that  the  Bill  should  not  be  set 
down  for  any  day — that,  of  course,  would 
be  a  matter  for  consideration.     But   I 
do  not  see  any  other  way  for  giving  the 
requisite  despatch  to  the  stages  of  the 
Franchise  Bill  than  that  suggested  in 
the  terms  of  this  Motion.     It  is  evident 
that   to  make  the  Motion  from  day  to 
day  would  be  practically  inviting  the 
waste  of  a  great  deal  of  the  time  of  the 
House.  Then,   Sir,  with  respect  to  the 
second  Amendment,  I  can  hardly  think 
that  any  practical  necessity  is  likely  to 
arise  on  a  matter  of  that  kind.     But  if 
it  should  arise,  lean  assure  the  hon,  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr,  Warton)   that 
if  any  important  case  should  occur  in 
which  any  legal  difficulty  were  to  arise 
in  regard  to  the  operation  of  an   Act  of 
Parliament,  that  would  be  undoubtedly 
a  matter  which  ought  to  be  considered 
when   the   time   arrived.      That  is  the 
general  ground  on  which  I  think  that 
the  House  will  feel  that  a  Motion  of  this 
kind  is  reasonable.     But  I  beg  that  it 
may  be  fully  understood  that  I  am  not 
at  present  too  sanguine  in   expressing 
any  confident  hope  that  these  proceed- 
ings may  be  likely  to  be  the  beginning 
«3f  a  long-continued  consideration  of  parts 
of  the  question  of  RefoiTii  other  than  the 
Franchise  Bill.      If  that  were   done,  I 
fully  admit  it  would   be  quite   impos- 
sible for  us  to  ask  the  House  to  pass 
over  the  whole  Business  of  the  House, 
as  is  implied  in  this  Motion.  I  hope  that 
these   intimations    may    be    considered 
satisfaetoiy.    The  subject  is  one  which 
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we  sliould  desire  to  Lave  considered  in 
an  impartial  spint,  and  entirely  with  a 
view  to  the  conveDience  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposedj 

*'  That  the  several  stages  of  any  Bill  rdatiiigr 
to  tho  KepresenUtion  of  the  Peoples  hav©  pre 
cedcnce  of  all  Orders  of  the  Day,  except  any 
farther  pro<!eeding0  on  the  Address,  and  Notic€ia 
of  Motions,  on  every  day  for  which  they  may 
be  set  down  hy  the  Government, '*—(itfr .  Glmi- 
atom,) 

Sm  JOHN  HAY,  who  had  on  the  No- 
tice  Paper  tho  followiag;  Amendment : — 
Line  2,  after  '*  precedence/'  insert  ^*  ex- 
cept on  Wednesdays,"  saidj  that  he  had 
to  ask  the  House  kindly  to  consider  his 
Amendment  in  the  light  of  the  statement 
which  had  just  been  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  '^^dth  reference  to  the  Mo- 
tion itself.  On  that  day  week  it  hadheen 
his  good  fortune  to  be  able  to  set  down 
for  discussion  a  Bill  for  the  Kedifctribu- 
tion  of  Seats — a  Bill  of  the  nature  and 
character  for  the  consideration  of  which 
Parliament  had  been  assembled  at  that 
time  of  the  year.  He  might  state  that 
the  Wednesday  Sittings  were  usually 
devoted  to  private  Members'  Bills,  and 
discussions  took  place  upon  them  with- 
out a  Division  being  necessarily  taken. 
On  account  csf  the  early  closing  Kule, 
Business  of  an  urgent  nature  was  not 
usually  set  down  for  discussion,  because 
it  might  lead  to  no  practical  result.  The 
Bill  in  which  he  was  interested,  and 
which  stood  for  that  day  week,  was  on 
a  subject  which  related  to  the  represen- 
tation of  the  people,  for  the  cousidera- 
tion  of  which  Parliament  had  been  as- 
Bemhled,  and  he  would  have  been  glad 
to  hear  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  they  could  have  had  an  opportunity 
of  having  a  discussion  upon  the  Bill  on 
a  Wednesday  aftercoon,  without  giving 
the  House  the  trouble  of  going  to  a 
Division  on  the  question.  It  was 
a  fair  question — the  redistribution  of 
seats — to  introduce  to  the  House; 
it  was  a  question  which  intererested 
the  country  generaUy,  and  was  one 
which  he  hoped  the  House  would  give 
him  an  opportunity  of  discussing  at 
the  right  time.  Under  these  circum* 
stances,  he  felt  himself  compelled  to 
move  his  Amendment. 

Mr-  STOEEE,  in  seconding  the 
Amendment^  said,  that  having  on  the 
Paper  a  Bill  in  which  great  interest  was 
felt  in  the  country,  he  thought  it  was 
hardly  fair  that  the  Governmeat  should 
monopolize  the  whole  time  of  the  House. 
Mr»  Gladstone 


They  were  brought  together  in  the 
autumn,  at  great  inconveoience  to  them- 
selves ;  and  it  was  but  reasonable  that 
one  day  in  the  week,  at  least,  should  be  set 
aside  for  the  consideration  of  those  mat- 
ters in  which  the  people  took  a  deep  in- 
terest. The  country,  from  one  end  ti 
the  other,  was  sensible  of  the  necessit;^ 
of  something  being  done  with  reference 
to  the  present  state  of  trade  and  agricul- 
ture. He  assured  the  Prime  Minister 
that,  though  he  might  think  there  was 
only  one  subject  which  was  agitating 
the  country,  amongst  the  classes  whom 
he  (Mr.  Storer)  was  well  acquainted , 
and  who  were  supposed  to  be  most  bene- 
fited by  the  passing  of  the  measure, 
there  was  not  the  slightest  feeling  on, 
the  question.  Those  classes,  howevei  ^^ 
did  consider  it  of  tho  greatest  import^ 
ancethat  questions  which  greatly  affected 
their  social  welfare  should  be  occasion- 
ally discussed  in  the  House.  They 
were,  for  instance,  deeply  interested  in 
the  questions  relating  to  trade  and  agri- 
culture, which  were  in  a  fearful  state, 
and  those  questions  would  be  shelved, 
and  hon.  Members  would  have  no  op- 
portunity of  bringing  them  before  the 
House,  if  the  Motion  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister should  be  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  word 
*'  precedence,"  to  insert  the  words  *'  ex- 
cept on  Wednesdays."  —  (Admiral  iSir 
John  Hay.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.** 

Sir  STAFFOKD  NOKTHCOTE  :  I 
quite  understand  that  there  is  great 
force  in  the  arguments  of  my  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  behind  me  (Sir  John 
Hay),  that  the  Government  should  not 
ask  the  House  for  the  whole  of  its  time  j 
but  I  am  hound  to  say  that  I  do  no! 
think  that  Wednesday  is,  of  all  otberi 
the  day  which  should  be  considered 
a  private  Members*  day.  Friday  hai 
much  more  of  that  character,  having 
always  been  the  day  on  which  questions 
might  be  raised  on  going  into  Commit- 
tee of  Supply.  At  the  same  time,  I 
quite  recognise  the  desire  of  the  Go- 
vernment—and I  think,  also,  it  will  be 
for  the  convenience  of  the  House — ^that 
we  should  proceed  rapidly  with  the 
Franchise  BilL  But  if  we  pass  the  Ee- 
solution  in  the  form  which  the  Prime 
Minister  now  proposes,  it  may  give  the 
Government  unlimited  power  over  the 
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Business  of  the  House,  and  for  a  yery 
oonslderable  time.  Assuming — I  onlj 
take  it  as  a  possibilitj— that  the  House 
should  not  be  prijrogued,  but  should 
adjourn  before  Christmas,  and  should 
proceed  with  Business  again  in  Feb- 
ruary, this  Resolution  standiog  before 
us  would  give  the  Government  power 
with  regard  to  any  Bill  relating  to  the 
Representation  of  the  People 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  wiU  you 
allow  me?  I  feel  the  force  of  that  ob- 
jection <  The  Motion  has  been  drawu 
with  the  object  of  meeting  the  exigen- 
cies of  a  particular  time ;  and  I  should 
not  in  the  least  oppose  the  insertion  of  a 
limitation  of  the  time  of  its  operation — 
say  **  before  Christmas."  That,  indeedj 
would  be  the  best  way. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NOETECOTE  :  I 
was  going  myself  to  suggest  that  there 
should  be  a  limitation  of  time ;  but 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
**  before  Christmas,"  he  is  still  raalcin;jr 
a  large  demand.  We  must  consider  that 
there  are  matters  of  great  importance 
which  the  House  may  very  reasonably 
desire  to  discuss  ;  and  if  the  Government 
should  obtain  priority  up  to  Christmas 
there  will  be  no  opportunity  of  bringing 
forward  these  subjects.  I  must  point 
out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
others  who  complain  of  the  amount  of 
time  spent  in  di«cu8siDg  the  Address » 
that  many  things  have  been  brought 
forward  on  the  Address  because  there 
would  have  been  no  other  opportunity  ; 
and  the  best  way  to  obviate  such  a  dttfi- 
culty  is  to  treat  the  House  with  reason- 
able indulgence  and  fairness,  and  to 
give  ui  opportunities  of  briogiog  for- 
ward questions  of  importance,  I  do 
not  know  whether  there  is  any  truth 
in  the  report  which  I  heard  yes- 
terday ;  but  I  was  told  that*  with  regard 
to  the  question  of  the  Boyal  Commission 
on  Merchant  Shipping,  it  was  likely 
there  would  be  a  debate.  I  see  the  sub- 
ject stands  for  discussion  on  the  E ©port 
of  the  Address,  If  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  passes,  hon.  Mem- 
bers anxious  to  raise  a  debate  on  the 
composition  o£  tho  Commission  will  be 
obliged  to  do  so  on  the  Report  of  the 
Address,  or  abandon  the  hope  of  having 
fiuoh  an  opportunity  before  Christmas, 
without  the  consent  of  the  Government. 
I  suggest,  therefore,  that  the  priority 
asked  for  should  be  given  for  a  fort- 
night 
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Mh.  GLADSTONE :  Say  a  month; 
the  end  of  November. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  : 
That  I  consider  a  fair  compromise,  I 
folly  admit  with  my  right  hon.  and  gaU 
laot  Friend  that  the  question  is  one  of 
importance;  but,  under  the  circum- 
stances, I  hope  he  will  not  proceed  with 
his  Amendment. 

8m  JOHN  HAY :  I  propose  to  with* 
draw  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  word 
*'  precedeuce,"  to  insert  the  words  ^*  dur- 
ing the  month  of  November/' — (Mr, 
GiadHom, ) 

Question  proposed,  *•  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr,  stoker  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  Prime  Minister  would  afford  hon. 
Members,  whose  Notices  of  Motion  were 
shelved  by  this  Resolution,  an  early  op- 
portunity of  dificuasiug  the  various  g^ues- 
tions  to  which  thev  related. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  :  I  understand  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  state 
to-day  on  what  day  the  promised  state- 
ment would  be  made  with  regard  to  the 
Navy. 

Mil,  GLADSTONE:  No;  I  said  I 
could  not  be  in  a  condition  to  make  any 
arrangement  until  we  saw  our  way 
through  the  stages  of  the  Franchise 
Bill, 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  he 
was  thankful  to  see  that  the  attention 
of  the  Government  had  at  last  been 
awakened  with  respect  to  the  condition 
of  the  first  arm  of  our  defence.  The 
Prime  Minister  would,  perhaps,  pardon 
him  for  touching  upon  tho  matter,  as 
there  was  a  very  strong  feeling  in  the 
country  at  the  present  moment  that 
something  should  be  done,  and  done  at 
once,  to  put  their  Navy  and  their  coaling 
stations  into  a  proper  state  of  defence. 
He  trusted  that,  under  these  circum- 
stances, the  Government  would  not  allow 
the  matter  to  pass  from  their  minds,  ot 
to  be  entirely  swamped  and  swallowed 
up  by  the  discussions  on  tho  Franchise 
Bill.  It  was  true  that  when  the  subject 
waa  last  discussed  on  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates there  were  only  nine  Members 
present.  That,  however,  was  all  changed 
now.  Many  jouruala  of  great  importance 
had  taken  up  the  matter  very  warmly, 
and  only  last  night  he  had  noted  the 
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conversion  of  the  Hon.  Members  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  and 
Perthehire  (Sir  Donald  Currie).  Tbat 
had  boen  very  gratifying*  to  him,  as  it 
showed  that  the  efforts  he  had  made  for 
the  last  seven  or  eight  years  were  at  last 
begfinoing  to  bear  fruit  in  the  House  of 
Commons. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mr.  WARTON  moved  the  following 
Amendment  to  the  Motion  : — 

Line  3,  after  *'  Motions,*'  insert  **  except  No- 
ticea  of  Motion  relating:  to  Bclienies  under  the 
proviflions  of  *  The  Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869/ 
and  amending  Acts/' 

The  hon.  and  learned  G-entloraan  pointed 
out  that  thia  question  wag  one  of  great 
general  interest,  and  had  found  sup- 
porters in  the  hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
Durgh  (Mr.  Buchanan)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  { Mr.  Jesse  Oollingst), 
with  whom  he  rarely  ag^reed  on  any 
subject.  The  Charity  Commissioners 
often  acted  in  a  most  arbitrary  manner; 
and  although  their  proposed  schemes 
w^ere  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House, 
very  great  delay  occurred  in  printing 
them,  and,  as  no  formal  Notice  of  them 
was  given  in  the  House,  it  was  only  by 
great  trouble  and  diligence  that  hon. 
Members  were  enabled  to  ascertain  their 
existenoe  at  all.  These  schemes  were 
often  of  a  very  arbitrary  character,  and 
quite  opposed  to  the  intention  of  the 
founder;  and  therefore  he  trusted  the 
Prime  Minister  would  give  him  some 
facilities  for  noticing  them  aa  they  were 
framed. 

Amendment  proposed, 

After  the  word  **  Motions/*  to  insert  ths 
words  '*  except  Notices  of  Motion  relating  to 
schemes  tinder  the  prorisions  of  *  The  Endowed 
6ohcK)la  Act,  1869/  and  amending  Acts.*' — (Mr, 

Question  proposed,  '^That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
the  request  of  the  hoo,  and  learned 
Member  would  break  up  the  regularity 
of  their  proceedings.  But  the  fact  was^ 
there  would  be  no  impediment  whatever, 
if  ho  wished  to  bring  forward  Motions 
on  the  subject  to  which  he  alluded,  to 
his  doing  so  on  auv  day  he  pleesed. 

Mr,  J,  LOAVTHEB :  After  3  o'clock 
in  the  morning  ? 

Mk,  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not 
think  they  were  likely  to  adopt  a  rule 
to  sit  until  8  o*clock  in  the  morning  on 
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the  Franchise  Bill.  What  he  mea: 
was  that  as  the  Halfpast  12  Rule  did 
not  apply  to  Motions  of  this  kind,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  have 
the  opportunity  of  bringing  them  for- 
ward. Almost  everything  that  ca 
before  the  House  was  of  importance^ 
eluding  the  subject  of  patent  medicines 
and  he  did  not  think  they  should  make 
a  special  rule  with  respect  to  Motions, 
which  could  be  discussed  on  any  night 
in  the  week. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  be  was  glad 
to  hear  the  comforting  assurance  that 
their  labours  were  not  likely  to  be  pro- 
tracted until  the  small  hours  of  the 
morning.  Ho  should  like  that  some 
steps  should  be  taken,  either  by  a  short 
unopposed  Act  or  some  measure,  to  pre- 
vent those  who  wore  interested  in  schemes 
of  the  kind  alluded  to  by  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  being  prejudiced  by  the 
concession  of  time  which  the  House  was 
now  invited  to  give  to  the  Government  j 
bee  an  so  he  thought  the  Prime  Minister 
would  admit  tbat  the  end  of  a  long 
day's  Sitting  was  hardly  a  legitimate 
opportunity  of  discussion  under  the 
Rules  of  the  House.  He  was  in  hopes 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wou  " 
avail  himself  of  this  opportunity  to  stai 
what  was  the  intention  of  tho  draugh 
man  of  his  Motion  in  inserting  the  wo 
— **  any  BUI  for  the  Representation  of  t] 
People."  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
his  observations  that  day,  only  dealt 
with  one  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  negatitfd. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put 

Ordered,  ITiat  the  several  stages  of  any  BiU 
relating  to  the  Representation  of  the  Peopli 
have  precedence,  during  the  month  of  Novem 
her,  of  all  Orders  of  the  Day,  except  any  i\ 
ther  proceedings  on  the  Address,  and  Notii 
of  Motions,  on  erery  day  on  which  they 
set  down  by  the  Gh)vemme]it. 

ORDERS     OF    THE    DAY. 

THE  ADDRESS    IK   ANSWER   TO    THE 
QUEEN'S    SPEECH.— REPORT. 

Further  Proceeding <»n  Report  of  Ad- 
dress remmid,  ^ 

GOVERNMENT  AT  KHARTODM. 
Mr,    ASHMEAD  -  BARTLETT,    _ 
rising  to  move   the   following  Amend* 
ment :  — 

'*  Humbly  to   pray   Her    Majesty  to  din 
Her  Ministers,  in  the  interests  of  &eedom  r 
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oommorce,  and  lor  the  aeciirity  of  Egypt,  to 
efficiently  support  General  Gordon  in  entab^ 
lishiug  a  fltable  and  civilized  Govemmout  at 
Khartoum^^* 

said :  The  debftte  on  the  Address  has 
already  occupied  10  days,  and  of  this 
time  not  two  clear  days  have  been  given 
to  the  consideration  of  Imperial  ques- 
tions. Five  and  a- half  have  been  taken 
up  with  debato  on  the  administration  of 
Criminal  Law  in  Ireland,  against  which 
consumption  of  time  the  G-overnment 
have  made  no  sorions  protest.  [Mr, 
Gladstone:  Oh!]  It  was  only  the 
night  before  last,  on  the  fifth  evening, 
that  the  Prime  Minister  objected  to  the 
prolongation  of  the  debate  ;  but  that 
objection  was  a  very  perfunctory  one. 
The  fact  is,  the  Government  are  too 
fearful  of  the  Irish  Party  to  oppose  any 
serious  resistance  to  them.  One  night 
has  been  given  to  tho  consideration  of 
the  all- important  subject  uf  trade^  and 
this  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
actually  described  as  **  a  waste  of  time." 
One  night  was  taken  up  by  a  debate 
upon  the  revolutionary  incitements  of 
the  same  Minister.  Moreover,  the  Go 
vernment  now  propose  to  monopolize 
every  day,  and  thus  render  it  nece^^aary 
to  debate  Imperial  questions  upon  the 
Address,  With  this  explanation  I  hope 
no  Radical  organ  will  have  the  audacity 
or  the  unfairness  to  blame  me  for  bring- 
ing forward  the  subject  of  this  Amend- 
ment, The  House  wa^  considerably  sur- 
prisedi  and  not  a  little  amused,  at  the 
references  of  the  Prime  Minister  on  the 
first  night  of  the  Session  to  the  Egyptian 
policy  of  the  Government.  Had  our  in- 
formation been  limited  to  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  we  might 
well  have  concluded  that  little  or  no- 
thing unBatisfactory  had  taken  place  in 
that  cormtrj ;  that  General  Gordon  and 
the  Ministry  were  lf>st  in  admiration  of 
each  other;  and  that  the  costly  Expedi- 
tion of  Relief  which  is  now  toiling  its 
weary  way  towards  Khartoum  had  been 
despatched  at  the  right  moment,  with 
the  utmost  forethought,  and  without  a 
day's  hesitation  or  delay.  What  are  the 
facts  with  regard  to  Her  Majesty's  pre- 
sent Ministors  in  Egypt?  Their  con* 
duct  of  affairs  in  two  years  and  a-quarter 
hascost  Egypt  and  Eagland  5  0,000  human 
lives,  It  has  caused  an  expenditure  to 
Egypt  and  to  the  British  Empire  of  close 
on  je  10,000,000  a-piece.  That  enormous 
0um  of  £20,000,000  might  just  as  well 


have  been  thrown  into  the  deep  sea  for 
any  benefit  that  any  people,  creature,  or 
interest  has  derived  from  it.  Neither 
England,  nor  Egypt,  nor  Europe,  neither 
Fellaheen,  nor  Soudanese,  nor  British 
are  any  the  better  for  this  deplorable 
waste  of  resources  and  of  human  life. 
General  Gordon  has  been  cruelly  de- 
serted and  left  to  the  chance  of  fate 
during  six  perilous  months.  Our  old 
ally  of  Constantinople  has  been  alienated 
by  the  injustice  and  persecution  of  the 
present  Government.  Germany  and 
Austria  have  been  driven  from  us  by 
the  affronts  and  blunders  of  our  Minis- 
try. France,  their  boasted  friend,  for 
whom  they  sacrificed  everything,  baa 
been  turned  into  bitter  hostility  to- 
WEurda  us.  And,  most  remarkable  Ne- 
mesis of  all,  the  inventor  of  the  Concert 
of  Europe,  now  sees  the  nearest  approach 
to  that  European  combination  directed 
against  himself.  Continental  Europe 
has  united  in  an  act  of  vigorous  protest 
against  the  financial  repudiation  which 
the  advice  of  the  British  Cabinet  has 
lately  forced  upon  the  Khedive.  That 
protest  has  right  on  its  side.  For  the 
first  time  in  English  history  the  name 
of  this  country  has  been  associated  with 
an  act  of  public  dishone-sty.  The  Khe- 
dive has,  by  the  advice  of  the  Ministers 
of  England,  violated  a  sol^ymn  and  In- 
lernational  Treaty.  The  puppet  of  the 
British  Cabinet  haa  broken  it^  formal 
and  binding  engagements  with  the 
Bondholders  and  with  the  States  of 
Europe  in  order  to  find  the  means  to 
meet  the  liabilities  in  which  the  blind 
and  blundering  policy  of  the  same  Bri- 
ti.gh  Cabinet  has  involved  Egypt.  The 
£8,000,000  or  more  of  extra  Debt, 
which  that  country  has  incurred  since 
July,  1HB2,  are  due  to  the  mistakes  of 
Her  Majesty's  present  Ministers,  and  to 
them  alone,  £4,000,000  are  owing  to 
the  Alexandria  indemnities.  That  lia- 
bility was  incurred  because  the  British 
Government  neglected  the  dictates  of 
common  sense,  and  the  warnings  of 
those  who  knew  Egypt,  and  refused  to 
provide  a  landing  furce  when  Alexandria 
was  bombarded.  A  little  foresight  and 
courage  would  have  preserved  the  city, 
and  ended  the  war  then  and  there.  The 
remaining  £4,000,000  are  due  to  the 
half-hearted  and  ever- shifting  policy  our 
Ministers  have  pursued  with  regard  to 
the  Soudan.  The  horrible  sacrifice  of 
human    life,    the    10,000    and    f>0,000 
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human  souls  that  have  been  there  un- 
timely slain,  the  millions  that  have  been 
sunk  in  that  abyss  might,  for  the  greater 
part,  have  been  saved,  had  the  Indian 
Brigade  been,  as   Sir   Charles  Wilson 
advised,  sent  to  Khartoum  after  Tel  el- 
Kebir.     All  Europe  knows  these  facts. 
Every  Government*  every  organ  of  pubLc 
opinion   among  the   nations,   has   boon 
cryitig  shame  upon  the  British  Cabinet 
for  the  black  scene  of  carnage  and  ruin 
that  has  overwhelmed  Egyptian  territory 
since  their  blasting  touch  fell  upon  that 
unfortunate  country.     ^Vhen,   in  addi- 
tion to  the  disasti*ou8   mifimanagement 
in  Egypt  and  the  Soudan,  the  Khedive 
was  directed  to  break  his  pledges,  and 
violate     the   International  compacts  to 
which   England    also    was    a   party,    in 
order  to  pay  for  the  losses  that  British 
policy  had  inflicted  upon  Egypt,  there 
came  a  general  and  unanimous  protest. 
Other  Governments  still  deem  the  pledge 
of  nations  as  sacred  asthe  word  of  a  gentle- 
man, though  Her  Majesty's  present  Mi- 
uisterM  hold  the  pledges  of  England  at  a 
very  different  estimate.  But  the  details  of 
the  Prime  Minister's  statement  are  even 
more    extraordinary    than    its    general 
purport.      The  Government   were   long 
*^  silent  with  regard  to  General  Gordon, 
because  they  had  nothing  to  say."    They 
had  nothing  to  say  because  they  were 
willing   to  do  nothing;    because,  from 
the  beginning  of  March  to  tlie  end  of 
August,   they    bad   not   tlie  courage  to 
make  up  their  minds  to  take  any  step  in 
support  or  to  relieve  their  gallant  agent. 
According  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman i 
General   Gordon   is   deeply  grateful  to 
the  Cabinet  for  the  aid  they  have  given 
him.     Was  there  ever  such  an  astonish- 
ing perversion   of  the   facts  ?     Not  on 
April  8,  as  the  Prime  Minister  said,  but 
on  March  1 1,  or  barely  three  weeks  after 
his  arrival  at  Khartoum,  before  he  had 
received  an  answer  to  his  suggestions 
and  advice,  it  was  that  General  Gordon 
sent  a  formal  message  of  thanks  to  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring  and  Her  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters,    There   his   gratitude  abruptly 
stopped.     Nor  did  he  after  that  message 
of  March  11,  change  his  policy  and  re- 
commend Zebehr,  as  the  Prime  Minister 
asserts.      Seven  weeks  before  April  8, 
I  Ihe  right  hon.   Gentleman's  date«  and 
three  weeks  before  Mar^h  1 1,  had  Gene- 
ral  Gordon    advised    the    de8|iatch    of 
Zebehr.     From  the  Uth   of  March  to 
this   day   the   Prime   Minister   and  his 
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Colleagues  have  received  from  Gendral  | 
Gordon  nothing  but  indignant  contempt . 
and  most  richly- deserved  reproaches  for  | 
their  shuffling,  their  desertion,  and  their  i 
unworthy   suggestions   that    he   should  \ 
meanly   abandon  those   whom  he   was 
sent  out  to  save.     On  the  16th  of  April^ 
General   Gordon   told  the   Government 
that  henceforth  he  would  act  for  him* 
self— 

'*  I  leav6  to  you,*'  lie  uddod.  **  the  indelible 
disgrace  of  ab&ndonmg  the  garrisons,  with  tho 
certainty  thjit  yoa  will  ovexitually  be  forced  to 
smMh  up  the  Mahdi  Tinder  greater  difficoities/' 

That  certaiuly  every  man  of  sense  has 
long  foreseen;  and  it  is  now  at  hand. 
In  August  once  more,  the  veil  that  for 
^ve  months  concealed  from  our  know- 
ledge those  most  heroic  struggles  and 
the  perils  and  suflferings  of  that  terrible 
siege  was  lifted.  For  a  moment  the 
story  of  the  terrible  dangers,  the  daily 
assaults,  the  marvellous  resourced  of 
that  great  spirit  was  imshrouded.  An- 
other message  from  Khartoum  reached 
the  Government.  Again  the  biting 
words  of  truth  come  from  the  Christiaa 
hero,  whom  you  have  seat  out  unpro* 
tected  to  cope  with^ — 

**  The  tremandous  dangers  that  affected  the 
whole  of  Egypt,  and  countriM  beyond," 

and  whose  every  warning  you  have 
treated  with  contempt. 

'*  You  arc  the  cause  of  all  the  erik  that  havo 
befaUen  Egypt;" 

and^ 

"  If  th(»  rebelfl  kill  th«  Egj-ptians  their  blood 
will  be  upon  yovir  heads,*' 

The  Conservative  Party  maintained, 
during  the  debates  in  April  and  May, 
that  Genei^al  Gordon  was  shut  in  by  the 
Mahdi's  hordes,  and  unable  to  leave 
Khartoum.  It  was,  indeed,  clear  from 
all  the  intelligence  that  came  from  the 
Soudan,  and  especially  from  Mr,  Power, 
that,  owing  to  the  neglect  ol  the  Minis- 
try to  notice  any  of  Generid  Gordon's 
warnings,  the  storm  he  predicted  on 
March  1  had  burst  upon  him,  and  that 
ho  was  completely  beleaguered  in  Khar- 
toum. The  Prime  J^Iinister  deliberately 
took  a  contrary  view  in  face  of  the 
clearest  evidence.  Thus  he  stated  on 
April  3— 

*'  General  Gordon  ia  under  no  oonitraint  and 
uniJer  no  order  to  reroain  in  the  Soudan, 
Neither  is  he  under  any  inability  to  leaye  the 
Soudan  at  this  moment/* 

A  British  officer  sent  out  to  rescue  6f)|000 
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liuman  beings,  under  no  constraint  of 
honour  or  duty  not  to  stand  by  those  he 
went  out  to  save  !  Now,  we  have  in  the 
latest  Blue  Books  the  fullest  evidence 
that  the  Prime  Minister  was  absolutely 
wrong,  and  that  he  had  no  evidence 
whatever  in  support  of  his  fitatementa. 
Thus,  on  July  31,  Gordon  writes  em- 
phatically— 

"  Reading  over  your  telegram  of  th©  6th  May, 
1684,  you  aak  me  to  atata  cause  and  intention  in 
staying  at  Kbartoum»  knowing  Government 
mean*  to  almnd^jn  Boudanf  and  in  andwer  I  sar 
I  itAy  at  Khartoam  because  Arabs  have  shut  ag 
np  and  will  not  let  us  out.  I  alao  add  that  even 
if  the  road  were  opened  the  people  would  not 
le^  me  go  nnlesa  I  gave  them  some  Government 
or  took  them  with  me,  which  I  could  not  do. 
No  one  would  leave  more  willingly  than  I  wonld 
if  it  were  poisible."* 

With  reference  to  the  incredibly  mean 
suggestion  of  the  Grovernment^  that  he 
ehuuld  desert  those  whom  he  was  sent 
out  to  save^  repeatedly  made  by  Ministers 
in  April  and  May,  he  says — 

**  I  thfill  not  leave  Khartoum  till  I  can  put 
someone  in.  I  will  not  leave  these  people  after 
all  thoy  have  gone  through." 

And  to  stamp  his  sease  of  the  shabby 
parsimony  of  the  GoyerDment  which 
denied  liim  all  the  support  he  asked  for, 
though  it  is  now  iovolving  the  expendi- 
ture of  millions  in  a  Eclief  Expedition, 
Gordon  says^ — 

♦*  The  only  reinforcementB  the  Soudan  has 
received  iince  th©  27th  November,  1883,  date 
when  HickB*  defeat  waa  known  at  Cairo,  ia 
seven  persons,  including  mysolf,  and  wo  have 
sent  down  over  (iOO  soldiers  and  2,000  people. 
The  people  here  and  Arabs  laugh  over  it.  Not 
one  pound  of  money  you  gave  me  got  here.  It 
was  captured  at  Berber.^' 

And,  after  telling  the  Government  that 
he  ia  making  some  decorations  to  distri- 
bute among  his  faithful  soldiers  in 
honour  of  the  defence  of  Khartoum,  ha 
adds  these  stinging  words — 

**  You  will  not  be  asked  to  pay  for  them.*' 

The  House  will  remember  the  efforts 
that  were  made  by  some  Members  on 
this  side  to  induce  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters to  send  relief  to  Berber  before  it 
waa  too  late.  The  appealing  telegrams 
that  came  from  the  Governor  and  the 
residents  of  that  unfortunate  place  during 
April  last  are  well  known.  I  will  only 
quote  one  out  of  a  dozen*  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring  telegraphed  a  message  on  April 
23  from  Berber— 

**  We  are  iti  great  dan  get We  have 

only  60  cases  of  ammunition*    Pray  eend  am- 


munition and  troops.  If  Berber  falls  there  is 
no  longer  any  hope  for  Soudan/* 

The  Prime  ^linister  was  then  able,  in 
face  of  the  strongest  evidence  to  the 
contrary,  to  state  that  there  was  no  risk 
of  Berber  sharing  the  fate  of  Sinkat, 
and,  moreover,  that — 

"  The  fall  of  Berber  would  make  no  eisential 
change  in  the  position  of  Khartonm/' 

All  help  was  cruelly  refused,  and  within 
six  weeks  Berber  fell*  General  Gordon 
tells  the  result  in  these  words — 

"  According    to    all   accounts,    6,000    were 
mnssacred  at  Berber  ;'* 

and  he  says — 

*'  Had  not  Berber  fallen  the  route  from  Wady 
Haifa  along  the  Nile  would  have  been  a  picnic.*' 

Thousands  of  women  and  children  were 
carried  olf  into  slavery  by  the  Arabs, 
What  have  the  Government  done  to 
rescue  these  helpless  victims  of  their 
laches  and  delay  ?  Like  the  wives  and 
families  of  the  brave  garrison  of  Sinkat, 
they  have  been  abandoned  to  a  most 
atrocious  servitude.  At  last  the  decision 
was  token,  late  in  August,  to  make  tardy 
preparations  to  do  that  which  should 
have  been  done  in  March  and  ApHh  How 
Ministers  were  able  to  make  up  their 
minds,  even  in  August,  Heaven  only 
knows!  But  I  shrewdly  suspect  that 
pressure  from  Foreign  States  had  much 
to  do  with  it.  Other  Governments  did 
not  regard  the  devastating  invasions  of 
the  barbarous  fanatics  and  slave- hunters 
from  the  Soudan  a8  the  efforts  of 
**  peoples  rightly  struggling  to  be  free.*' 
What  has  this  delay  co&t  England? 
Last  ]\Iaroh,  Gordon  asked  for  the  mere 
prestige  of  200  British  soldiers  at  Wady 
Haifa.  Then  the  fate  of  great  districts 
was  trembling  in  the  balance.  With 
his  vast  and  intimate  knowledge  of  tho 
Boudanese,  Gordon  said  the  prestige  of 
those  200  men  at  Wady  Haifa,  and  five 
officers,  would  cause  the  swelling  revolt 
to  collapse.  This  request,  and  every 
other  suggestion  General  Gordon  made, 
was  treated  with  indifference  and  scorn. 
The  five  officers  were  not  sent,  the  200 
bayonets  at  Wady  Haifa  were  refused 
him.  His  urgent  representations,  those 
of  Cidonel  Stewart  and  of  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring,  as  to  Zebehr,  were  rejeoted. 
The  £200,000  and  the  2,000  Turkish 
troops,  with  which  be  offered  to  restore 
order  in  the  Soudan,  were  also  denied 
him.  No  Indian  troops  were  sent  to 
Berber.  General  Graham's  gallant  Army 


1 003     Address  in  A nstver  to  the    \ COM^[ONS I       QuemU  Sp^tch^ Report.      1 004 


was  not  allowed  to  open  tlie  Berber  road 
in  March.  Tbnt  bloody  and  wanton  Ex- 
pedition waa  hurried  back  from  Suakin 
to  Oairo  without  any  results  except  the 
fruitlesB  slaughter  of  6,000  Arabs.  For 
fiix  months  Gordon  was  deserted,  aban- 
doned,  and  betrayed.  Alone  in  that  re- 
mote and  desolate  region — left  to  face 
treachery  withia  and  the  furious  hordes 
without,  with  no  resources  but  those  of 
his  own  heroic  soul,  and  his  sublime  con- 
fidence in  the  Almighty,  And  now,  at  the 
twelfth  hour,  not  200  British  soldiers,  but 
6^000  bayonets,  are  on  tht?ir  way  to  Khar- 
tonm.  Not  the  £200,000,  for  which 
Gordon  asked  in  March,  are  being  spent, 
but  over  £2, 000^000  are  the  outcome  of 
five  months  of  shirking  and  delay.  The 
Prime  Minister  stated  that  no  dispa- 
raging or  questioning  word  as  to  General 
Gordon  had  passed  from  the  mouth  of 
any  Member  of  the  GoYei*nment.  I  re- 
member how  that  cruel  and  heart  hi  as 
despatch  of  April  23,  which  conveyed 
from  the  Cabinet  their  message  of  aban- 
donment to  General  Gordon »  imparted 
to  him  a  change  of  purpose,  and  a  deli- 
berate perversion  of  his  mission — 

**  Tell  Gordon  we  do  not  propose  to  supply 
hira  with  Turkish  or  other  forces  for  the  pur- 
pose of  undertaking  mihtary  expeditiona,  such 
being  at  varianco  with  the  pacitic  pohcy  which 
was  the  object  of  hia  misMion.*' 

That  was  the  message  sent  to  a  man  who 
the  Ministry  knew  to  be  in  deadly  peril, 
who  waa  sarrounded  by  savage  foes, 
who  had  nothing  but  worthless  and 
beaten  troops  at  his  back,  whose  chief 
lieutenants  had  pix)ved  faithless  to  him, 
who  was  cut  otf  from  all  cf>mttmni cations 
with  the  outside  world,  who  had  warned 
Ministers  repeatedly  and  in  vain  of  the 
coming  storm,  whose  advice  and  re- 
quests they  had  constantly  rejected, 
Gordon *s  last  message  in  March  through 
a  faithful  and  trusted  companion  was — 

**  We  are  daily  expctcting  British  troops  ;  we 
cannot  bring  ourselves  to  believe  that  we  aro 
abandoned  by  the  British  Government,  Our 
existence  dcpondH  upon  England/^ 

Notwithstanding  this,  and  the  full  know- 
ledge of  his  dire  perils  the  Cabinet  sar- 
castically asked  for  more  information, 
and  told  him  that  no  support  would  be 
sent  to  enable  him  to  meet  ^'  the  tre- 
mendous danger  that  affected  Egypt.*' 
There  has  been  no  change,  no  inconsis- 
tency on  Gordon's  part.  You  sent  hina 
out  on  a  definite  mission.  That  included 
the  withdrawal  of  the  22^000  Egyptian 

Mr*  Aihm$ad'BartUtt 


soldiers  anil  the  40,000  civilians  in  the 
Soudan.  Besides,  he  was  to  establish 
an  organized  Government  if  possible. 
He  exhausted  pacific  means.  He  even 
told  you  it  was  necessary  to  recognu© 
slavery.  He  sent  a  message  to  the 
Mahdi.  His  overtures  were  repulsed 
with  insult.  Then  he  warned  you  of 
what  was  coming  —  not  once,  but  20 
times.  On  February  29,  General  Gor- 
don said^ — 

**  There  is  not  much  chance  of  improving,  ftnd 
every  chance  of  getting  worse/' 

He  told  you  that  the 

'*  p€i«cefiil  two-thirds  of  thf»  population  weir* 
terrorized  over  by  the  Commnnitt,  one-third 
incited  hy  the  Makdi." 

And  he  asked  for  the  prestige  of  200 
British  troops  at  Wady  Haifa.  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring  strongly  emphasized  this 
on  the  1 6th  aud  24th  of  March— that  is, 
just  after  Grahaai*8  victories  at  Teb  aad 
Tamasi  had  made  it  easy  to  open  the 
Berber  road.  I  have  given  these  hurried 
quotations — and  many  more  could  be 
given — to  show  how  consistent  Gordon 
was ;  how  constantly  and  sensibly  he 
warned  you  of  his  position,  and  how, 
after  refusing  to  do  one  single  thing  that 
he  advised,  you  left  him  alone  to  face 
the  Htoiin  which  burst  as  he  predicted, 
and  which  has  been  surging  and  raging 
around  him  and  his  gallant  companions 
ever  since.  The  most  cruel  and  reckless 
act  of  all  waa  the  withdrawal  of  General 
Graham's  force  just  when  it  might  have 
been  of  use.  That  was  done  in  defiance 
of  the  direct  advice  of  Gordon,  of  Gene- 
ral Graham,  and,  I  believe,  of  the  highest 
military  authorities  at  home.  Yet  with 
all  this  information  as  to  Gordon's  perils, 
need,  and  request  for  help,  and  with  his 
last  indignant  message  of  indelible  re* 
proach  in  his  pocket,  the  Prime  Minister 
was  able  to  tell  Parliament  on  the  24th 
of  April  that  there  was  **  no  military  or 
other  danger  threatening  Khartoum." 
Ho  is  still,  with  light  heart,  able  to  for- 
get all  that  has  happened  since  March  1 1 
— the  long  betrayal,  the  indignant  re- 
proaches of  Gordon ;  and  he  dwelt  upon 
the  fact  that  Gordon,  with  premature 
gratitude,  thanked  the  Ministry  eight 
months  ago  for  support  they  never  gave 
him.  Ask  General  Gordon  now  his  de- 
liberate opinion  of  your  conduct,  and 
then  publish  it  if  you  dare.  Further, 
the  Prime  Minister  affirms  that  the 
policy    of    the    Government    has    xxo% 
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changed  witli  regard  to  Khartoum.  If 
that  means  anything,  it  means  that 
Khartoum  is  to  be  abandoned  to  a 
fanatical  and  aggrefisive  barbarian.  It 
means  that  a  great  eommercdal  empo- 
rium  and  milifary  pnsition  of  the  firbt 
importance  for  Egypt  and  the  countries 
beyond,  is  to  be  given  up  to  the  Mahdi*s 
hordes  and  to  ruin,  It  means  that  the 
great  trading  interests  of  Egypt  in  the 
Soudan,  the  prospect  of  opening  up  and 
civilizing  the  vast  regions  between  the 
Red  Sea  and  the  Nyanza  Lakes,  is  to 
be  abandoned.  It  means  that  for  the 
first  time  in  our  history,  under  the 
blighting  inOuence  of  a  craven  Engh'sh 
Ministry,  civilization  and  order  are  to 
recede  before  anarchy  and  barbarism  j 
that  millions  of  suffering  people  are  to 
be  given  over  to  black  superstition,  and 
to  the  cruellest  form  of  slavery.  Give 
up  Khartoum  to  the  False  Prophet  and 
to  anarchy,  and  you  will  be  forced  to 
send  expeditions  up  the  Nile  every  few 
years  in  order  to  defend  Egypt.  Early 
in  this  Session  I  ventured  to  submit  to 
this  House  a  Kesolution  protesting 
against  this  cowardly  and  disastrous 
abandonment  of  so  commanding  and 
valuable  a  position.  The  policy  of  the 
Government  has  directly  encouraged 
slavery,  for  the  abandon  men  t  of  the 
Soudan  means  the  development  of  sla- 
very. General  Gordon  warned  the  Mi- 
nistry last  February  of  what  must  hap- 
pen, when  he  said,  on  February  21 — 

"  I  anewered  (qudBtions  regardiog  the  libera^ 
tion  of  alaveft)  that  tho  Treaty  of  1877  would 
not  be  enforced  in  1889  by  me,  wLich^  consider- 
ing  tho  dotfinniDation  of  Her  Majesty^s  Govern- 
ment  respecting  tho  Soudan,  waa  a  self -evident 
fact," 

Sir  Evelyn  Baring  also  writes  on  the 
same  date  to  Earl  Granville — 

"  It  was  obvious  from  the  first  that  a  revival 
of  slavery  in  the  Soudan  would  result  from  the 
policy  of  abandonment.  Knowing  that  he  is 
powerless  to  stop  slavery  in  the  futurtt,  Cleneral 
Gordon  evidently  intends  using  it  as  a  conces- 
aion  to  tho  people »  which  will  strengthen  his 
position  in  other  ways." 

Bo  that  in  addition  to  all  the  other 
human  misery  which  the  Government 
policy  has  caused,  ^'a  revival  of  sla- 
very '*  is  its  clear  and  proclaimed  re- 
sult. What  could  be  more  distinct  than 
these  statements.  As  in  South  Africa 
60  in  Egyptian  territory  you  have  deve- 
loped slavery.  Have  the  Ministry  ever 
considered  that  it  is  in  the  abiliiy  of  a 
Power  established  at  Khartoum  to  abso- 


lutely ruin  Egypt  ?  I  have  it  on  the  au- 
thority of  Sir  Samuel  Baker,  who  knows 
the  country  better  than  anyone  else, 
except  General  Gordon.  Sir  Samnel 
Baker  states  that  any  Government  could 
dam  the  Nile  at  Khartoum,  divert  its 
channel,  and  thereby  make  Egypt  abso- 
lutely sterile.  Egypt  is  the  Nile.  All 
its  fertility  and  its  resources  depend 
upon  that  groat  river.  What  could  be 
done  if  the  course  of  the  Nile  was  di- 
verted for  six  months,  and  its  fertilizing 
flood  turned  away?  Khartoum  is*  a 
great  commercial  iJosition,  The  trade 
with  the  Soudan  amounts  to  many  mil- 
lions, A  deputation  of  Egjptian  mer- 
chants waited  on  the  British  and  French 
Consuls  not  long  ago,  and  this  is  what 
they  said — 

'*  Is  there  any  example  in  history  of  a  civil- 
ized nation  retiring  heforo  savag^o  tribos  ?  .  .  . 
To  abandon  the  Soudan  would  bo  to  give  it  up 
to  barbarism.  .  .  .  Importation  in  the  Soudaa 
Provinces,  reproaentsavalue  of  nearly  £2,000,000. 
Tbereare  in  theSondan  more  than  3,000  Egyp- 
tian comraercial  establishmeota^  and  moro  than 
1,000  Europeans.  There  is  at  present  in  Cairo 
£500,000  worth  of  goods  destined  for  the  Sou- 
dan,    la  ftll  this  to  bo  lost  P  ^' 

A  civilized  Government  at  Khartoum 
could  really  maintain  order  and  reprosa 
slavery  in  the  vast  regions  east  of  the 
White  and  Blue  Niles,  and  betweea 
Abyssinia  and  Khartoum.  Armed  stea- 
mers on  the  Nilos  would  effectually  pre- 
vent any  large  force  from  crossing  from 
Kordofan,  and  could  cut  off  the  slave 
caravans.  If  the  traffic  with  the  North 
and  East  is  destroyed ^  the  Slave  Trade 
must  die  out.  If  you  abandon  Khar- 
toum to  these  marauding  hordes,  whom 
the  Prime  Minister  exalted  into  the  cha- 
racter of  **  peoples  rightly  struggling  to 
be  free,**  slavery  must  prevail  through- 
out the  Soudan.  There  never  was  such 
a  figment  of  the  imagination  as  the  idea 
that  this  fanatical  slave-dealer,  who  killa 
and  enslaves  his  prisoners  and  who  offers 
his  victims  the  choice  of  the  Koran  and 
the  Sword,  is  the  loader  of  "peoples 
rightly  struggliog  to  be  free,'*  We  were 
told  on  the  first  day  of  this  debate  by 
the  Prime  Minister  that  General  Gor- 
don's heroic  struggles  against  the  Mahdi 
had  averted — 

**  Tremendous  danger  from  Egypt  and  th« 
neighbouring  oountriea/' 

A  very  different  story  were  we  given  all 
last  Session.  Then  the  Mahdi  was  an 
innocent  patriot.  **  This  movement  was 
overrated,"  the  danger  was  slight.  Now, 
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the  Prime  Minister  had  forgotten  all  his 
old  statements.  Naturally,  even  his 
marvellous  memory  cannot  carry  iteell 
through  all  the  evolutions  and  variations 
of  bia  policy.  Ho  now  affirms  tbat  the 
Malidi  is  and  has  been  a 

**  TremendouB    dttnger    to    Egypt    and    the 
neighbouring  countrioi.** 

What  a  commentary  this  confession  is 
upon  the  long  inaction  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  their  six  months*  desertion  of 
General  Gordon.  As  to  the  starting  of 
the  Expedition,  the  Prime  Minister 
Tvould  have  us  believe  that  there  has 
been  no  delay,  and  that  a  delicate  con- 
flideration  for  the  health  of  the  troops 
has  prevented  them  from  moving  earlier. 
Would  he  venture  to  call  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  in  support  of  such  an  assertion  ? 
Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  preparations 
were  undertaken  eix  weeks,  if  not  two 
months*  later  than  thoy  ought  to  fiave 
been ;  that  the  most  precious  season  of 
the  year  for  ascending  the  Nile  was  lost 
owing  to  this  decision  of  the  Ministry, 
and  that  the  Nile  transport  alone  has 
cost  an  extra  £100,000  in  consequence 
of  the  delay  ?  Had  wo  not  information 
that  Khartoum  was  only  provisioned  up 
to  the  end  of  September,  and  that  hut 
for  a  miracle  its  gallant  defenders  must 
have  been  starved  out  months  before 
the  arrival  of  this  costly  Expedition  ?  8o 
much  for  the  Egyptian  policy  of  the 
Government.  Once  more  I  ask,  whom 
has  it  benefited  ?  No  one  knows  when 
this  bloody  and  costly  farce  will  be 
ended.  I  say  **  farce/'  for  what  has  it 
accomplished?  What  benefit  has  the 
action  of  the  British  Government  in 
Egypt  been  to  any  people,  interest,  or 
creature  in  this  wide  world  ?  Are  we 
more  respected  among  the  nations  ? 
Are  our  interests  more  secure?  Has 
our  trade  been  increased  ?  Is  our  mili- 
tary, administrative,  or  political  repute 
higher.  Are  the  British  penple  better 
ofi'  ?  Are  the  Fellaheen  of  Egypt  more 
prosperous  or  contented  ?  Have  the 
divers  races  of  the  Soudan  derived  any 
advantage  from  the  policy  of  the  Britiah 
Ministry?  Will  even  the  Mahdi  in  the 
long  run  be  the  better  for  it  ?  I  trow 
not.  The  British  Cabinet,  their  policy 
and  their  blunders,  are  by  turns  the 
laughing-stock  and  the  cause  of  bitter 
indignation  throughout  Europe.  Every 
Government  is  protesting  against  the 
act  of  financial  dishonesty  that  the 
English   Goverament  has  forced   upon 

Mr,  Ashmead-Barihit 


the  Khedive,  and  is  crying  ehamo  upon 
the  black  scene  of  carnage  and  ruin 
that  marks  our  occupation  of  Egyptian 
territory.  8o  far  from  preserving  the 
precious  waterway  to  the  East  for  our 
trade  and  forces — the  Canal  in  which 
our  interests  are  greater  than  those  of 
all  the  rest  of  the  world  together — the 
Prime  Minister  has  actually  offered  it 
to  any  and  every  Power  that  would 
accept  the  gift.  He  has  proposed  to 
neutralize  Egypt  and  the  Suez  Canal 
in  favour  of  our  rivals  and  our  foes,  and 
has  put  it  in  the  power  of  any  hostile 
and  unscrupulous  enemies  to  block  or  to 
destroy  the  shortest  route  by  which  our 
ships  and  our  reinforcements  go  to 
India.  We  have  lost  the  trade  with  the 
Soudan,  and  our  traffic  with  Eg3rpt  has 
been  injuriously  aQ'ected  by  the  disturb- 
ance and  disaster  of  the  last  two  years. 
Is  Egypt  better  off  ?  Egypt  owes  at  least 
£8,000,000  more  than  it  owed  in  1882, 
and  has  just  committed,  under  the 
Northbrook-Tewfik  Decree,  an  act  of 
financial  repudiation.  The  resources  of 
the  coimtry  have  been  diminished.  The 
valuable  trade  with  the  Soudan  has  been 
cut  off.  The  Fellaheen  are  burdened  with 
debts,  and  the  ao-called  reforms  in  the 
administration  have,  owing  to  their  half- 
and-half  and  hesitating  character,  been 
more  vexatious  than  beneficial,  A 
thorough  British  supervision  of  the 
whole  Administration  might  have  been 
easily  established  in  1882,  directly  after 
Tel-el-Kebir,  Had  this  been  ^  done, 
Egypt  long  since  would  have  had  a 
truly  beneficent  Government,  and  we 
should  have  now  the  blessings,  instead 
of  the  curses,  of  her  long-suffering 
people.  But  the  Bntish  Cabinet  had 
not  the  courage  or  statesmanship  to 
accept  the  responsibility  which  their 
own  acts  threw  upon  them.  The  result 
is  now  evident  in  the  waste  of  millions 
of  treasure  and  the  slaughter  of  scores 
of  thousands.  As  for  the  pandemonium 
in  the  Soudan,  the  cruel  and  needless 
butchery,  the  vacillating  and  imbecile 
incapacity  to  grasp  or  to  let  alone,  the 
cowardly  desertion,  the  chances  thrown 
away,  the  tardy  and  costly  Expedition  of 
Belief,  the  perils,  the  heroism,  the  in- 
deli  hie  reproaches  of  the  chivalrous 
Gordon— who  could  think  of  all  this 
hideous  congeries  of  pusillanimity  and 
woe  without  indignant  disgust?  It  it 
like  a  horrid  nightmare ;  yet  it  is  all  too 
real  for  the  wretched  victims  of  Britiah 
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inoptitude,  and  for  the  fame  of  this 
ancient  land,  Arabi  was  turned  into  a 
national  hero  because  the  Ministry  shut 
their  ears  to  the  waruiugs  of  all  who 
knew  Egrypt,  Alexandria  was  ruiued, 
and  £  1,060,000  of  indemnities  incurred, 
and  Xel-el-Kebir  rendered  necessary, 
because  the  British  Cabinet  would  not, 
in  July,  1882,  send  2,000  bayonets  to 
act  with  the  Fleet.  The  Boudan  was 
given  over  to  the  Mahdi,  and  40,000 
lives  sacrificed,  because  the  Ministry 
shirked  responsibility,  and  would  not  de- 
spatch the  Indian  Brigade  to  EJiartoum 
in  October,  1882.  General  Hicks  and 
his  13.000  men  were  sent  to  their  doom, 
because  the  British  Qovernment,  that 
had  smashed  the  Egyptian  Army  to 
pieces,  had  too  little  courage  to  tele- 
graph six  words  of  dire  tit  ion,  or  even 
ftdvjce,  to  Cairo.  Baker^s  2,500  con- 
scripts were  hurried  to  a  like  butchery 
for  the  self- same  reason,  Tewfik  Bey 
and  his  brave  garrison  were  left  to 
perish  within  gun-sound  of  the  British 
Bquadron,  because  the  same  shuffling 
Ministers  could  not  make  up  their  minds 
a  fortnight  sooner  to  send  out  General 
Qraham,  That  brave  officer  and  his 
efficient  little  Army  were  allowed  to  slay 
6,000  Arabs  without  rhyme  or  reason, 
or  result,  and  then  recalled  in  hot  haste 
back  to  Cairo,  jnat  when  their  bloody  vic- 
tories promised  good  fruit.  The  Berber 
road  might  have  easily  been  opened  by 
General  Graham  in  March,  and  Khar- 
toum then  relieved.  But  the  chaoce, 
like  a  hundred  others  was  thrown  away, 
in  deference  to  a  feeble  little  splutter 
of  Radical  agitation  at  home.  Berber 
itself  was  left  to  fall,  and  3,500  human 
souls  allowed  to  perish,  because  the 
Government  could  not  in  April  last  de- 
cide to  risk  one-tenth  of  what  they  are 
now,  at  the  twelfth  hour,  doing.  That 
delay  is  costing  the  country  Lord 
Wolseley^s  costly  Expedition.  For  the 
Government  now  to  throw  away  all  the 
results  and  fruits  of  the  efforts  of  oar 
soldiers  and  the  heroic  struggles  of 
General  Gordon  would  be  an  act  of  im- 
policy, of  surrender,  of  moral  cowardice 
BO  pernicious  and  so  discreditable  to 
this  country  that  it  is  impossible  for 
Parliament  and  the  country  to  protest 
against  it  sufficiently* 

Mb.  go  EST  seconded  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 
At  the  «nd  of  the  ieveoth  paragraph,   after 
ilie  word   "proTUion,"    to  inaftrt    th«   wordj 


*'  Hambly  to  pray  Her  Majeety  to  direct  Her 
Ministera,  in  the  iuteresta  of  freedom  and  com- 
merce, and  for  the  aecurity  of  Egypt,  to  eCB- 
ciently  aapport  Genenil  Gordon  in  eatabliahin^ 
a  stable  and  cirilisGd  OoTemment  at  Khar- 
toum/*—  {Mr.  Athtmad'Bartlctt.) 

Question  proposed,  *'That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Lord     EDMOND     FITZMAUEICE 

said,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye 
(Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  had  thought  it 
necessary  to  explain  why  he  interrupted 
the  course  of  Business  on  the  present 
occasion  with  a  speech  on  Egyptian 
affairs.  That  explanation  was  due  not 
so  much  to  Members  on  the  Liberal  side 
as  to  Members  on  the  opposite  side, 
because  it  was  a  matter  which  was  no- 
torious to  everybody  that  the  general 
feeling  of  the  House,  quite  irrespective 
of  Party,  had  been  and  still  was  that 
whatever  discussion  might  take  place  on 
Egyptian  affairs  had  very  much  better 
take  place  at  a  later  stage  when  the 
House  had  those  proposals  before  it 
for  the  grant  of  money  alluded  to 
in  the  Queen^s  Speech.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers had,  therefore,  cause  to  complain 
of  the  course  pursued  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Eye,  who  had  thought  fit  to 
interpose  between  the  House  and  very 
important  Business,  In  the  few  ob- 
servations which  he  should  make  in 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member  he  should  not 
follow  him  over  the  extensive  ground, 
which  mors  jmo^  he  had  covered.  The 
hon.  Member  had  alluded  to  almost 
every  subject  under  the  sun — for  ex- 
ample, to  the  evacuation  of  Candahar, 
the  Bulgarian  atrocities,  and  the  war  in 
the  Transvaal,  and  to  many  other  sub- 
jects not  connected  with  the  Question 
before  the  House.  In  fact,  the  hon. 
Member  had  made  a  speech  which  was 
really  only  distantly  connected  with  the 
Amendment  beiore  the  House.  The 
Amendment  contained  a  clear  proposal, 
and  why  the  hon.  Member  should  have 
considered  it  necessary  to  introduce  other 
matters,  some  of  them  of  detail  with 
which  the  House  was  frequently  occu- 
pied last  Ses&ion.  rather  puzzled  him. 
He  regrettted  that  the  hon.  Aferaber 
had  not  followed  the  example  set  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Mar* 
riott),  who  had  placed  an  Amendment 
upon  the  Paper,  but  had  refrained  from 
proceeding  with  it  out  of  deference  to 
the  feelings  of  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House*     The  hon    Member  for 
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Brighton  d  uring  the  Recess  travelled  from 
Brighton  to  Alexandria  and  back  again, 
and  embodied  the  results  of  his  obser- 
vations in  a  pamphlet,  copies  of  which 
he  had  sent  to  all  the  Members  of  that 
House,  lie  regretted  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Eje  had  not  followed  that 
example,  and  embodied  the  result  of  his 
Btudy  of  the  Egyptian  Question  in  a 
pamphlet,  and  distributed  it  amongst 
Members,  so  as  to  allow  the  House  to 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  Fran- 
chise Bill.  But,  though  he  had  gone 
over  a  great  deal  of  ground,  the  hon. 
Member  had  not  taken  the  trouble  to 
quote  the  most  recent  information  wbiiih 
had  been  before  the  House.  If  he  had 
read  the  last  Blue  Book  he  would  have 
aeen  that  there  was  important  informa- 
tion  upon  the  subject  in  the  instructions 
to  Lord  Wolseley.  One  might  imagine, 
from  the  hon.  Member's  speech ♦  that  the 
Government  had  never  intended  to  try 
to  establish,  either  in  commuuicatiou 
with  General  Gordon  or  without  such 
communication,  a  stable  aud  civilised 
Government  in  Khartoum  and  the  East- 
ern ?!?oudan.  Now,  it  was  notorious  that 
in  the  original  instructions  to  General 
Gordon  the  desirability  of  establishing 
some  form  of  stable  Government  at 
Khartoum  was  strongly  pressed  upon 
him.  The  hon.  Member  would  recollect 
that  in  the  Blue  Book,  Egypt;  No,  2,  there 
were  instructions  to  General  Gordon,  and 
in  a  subsequent  Blue  Book,  No.  7,  there 
was  a  memorandum  of  General  Gordon, 
a  portion  of  which  partially  reproduced 
those  instructions  in  whioh  the  deaira- 
hility  of  not  leaving  those  countries  in 
a  condition  of  anarchy  was  pressed  upon 
him  by  the  Government.  Aud  in  the 
instructions  to  Lord  Wolseley  a  most 
striking  and  important  passage  at  page 
113  appeared  to  have  escaped  the  hon. 
Member's  attention.  |Mr.  Abhmead- 
BAKTLErr:  No.]  If  it  nad  not  escaped 
his  attention,  why  did  not  the  hon, [Mem- 
ber allude  to  it  ?  He  supposed  it  was 
because  such  an  allusion  would  not  have 
chimed  in  with  the  indictment  the  hon. 
Member  had  made  against  the  Govern- 
ment lie  was,  however,  astonished 
that  the  hon.  Member,  knowing  those 
Papers  were  in  the  hands  of  everyone, 
should  have  passed  the  matter  by  alto- 
gether. The  passage  in  question  was 
this — 

**  A9  regards  the  future  govemment  of  the 
Soadaii«  and  eapecially  of  Ehi&rtoainj  Her  Ma- 

(,prd  Edmond  Fiitmauries 


je8t)"'»  Government  would  be  glad  to  »ed  a  Oo- 
vernmeni  at  Kliurioum,  \vhich,  so  far  ab  aU 
matters  connected  with  the  internal  8dminiitr&- 
tion  of  the  country  are  concerned,  would  Imj 
wholly  independent  of  Egypt.  The  E^pti&n 
Ckjvernment  would  be  prepared  to  pay  a  reasoU'* 
able  BubEidy  to  any  Chief  or  number  of  Chieit 
who  would  be  suflkiently  powerful  to  maintain 
order  along  the  Valley  of  tho  Nile  from  Wady 
Haifa  to  Khartoum,  and  who  would  agree  to 
the  followini^  conditions:  —  !.  To  remain  at 
peace  with  Egypt,  and  to  repress  any  raids  oa 
Kgyptiau  territor)\  2.  Toeucourage  trade  with 
Egypt.  3.  To  prevent  and  discourage  by  all 
possible  means  any  expeditioos  for  the  sale  ol 
and  capture  of  alairea.  You  are  authorized  to 
conclude  any  arrangementB  which  fulfil  theed 
general  conditions.  The  main  difficulty  will 
cuQfiiat  in  the  aelection  of  an  individual  or  of  a 
number  of  individuala  having  sufficient  autho- 
rity to  maintain  order." 

With  regard  to  the  details  of  the  plan. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  relied  very 
much  upon  the  information  they  might 
receive  from  Lord  Wolseley,  who  was 
on^the  spot ;  and  ho  was  in  a  position  to 
say,  from  recent  letters  received  from 
Lord  WolseJeyj  that  this  matter  was 
occupying  his  attention.  Beyond  that 
he  was  not  at  present  disposed  to  go,  and 
the  House  would  feel  that  to  give  pre^ 
mature  information  on  the  subject  was 
not  desirable.  But  he  must  protest 
against  the  fundamental  error  which 
ran  through  the  hon.  Member*s  speech 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government,  neither 
at  this  nor  at  any  other  time,  attached 
any  importance  to  establishing  a  stable 
and  efficient  GoTernment  at  Khartoum, 
but  simply  desired  to  withdraw  as  ra- 
pidly as  possible,  regnrdless  of  conse- 
quences. One  word  more  upon  a  certain 
portion  of  the  hon.  Member's  speech^ 
The  hon.  Member  alluded  to  the  Slave 
Trade,  and  one  would  imagine  from 
what  he  said  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yerument  did  not  at  all  realize  the 
importance  of  that  matter.  It  would 
bo  easy  for  him  (Lord  Kdmond  Fitz- 
ma u rice),  if  he  choose  to  dive  into 
Blue  Books,  to  weary  the  House  with 
one  quotation  after  another,  showing 
that  this  question  of  Slavery  and  the 
Slave  Trade  had  never  been  absent  from 
the  mind  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
But  those  very  instructions  to  Lord 
Wolseley  contained  a  prominent  men- 
tion of  the  Slave  Trade.  He  had  just 
read  one  of  them,  which  waa^ — 

**  To  prevent  and  discourage  by  all  posaibla 
means  any  expedition!  for  the  iale  of  and  eaiH 
turo  of  skvee/' 

He  was  quite  aware  that  the  questions  of 
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domestic  slavery  and  tlie  ^lave  Trade, 
"~  ough  closely  connected,  were  in  aome 
respects  distinct.  It  btriick  more  at  the 
roots  of  the  habits  and  custome  of  the 
people  to  do  away  with  domostio  slavery 
than  if  any  nuoiber  of  Firmans  were 
issued  to-raorrow  abolishing  the  Slave 
Trade,  He  was  sure  the  House  would 
recognize  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  not  neglected  these  questioBSp 
and  that  they  woold  believe  that  every- 
thing  possible  would  be  done,  though 
the  Government  bad  not  atteoapted  to 
deceive  the  House  as  to  the  real  difii- 
cultiea  of  the  task  they  had  undertaken. 
He  had  thought  it  right  to  address  these 
Tew  observations  to  the  House ;  but  he 
did  not  believe  it  was  the  desire  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  themselves  that  he 
should  attempt  to  follow  the  boiK  Mem- 
ber for  Eye  over  all  tho  ground  which 
be  had  travelled.  The  hon.  Member 
had  argued  in  every  direction  ;  and  if 
he  were  to  attempt  to  follow  the  hon. 
Member^  he  should  have  to  detain  the 
House  at  very  great  length.  The  con- 
dition of  the  Benches  opposite  was  a 
proof  that  he  was  right  in  believing  that 
it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  House 
to-day  to  enter  upon  a  debate  on  Egyp- 
tian atfairs.  He  had,  ueverthelesSj 
thought  it  his  duty  to  protest  agamst 
the  attack  of  tbe  hen.  Member  j  and  be 
had  now  only  to  tliank  the  House  for 
tbe  attention  with  which  they  had  listened 
to  him,  especially  as  he  was  labouring 
under  a  physical  diflicidty  in  addressing 
the  House. 

SiK  ST  AFFOKD  NOBTHCOTEi 
I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  detain  the 
House  at  any  great  length  ;  but|  after 
the  observations  of  the  noble  Lord,  it 

I  may  be  desirable  to  say  a  few  words  in 
justification  of  the  course  taken  by  my 
hou,  Frieud,  The  noble  Lord  has  made 
it  a  matter  of  complaint  that  my  hon. 
Friend  has,  in  the  course  of  his  speech, 
dealt  with  a  considerable  number  of 
topics,  and  taken  a  wide  view  of  the  con- 
duct of  Her  Majesty's  Government  nut 
only  in  Egypt,  but  in  South  Africa,  Af- 
ghanistan, and  the  Soudan,  and  the  noble 
Lord  implied  that  that  was  rather  wan- 
dering from  the  subject.  But  the  case, 
as  it  presents  itself  to  the  mind  of  my 
hon.  Friend  and  of  a  large  number  of 
persons  in  this  House,  and  in  the  coun* 
try,  is  that  the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  these  matters  mu^t  be 
taken  as  a  whole,  and  as  throwing  light 


P. 


upon  each  portion  of  their  action  j  and 
when  the  question  is  raised  as  to  whe- 
ther any   steps  ought  to   be  taken   for 
facilitating  the  establishment  of  a  stable 
and  civilized  Government  at  Khartoum^ 
it  is  reasonable  for  anyone  raising  the 
question  to  point  to  the  conclusion  that, 
from  the  experience  we  have  had  of  the 
course  pursued   by  Her  Majesty^s  Go- 
vernment t  we  have  no  reason  to  think 
that  they  have  any  intention  to  do  any- 
thing at  all.     Therefore,  my  hon.  Friend 
is  right,  and  is  perfectly  consistent  with 
himself,  in  drawing   attention  to  these 
matters.     The  noble  Lord  said  just  now, 
%vith  regard  to  the  establishment  of  stable 
government  at    Khartoum    and    in    the 
neighbourhood,  that  if  my  hon.  Friend 
had  quoted  the  despatches  in  the  last 
Blue    Book,  it  would  be  seen  that  in- 
structions to  do  so  had  been  issued.    But 
these   instructions   were   of  the    loosest 
character,    and   we    require    eomething 
more   in  order  to  see  whether  there  is 
substance  or  consistency  in  them.    There 
is  one  portion  of  the  despatch  which  im- 
presses on  the  Commander  of  the  Expe- 
dition that  he  is  not  to  go  to  Khartoum 
if  he  couhl  possibly  avoid  it,   and  an- 
other in  which  permission  is  given  him 
to  assist,  or  to  give  encouragement,  in 
the  establishment  of  any  Government, 
whatever  it  may  turn  out  to  be.  which 
will  present  some  appearance  of  stability, 
and    will    enter  into    some   agreements 
with   regard   to    tbe   Slave  Trade   and 
other  matters.     That  is  really,  after  all, 
very  little   more  than  that  pretence  of 
doing  a  thing  which  has  been  so  severely 
commented  upon  in  the  Scriptures — **  Go 
in  peace;  be  ye  warmed,  bo  ye  filled," 
without   doing   anything   to  assist    the 
needy.     My   hon.   Friend   the  Member 
for  Brighton,   as  the  noble  Lord  truly 
remarked,  put  down  a  Notice  of  Amend- 
ment  which  raises   in   a   broader  and 
larger  form  the  question  of  our  Egyptian 
policy  as  a  whole,  and  has  not  thought 
it  expedient  to  bring  it   forward.     My 
hon.  Friend  thought  it  would  be  better 
that  a  serious  debate  of  that  character 
should  take  place  when  we  have  full  in- 
formation, which  we  shall  get  when  the 
Government   bring  forward  their   Esti- 
mates,  and   explain   what    the   cost  of 
their  policy  may  be.     But  we  do  not 
know  when  that  may  be  dooe.  We  know, 
as  we  have  just  heard,  that  the  Fran- 
chise Bill  is  to  have  precedence  of  every- 
thing ;  and  we  do  not  know  when   we 
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shall  have  an  opportunity  of  diecussiDg 
those  Egyptian  matters.  In  the  mean- 
time, my  hon.  Friend  observes  that  since 
the  first  night  of  the  Session,  when  there 
was  some  conversation  on  the  subject, 
new  Papers  have  been  laid  before  us ; 
and  very  naturally,  considering  the 
amount  of  information  be  possesses  on 
the  subject,  he  has  claimed  the  right  of 
calling  attention  to  the  matter,  and  has 
expressed  very  clearly  and  with  great 
ability  his  views  of  what  has  been  done 
with  regard  to  Khartoum.  I  agree  with 
the  noble  Lord  that  for  a  full  discussion 
of  the  subject  the  time  will  come  best 
when  we  have  before  ua  the  Vote  which 
the  Gt>vemraent  are  going  to  propose, 
and  which  must  be  accompanied  by  a 
full  explanation  of  their  pulicy.  Look- 
ing at  the  fact  that  every  day  is  of  im- 
portance in  these  matters,  and  that  the 
t>overnnient  may  from  day  to  day  com- 
mit the  country  to  something  which  wo 
should  be  sorry  to  see  it  committed  to,  I 
do  not  think  it  all  unnatural  or  to  be 
regretted  that  my  hon.  Friend  should, 
before  parting  with  the  Address,  have 
taken  the  opportunity  of  making  some 
observations  upon  this  very  important 
subject, 

BiK  QEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
agreed  that  this  was  not  a  fitting  occa- 
sion on  which  to  debate  the  Egyptian 
Question,  The  greater  part  of  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye  was  devoted 
to  a  glorification  of  General  Gordon  at 
the  expense  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. Against  General  Gordon*8  mo- 
tives and  intentions  he  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  had  not  a  word  to  say ;  but 
he  thought  it  was  patent  on  the  face  of 
the  Blue  Book  that  General  Gordon's 
conduct  was  a  mass  of  contradictions  and 
inconsistencies,  and  the  Government  were 
quite  justified  in  taking  notice  of  these 
inconsistencies  and  contradictions  when 
General  Gordon  urged  upon  them  par- 
tiotilar  coni'ses,  and  reproached  them  for 
not  complying  with  Lis  wishes.  He  was 
thoroughly  convinced  that  the  garrison 
of  Khartoum  would  have  been  very  much 
better  without  Gordon,  and  that  they 
might  have  made  their  own  terms  with 
the  rebels.  There  was  no  reason  to  sup- 
pose they  would  have  been  massacred, 
as  there  was  no  instance  of  the  massacre 
of  those  who  submitted  to  the  Mahdi, 
General  Gordon  said  he  dare  not  leave 
Khartoum,  because  he  was  afraid  the 
garrison  would  follow  their  natural  bent 
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and  join  the  Mahdi,  If  that  were  their 
natural  bent^  there  was  no  reason  whj 
they  should  not  follow  it.  His  belie 
was  that  it  had  been  an  unmitigate 
misfortune  that  General  Gordon  was  eve 
sent  to  Kbartoum  at  all ;  but  being  there 
the  Government  were  bound  to  do  tbeii 
best  to  get  him  away.  He  principally  rot 
to  declare  his  individual  opinion  that  the 
instructions  issued  to  Lord  Wolseley  were 
the  best  that  could  have  been  issue" 
under  the  circumstances.  The  Govera^ 
meut  accepted  the  obligation  to  get  Ge 
neral  Gordon  out  of  the  scrape  he  had 
got  into,  and  incidentally  to  do  the  bea 
they  could  to  enable  the  Egyptians  ehu 
up  at  Kbartoum  to  get  away.  Looklnl 
to  the  career  of  Lord  Wolseley,  we  migl 
have  confidence  that  he  would  not»  fH 
the  sake  of  any  glory  to  be  got  by  fight 
ing,  carry  the  Expedition  one  step  fur- 
ther than  was  necessary,  and  that  ha 
would  bring  it  back  as  quickly  and 
cheaply  as  he  could »  and  with  as  little 
loss  of  blood  as  possible.  The  questio 
of  the  administration  of  Khartoum  WB 
one  of  the  impossibilities  of  the  situatic 
that  we  had  brought  upon  ourselves  by^ 
going  to  Egypt  at  alh  We  were  not 
bound  to  spend  blood  and  treasure  fotj 
the  purpose  of  holding  territory  whits' 
did  not  belong  to  it.  If  we  could  set  u| 
a  decent  Government  there,  we  might  ( 
it ;  but,  if  we  could  not  do  that,  we  coul 
not  holp  it  The  tone  in  which  the  nobll 
Lord  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for' 
Foreign  Afi'airs  (Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice)  spoke  of  slavery  indicated  a 
sense  of  the  difficulty  of  doing  anything 
to  diminish  it,  rather  than  a  zeal  for  the 
mitigation  of  slavery.  By  the  Law  of 
August,  I8b4,  slavery  was  made  illegal 
in  Egypt  Proper,  and  severe  penalties 
were  attached  to  the  infraction  of  the 
law.  It  might  surely  have  been  eaid 
that  something  had  been  done  to  give 
effect  to  the  law,  and  to  insure  that  it 
did  not  remain  a  dead  letter. 

Captain  A  YLMER  said,  he  considered 
the  instructions  given  to  Lord  Wolseley 
were  such  as  had  never  been  given  to  a 
General  before.  It  was  a  most  extra- 
ordinary thing  that  Lord  Wolseley'a  in- 
structions should  have  been,  in  part, 
drafted  by  himself.  The  form  in  which 
they  were  drawn  up  implied  that  Gene- 
ral Gordon  would  retire  from  Khartoum 
to  meet  Lord  Wolseley,  and  leave  his 
garrison  behind  to  be  butchered  by  the 
Mahdi.     That  was  an  imputation  which 
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oug^ht  not  to  be  cast  upon  General  Gor- 
don, and  ought  not  to  have  appeared  in 
the  metructions.  We  tcnew  tbat  Gordon 
would  not  come  away  and  leave  those 
who  had  ptood  by  him  to  be  butchered. 
He  knew  from  the  charactor  of  General 
Gordon  that  he  would  remain  at  Khar- 
toum  to  the  bitter  end.  It  was  said  that 
further  instructiona  were  to  be  sent 
through  the  Consul  General  at  Cairo, 
and  if  such  instructions  had  been  sent, 
he  desired  to  know  how  they  had  beea 
worded  ?  He  felt  con vi n cc d  that  Wolse- 
ley  muafc  go  to  IQiartoum,  because  Gor- 
don would  not  leave  the  garrison.  H 
steps  were  to  be  taken  to  insure  the 
safe  retreat  of  the  soldiers,  the  rivil 
emphyis^  and  the  women  and  children, 
who  had  been  estimated  to  number 
from  8,000  to  15,000,  had  the  Go- 
vernraent  thoroughly  weighed  all  that 
was  implied  in  such  a  retreat?  That  of 
Moses  and  the  Israelites  would  be  no- 
tbJQg  to  it,  surroxmded  as  the  fugitives 
would  be  by  the  forces  of  the  Mahdi, 
They  could  advance  only  at  the  rate  of 
fives  or  six  miles  a- day,  and  the  furnieh- 
ing  of  water  and  supplies  would  be  a 
great  difficulty.  General  Gordon  could 
succeed  only  by  remaining  at  Khartoum; 
by  facing  the  Mahdi,  beating  him  off, 
and  scouring  tho  country  for  miles 
round.  Therefore,  the  orders  that  were 
ffiven  to  Lord  Wolaeley  required  bim  to 
do  a  thing  that  was  almost  impossible. 
It  was  quite  possible  that  General  Gor- 
don might  be  sent  down  to  the  Equator 
as  a  prisoner,  unless  the  Government 
looked  ahead.  Unless  a  definite  course 
was  adopted  and  carried  out  by  the  Go- 
vernment, he  much  feared  that  before 
long  we  should  hear  of  a  great  catas- 
trophe. 

Mr.  FINCH-HATTON  said,  he  had 
BO  inclination  to  protract  the  debat*'  un- 
necessarily ;  but  the  subject  introduced 
by  tho  Amendment  had  such  urgent, 
pressing  claims  on  the  attention  of  the 
nation,  that  it  must  be  considered  of  a 
most  important  character.  If  anything 
were  wanted  to  justify  the  Motion  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye  (Mr. 
Ashmead-Bartlett),  it  would  be  found  in 
the  speech  from  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice) ;  and»  listening  to  that 
speech,  a  curious  effect  must  have  been 
produced  on  the  minds  of  hon.  Members 
who  remembered  an  answer  given  by 
the  noble  Marquess    the    Secretarj'  of 


State  for  War  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington)  last  >Session.  The  only  two 
Members  of  the  Government  present 
durinjT^  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Eye  distinctly  contradicted  each 
other  on  a  simple  matter  of  fact — 
namely,  the  instructions  to  General 
Gordon  to  establish  a  settled  Govern- 
ment at  Khartoum,  The  words  used  by 
the  noble  Marquess  opposite,  on  the  6th 
of  Aiigust,  were — 

.  "  Tt  is  probable  that  General  Grordon^  before 
i^tiring  from  Khartoum,  might  dt^sire  to  e9tab<> 
lish  a  Bottl&d  form  of  Government.  That,  in 
the  opinion  of  Hur  Majesty's  GoTorameat, 
would  be  excooding  hia  instructiona.  Hi*  inia- 
sion^  and  his  primary  object,  were  to  evacuate 
the  Soudan.  Certainly,  no  instructions  were  over 
^ven  to  Of^neriil  Gordon  to  ostabURb  a  settled 
form  of  Govemmeot/*  —  (3  Hamard.  faoil 
1787.) 

Then  what  said  the  noble  Lord  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  in  his  speech^  in  which  he  dia- 
claimed  any  iutention  to  reply  to  the 
hoD,  Member  for  Eye  ?  He  said  the 
fundamental  error  of  the  hoc.  Member 
was  that  he  i^ored  the  fact  that  Her 
itajesty'fl  Government  had  said  they 
would  establish  a  Government  in  Khar- 
toum, Diametrically  opposed  to  thia 
was  the  statement  of  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  which 
waa  that  no  such  instructions  had  been 
given. 

Lord  EDMuXD  FITZMAUBICE  : 
I  quoted  the  instructions  given  to  Gene- 
ral Gordon  from  the  Blue  Book,  E^vpL 
(No.  2).  ^'^ 

Mr.  FINCH-HATTON  said,  he  would 
accept  the  explanation,  or  admission,  of 
the  noble  Lord.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwioh  (Baron  Henry  de  Worms), 
when  the  noble  Marquess  made  the 
statement  in  August  last,  quoted  the 
following  from  the  instructions  given  to 
General  Gordon  — 

'*  Wo  trust  Your  Excellency  will  take  most 
effective  measures  to  establish  an  organized  Go- 
vernment in  the  difforont  Provineea  of  th« 
Soudan,  for  the  malDtenanc©  of  order,  and  the 
suppression  of  the  indtement  to  revolt." 

On  the  face  of  it,  therefore,  he  (Mr, 
Finch'Hatton)  was  rather  inclined  to 
the  opinion  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs; 
but  the  fact  that  there  waa  this  very 
divergence  of  opinion  between  two 
Members  of  the  Government,  amply 
justified  the  Amendment  which  had 
been  brought  forward.  The  noble  Lord 
had  aocused  the  hon.  Memlier  of  tiavel- 
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litjg  over  a  very  wide  field  of  discussioa  ;  i 
and,  DO  doubt,  he  did  eo,  and  it  miiat 
Lecome  more  widtj  as  they  considered 
the  manner  iu  which  the  Government 
had  dealt  with  difficulties  in  different 
parts  of  the  workL  He  (Mr.  Finch- 
Hatton)  would  not  attempt  to  follow  the 
hoiL.  Member  ;  because,  so  far  as  he  was 
aware,  no  apolog^ist  had  successfully 
defended  the  course  pursued  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and,  until  that  was  done,  it 
was  not  worth  while  to  attack  where 
there  was  no  defence.  There  was  no 
necessity  to  slay  the  slain.  But  it  should 
be  noted  that  the  noble  Ltn-d  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  diverged  equally  wide 
of  the  Amendment,  when  he  brought  in 
the  inevitable  question  of  the  Franchise 
Bill  ag-ain  as  a  block  to  proceeding 
further  in  this  matter*  Now,  he  (Mr 
Finch-Hatton)  failed  to  see  what  the 
Franchise  Bill  had  to  do  with  the 
policy  of  the  Government  at  Khartoum, 
or  the  establishment  of  one  in  the 
Soudan,  The  noble  Lord  had,  how- 
ever, followod  an  illustrious  example 
when  ho  interposed  this  screen  of  the 
Franchise  Bill,  The  Prime  Minister  in 
that  speeoh,  which  would  lon^  remain 
memorable,  when  he  spoke  of  the  obstruc- 
tion of  the  Opposition,  remiEded  the 
House  that  there  had  been  17  nights  of 
Egyptian  debate,  and  expressed  his  asto- 
nishment, saying  the  question  of  Egypt 
was  not  one  of  pressing  vital  importance, 
but  that  one  would  have  thought  from  the 
protraction  of  the  debates  that  '*  Khar- 
toum was  in  Yorkshire^  and  the  8oudan 
in  Caithness.' '  Well,  if  that  were  the 
case,  perhaps  General  Gordon  might 
come  within  the  sympathies  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  under  the  new  centri- 
fugal theory — *  bringing  people  at  a 
distance  within  the  range  of  your  sym- 
pathies ;  *'  or,  perhaps^  that  theory  was 
not  for  general  application,  but  only  to 
be  applied  wbi^n  it  was  required  to 
secure  a  disloyal  Irish  vote  ;  but  he  con- 
sidered this  was  a  question  of  instant 
importftiice,  for  tliere  was  no  knowing 
when  it  would  have  to  be  decided — 
perhaps,  by  telegraphic  instructions — 
and  there  was  no  knowing,  especially 
after  the  suppression  of  the  debate 
promised  towards  tho  close  of  the  Ses- 
sion, when  tho  House  might  have  the 
opportunity  of  discussing  it.  Therefore, 
there  should  be  placed  before  the  coun- 
try the  opinion  of  the  House ;  and,  if  it 
could  be  obtained  from  Her  Majesty's 
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Government,  a  statement  of  their  views 
whether  or  not,  on  leaving  Khartoum, 
they  intended    to    establish    a    stable, 
settled  Government  there*     With  regard 
to  leaving  Khartoum,  so  far  as  its  con 
tinned  occupation  by  British  troops  Wi 
concerned,  hon.  Members  on  both  sid 
had  made  up  their  minds ;  but  if  Gene?^ 
ral  Gordun  was  not  remaining  there  ii 
order  to  provide  for  the  establishment 
of    such  a  Government,  then  what,  in 
Heaven's  name,  was  he  waiting  there 
for,  and  why  did  he  go  to  Khartoum  at 
all  ?     The  Government  might  reply,  iwj 
the  words  of  General  Gordon,  that  he  wi 
waiting  to  get  out ;  but  if  that  was  th«f 
case,  why  did  he  ever  get  in  ?     Would  il 
not  have  been  much  better  to  have  ke]_ 
him  in  this  country  than  to  have  sent 
him  to  Khartoum,  in  order  that  after  a 
certain  time  he  might  be  got  out  again  t 
If  that  was  the  case,   we  had  wa-^^t 
money  with  no  object.      Should   it   be 
said,  iu  n  couplet  similar  to  that  used 
about  a  King  of  France — 
**  The  Britiflh  Chief,  with  rnnny  thooBand  men, 
W<5nt  up  the  Nile  and  then  came  down  again  ?  ** 

It  was  surprising  that  the  noble  Lord 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  did  not 
accept  the  Amendment,  if  the  facts 
were  as  he  stated  them.  The  nobli 
Lord  laid  stress  upon  the  iDstruo- 
tions  given  to  Lord  Wolseley  ;  but, 
summed  up  in  a  word,  they  were  all 
you  *'may"  and  not  you  **  must." 
There  were  no  instructions  for  the  settle- 
meut  of  a  Government  in  Khartoum, 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  it  was  said, 
would  be  glad  to  see  a  settled  Govern- 
ment there ;  and,  no  doubt,  it  would  be 
a  relief  from  several  embarrassing  ques- 
tions. They  wero  told  that  the  main 
difficulty  would  consist  in  the  selection 
of  an  individunl,  ur  a  number  of  indi- 
viduals, having  sufficient  authority  to 
maintain  order.  What  did  the  aban^ 
donmont  of  Khartoum  without  the  eatab* 
lishmeut  of  a  settled  Government  ther( 
mean  ?  It  meant  tlie  loss  of  the  whol. 
of  the  money  and  lives  which  had  been 
sacrificed  ever  since  General  Gordon  set 
out  fix>m  these  shores.  It  meant  the 
loss  of  millions  of  money  to  this  cuun* 
try  without  a  single  coimterbalancing 
result  of  any  kind  whatever;  and,  fm*- 
ther,  it  meant  the  undoing  of  the  work 
of  the  last  30  years  carried  out  by  smh 
men  as  General  Gordon  in  the  interest 
of  freedom  and  civilization.  Tho  only 
people  who  would  benefit  by  the  aban- 
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donment  would  be  the  slave-dealers, 
who  would  be  free  to  follow  their  in* 
famous  trade.  There  must  be  mauy 
Egyptians,  and  perhaps  Europeans,  in 
the  different  garrisons  to  the  south  of 
Khartoum  who  were  looking  to  Eng^- 
land  for  help,  but  who,  if  Khartoum 
were  abandoned^  would  bo  the  first  to 
be  sacrificed.  Let  not  the  House  or  the 
country  forget  that  if  Khartoum  and 
the  Souflan  were  abandoned  without  a 
stable  Government,  they  would  abandon 
a  country  which  had  been  for  aome 
years  under  a  civilized  form  of  govern- 
ment. He  would  ask  whether  history 
recalled  a  single  instance  of  anything  of 
the  kind  being  done  by  a  Power  which 
claimed  to  be  in  the  position  of  Etig- 
land  ;  and  whether,  if  it  did  recall  such 
an  instance^  the  perpetrators  ranked 
among  the  benefactors  of  mankind  ?  But 
there  was  another  aspect  of  the  case 
well  worthy  of  the  serious  consideration 
of  the  House.  Egypt  at  that  moment  was 
indebted  to  the  amount  of  £8,000,000, 
and  we  should  be  expected  either  to 
fiud  the  money  or  the  secnrity.  If  we 
abandoned  Kliartoum  without  a  settled 
form  of  Government,  any  Power  which 
chose  to  take  possession  of  it  would  be 
absolutely  master  of  the  Nile,  able  to 
divert  its  waters  into  the  surrounding 
desert,  and  by  so  doing  to  turn  the 
fruitful  fields  of  Egypt  into  a  barren 
wilderneas  in  loss  than  a  month.  If 
that  were  done,  what  would  become  of 
the  security  for  our  money?  From  a 
military  point  of  view,  Khartoum  must 
always  exercise  very  great  effect  upon 
the  destinies  of  Egypt ;  and  from  a 
oommercial  point  of  view,  it  was  the 
great  emporium  of  the  trade  between 
Egypt  and  the  Soudan ;  in  fact,  no 
one  could  go  through  the  bazaars  of 
Cairo  without  finding  that  the  name  of 
Khartoum  was  in  every  mouth.  He 
wished  that  the  House  would  give  very 
careful  attention  to  this  Amendment, 
and  that  all  hon.  Members  would  think 
it  their  duty,  on  that  occasion  at  least^  to 
prefer  the  interests  of  their  country  and 
Empire  to  those  of  their  Party,  He 
trusted  the  House  would  thinks  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Eye — to  whom  he  (Mr. 
Pinch-Hatton)  thought  the  thanks  of 
the  House  were  due  for  having  brought 
the  subject  forward — and  many  others, 
that,  at  any  rate,  the  country  ought  to 
have  a  decided  and  definite  stntoment 
from  the  Govern meut   vthether  or  not 


they  meant  to  establish  a  responsible 
Government  in  Khartoum  when  the 
British  troops  left  the  town. 

Question,  ^'  That  those  words  be  ther© 
inserted,**  put^  and  negatived. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Address  to  be 
presented  to  Her  Majesty.'* 

CRUtE  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)-^THE 

BALLYFORAX  MURDEK, 

STATEMENT* 

Mr.  sexton  said,  that  before  the 
Report  of  the  Address  was  passed,  he 
would  call  attention  to  a  very  remark- 
able statement  of  facta  which  had  just 
come  into  Ms  possession.  The  state- 
ment was  made  by  a  young  Irishman — 
who,  with  hia  father,  had  been  arrested 
on  suspicion  of  being  accessory  to  the 
murder  known  as  the  B ally foran  murder 
— and  who  had  been  deprived  of  his 
means  of  living  by  certain  agents  of  the 
Grown  in  Ireland.  It  was  the  state- 
ment of  Thomas  Nolan,  late  prisoner  in 
the  Bally  foran  murder  case,  and  made 
in  Boston,  U.S.A.,  and  was  as  fol- 
lows:— 

'*  Statement  of  Thomas  Nolan,  late  prisoner  in 
the  Bally fornn  murder  case,  made  at  Boston* 
U.S.A.- 
*'  I  was  arrefited  in  connection  with  the  BalJy- 
fortin  murder  caae  24th  February,  1884,  oaa 
nionth  after  my  father  waa  arreatod  aa  an  acoca* 
sory  to  the  aamo  murder.  I  waa  arrested  aa  I  waa 
leaving  the  Courthouse  after  tho  invoatigation 
on  the  eridence  of  a  young  man  named  >I'Don- 
noil,  who  awore  he  saw  me  on  the  road  about  a 
half-mile  from  the  supposed  scone  of  the  murder. 
That  evidence  waa  fabiG,  and  the  young  man 
who  swere  it  could  have  no  motive  for  so  doing 
nnleaa  ho  was  prompted  and  paid  for  it  by  tho 
Grown,  He  furthor  swore  he  saw  my  father, 
John  Nolan>  on  the  night  of  the  murder  speak 
to  Michael  Tanacy,  another  prisoner.  My 
father  is  still  in  prison  on  this  fulse  evidence. 
Neither  my  father  nor  myself  could  have  any 
motive  for  being  accessories  to  that  unfortunate 
man^s  murder.  We  were  always  on  the  most 
friendly  terms  with  him.  But  on  account  of 
our  houas  being  next  to  tho  supposed  scene  of 
the  murder  the  police  said  we  must  know  some- 
thing about  it^  and  for  that  reason  procured 
false  evidence  against  us  in  order  to  drive  us  to 
swear  falsely  against  the  other  prisoners.  On 
the  night  I  was  arrested  I  waa  visited  by  the 
Governor  of  the  prison,  Captain  Mason/ who 
asked  me  how  1  got  into  the  hobble ;  ho  also 
asked  me,  if  I  knew  anything,  to  turn  round  on 
the  others  and  liberate  myself  and  my  father. 
I  told  him  I  knew  nothing  at  all  about  it. 
Three  weeks  after  I  was  arrested  8ergt?ant 
O'Brien,    of    Ballyforanj   aaked    me    to    give 
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evidence  Rgainst  the  oth^ni,  and  told  mo  I 
ahould  have  the  aapport  of  the  Government, 
r  told  him  I  could  g^ive  no  ovidenc©  unless  it 
was  perjured  evidence.  This  was  in  the  grand 
jury  room  of  County  Courthouse.  Ualway.  Four 
weeks  alter  I  was  arrested  (22nd  March),  the 
four  other  prisoners— namely,  Tacaey,  Ken- 
nedy, Hannon,  and  my  father,  John  Nolan, 
were  broug:ht  out  into  the  office  of  the  gaol,  and 
Mr.  Bolton  told  them  I  had  taraed  approver, 
and  Sergeant  O^Brien  said  ho  expected  to  get 
evidence  from  me.  He  had  no  reason  whatever 
for  saying  it,  unless  it  he  to  frighten  Thomas 
Kennedy  to  turn  round  and  swear  against  all, 
aa  they  promised  to  save  him  if  he  turned 
approver.  On  this  day  (23nd  March)  I  was 
taken  out  hy  my  warder  (Siracox)  after  the 
other  prisoners.  He  was  not  in  the  plot.  Juat 
as  I  was  going  in  on  the  office  door^  Sub-In- 


knew  then  how  the  ground  lay.  Mr.  Bolton 
was  at  work,  others  on  the  inside,  telling  them 
I  was  an  approver,  I  was  taken  in  and  locked 
in  my  cell.  I  usked  to  ho  allowed  to  see  Mr- 
Bowler,  the  solicitor  for  the  defence  ;  hut  I  was 
denied  the  privilege,  though  he  was  in  the 
prison  office  at  the  time.  They  told  me  he  was 
gone.  My  mother  called  to  see  mo  that  day  and 
the  next  and  \Taa  denied  admission.  Aiter  SIi-. 
Bowler  was  gone  I  was  taken  out  alone,  and 
Mr.  Paul,K.i I., addressing  me,  said,  •Consequent 
on  what  Sergeant  O'Brien  has  sworn  you  ire 
remanded  for  further  ovidonce/  I  did  not 
know  what  he  swore  ;  they  did  not  tell  me. 
I  did  not  know  what  thoy  told  the  other  pri- 
aonors.  I  was  hurried  away  again  into  the 
prison  without  being  given  time  to  ask  a  ques- 
tion. This  was  tho  fourth  time  I  was  remanded 
without  any  evidence  being  given  against  me. 
On  tho  following  day  (Saturday,  23rd  March), 
Sergeant  O'Brien  came  into  the  prison,  and 
himself  and  tho  Deputy  Gov<>mor  asked  me 
would  I  not  do  something  for  the  Crown  that 
was  paying  me,  saying  I  must  know  something 
about  the  murder.  I  told  him  I  should  have 
his  conduct  and  that  of  the  Deputy  (Governor 
Evans  brought  before  the  notice  of  Parliament 
in  not  allowing  me  to  see  Mr.  Bowler,  the 
solicitor  who  was  employed  for  me,  and  making 
it  appear  that  I  turned  an  approver.  Sergeant 
O'Brien  again  visited  mo  in  the  prison  on 
Sunday,  24th  March.  I  asked  him  would  ho 
be  aatisfied  if  I  swore  to  tho  truth.  He  said  I 
would  not  be  sworn  unless  I  made  a  statement 
criminating  the  prisoners.  I  then  handed  him 
a  written  statement  as  follows  :— 

*•  *  I  know  nothing  whatevM'  of  the  circum' 
stances  connected  with  the  murder  of  William 
M*Mahon  pro  and  con.* 

"  T  told  him  to  keep  that,  and  that  it  was  the 
truth,  and  that  I  should  swear  to  no  other  state- 
ment, 1  asked  them  aoveral  times  to  put  the 
book  in  my  hand,  and  that  I  would  tell  the 
truth,  but  they  wanted  me  to  give  evidence 
against  the  other  prisoners,  and  swearing  the 
truth  would  be  only  contradicting  the  witness 
Thomas  M'Donnell/  I  was  brought  up  by  my- 
self on  the  6th  daj  (Friday)  of  my  incarceration, 
about  7  o'clock  in  tho  evening,  and  Mr.  Paul, 
E,H.,  read  a  long  piece  of  swearing  done  hy 
Sergeant  O'Brien  against  me  in  order  to  frighten 
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me,  and  told  me  he  must  again  r<^mand  me. 
Mr.  Bolton,  Crown  Solicitor,  aaid  I    must  be 
sent  for  trial  along  with  the  other*,  and  that  I 
would  not  be  disohargftd  till  both  myself  and 
my  father  should  go  before  the  judge  and  jury* 
During  that  week  and  the  following  I  war  kept 
in  a   cell   separate   from  the  other  j 
though  I  requested  to  be  allowed  to  l- 
ciso  with  the  other  prisoners  I  was  dti...  .  ..^,o 

to  do  BO.  T  was  several  days  without  exercise. 
Now  I  always  told  the  Grown  T  had  neither 
band,  act,  part,  or  knowledge  in  that  murder. 
One  of  tho  warders  (M*ArdlG)  used  frequently 
to  tell  mo  that  he  was  instructed  by  Serg«int 
O'Brien  to  toll  mo  that  I  would  be  kept  there 
until  I  would  he  either  sent  for  trial  or  made  a 
statement  criminating  the  other  prisoners.  Ho 
also  told  me  that  it  was  no  harm  to  swear  false, 
that  it  was  don*»  every  day,  and  the  Crown  did 
not  oaro  right  or  wrong.  On  the  4th  of  April 
1  was  taken  out  of  the  prison  to  the  County 
Courthouse,  Sergeant  O'Brien  came  to  me  and 
said, '  I  suppose  you  have  heard  that  your  school 
is  gone  ?  *  *  Yes*  said  L  '  WeU,*  aaid  he,  *  the 
best  thing  you  can  do  now  is  to  turn  round 
with  the  drown.  You  have  no  business  home.' 
He  was  sent  to  make  offers  to  me  by  Bolton  and 
tToyee.  I  repeatedly  told  him  I  knew  nothing 
about  it.  *  Well,'  said  tho  magistrate,  •  wo  pro 
now  goiDg  to  send  you  for  trial.*  I  was  dis- 
charged shortly  afterwards  when  they  saw  all 
their  badgering  was  of  no  avail. 

*'  After  coming  home  from  prison  the  children 
were  being  kept  at  home  from  school  by  their 
parents  till  I  woidd  ho  reinstalled.  My  mind 
was  disturbed  both  while  I  was  in  prison  and 
after  getting  out,  and  the  inspector  and  mana* 
ger  agreed  to  roinstatt!  mo  when  I  should  get 
better.  I  was  so  bad  at  this  time  that  it  was 
deemed  necessary  uither  to  send  me  to  the  osy* 
lum  or  so m0 where ;  so  I  resolved  to  come  to 
America,  as  I  was  told  the  Crown  were  prompt- 
ing Kennedy,  one  of  the  men  in  prison*  to  tuni 
round  and  swear  against  me.  Shortly  ^  '^— -  T 
left  a  report  was  circulated  that  I  wa 
swear  against  lOO  men  in  the  country 
mitting  outrages  and  belonging  to  secret  socte* 
ties.  Four  young  men  secretly  left  the  country 
at  the  lime*  One  of  them  was  none  other  thao 
a  Uoverumeut  spy.  iind  never  belonged  to  a 
secret  society,  and  I  believe  he  was  paid  by  tho 
Crown  for  running  awiiy,  and  making  it  appear 
that  it  was  from  me  ho  was  running  away.  I 
met  two  of  the  young  men  here.  They  told  me 
they  were  told  hy  the  parish'priest  to  run  away. 
He  told  them  he  was  informed  of  all  through 
the  Crown.  Tho  plot  was  got  up  by  the  Crovrn 
in  order  to  prevent  me  from  being  reinstated  in 
the  school,  in  order,  as  Sergeant  O'Brien  said, 
of  leaving  no  resource  to  fall  back  on  but  to 
turn  round  and  become  a  perjured  informer/' 

After  tlie  debates  which  bad  recently 
takoa  place  in  that  Ilouao,  he  should  not 
dttlay*  the  House  by  ofl'ermg  a  siDglo 
word  of  comment  on  this  statGinent, 
He    loft    it   to    tho  judgment   of   the 

fjablic,  and  ho  asked  the  hon.  and 
earned  Gentleman  the  Qolititor  Gene- 
ral  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Walker),  Whe- 
ther^ considering^   the  additional   Light 
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thrown  by  this  statement  on  the  charac- 
ter and  practices  of  the  person  lately 
restored  to  the  office  of  Cx^own  Solicitor 
of  Ireland,  and  considering  the  infer- 
ences it  enabled  them  to  draw  as  to  the  ' 
methods  by  which  convictions  were  ob- 
tained in  certain  cases  in  Ireland^whe- 
ther  the  Government  would  at  once 
cause  an  independent  inquiry  to  be  held 
into  the  truth  of  the  statement  he  had 
read? 

The  solicitor  GEXEEAL  foe 
IBELAND  (Ml-.  Walkeh)  said,  as  far 
as  he  Qould  follow  it,  the  statement  read 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr,  Sex- 
ton) was  the  statement  of  the  son  of  a 
man  who  was  in  gaol  charged  with  mur- 
der. The  statement  charged  four  or  five 
officials  with  attempting  to  procure  this 
man's  evidence.  He  had  no  information 
as  to  this  statement.  The  man  appeared 
to  have  gone  to  America,  where  in  his 
safety  he  had  written  a  statement  which, 
under  the  circumstances,  would  be  re- 
ceived with  a  considerable  amount  of 
distrust  and  suspicion. 

Mr.  SltLXTON:  After  he  had  been 
released  by  the  Grown  in  Ireland. 

The  SOLTCITOE  GENERAL  for 
LREIiAND  (Mr.  Walker),  continuing^ 
eaid,  it  was  quite  open  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  send  in  t?ie  statement  to  the 
author! tieS)  who  would  consider  the 
matter. 

Mb,  BIGGAB  said,  the  reply  of  tho 
hon,  and  learned  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  seemed  to  him  to  be  an  exceed- 
ingly lame  one.  The  hon,  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  if  the  statement  was 
sent  in  to  the  Government,  they  would 
make  an  inquiry  into  the  case ;  but  his 
hou.  Friend  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  read 
charges  of  a  very  severe  nature,  which 
only  corroborated  what  had  been  said 
before  with  regard  to  the  administration 
of  Justice  in  Ireland,  It  had  been 
proved,  oa  the  most  complote  evidence, 
that  what  passed  for  admiaistration  of 
justice  in  Ireland  was  nothing  but  a 
farce,  and  the  Government  seemed  to 
be  heartily  ashamed  of  it ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  did  not  wish  at  present  to 
confess  tJieir  guUt,  because  they  thought 
it  would  injure  thorn  in  the  eyes  of  the 
Englisli  electors,  who  would  shortly  have 
an  opportunity  of  declaring  on  their 
character  and  conduct.  Kis  hon.  Friend 
had  very  clearly  pointed  out  the  state  of 
the  case — namely,  the  system  of  trying 
to  force  men  to  swear  falsely.     He  held 
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very  firmly  the  opinion  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  responsible,  morally  speak- 
ing. 

Mr,  speaker  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
that  it  is  not  regular  at  this  stage  to 
bring  on  an  ordinary  debate.  The  prin- 
ciple of  relevancy  appliei^.  The  Question 
I  have  to  put  to  the  House  is,  *'That  this 
House  do  agree  with  the  Committee  in 
the  said  Address  to  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  ; "  and  it  would  be  contrary  to 
the  general  principles  of  relevancy  to 
allow  a  debate  on  the  administration 
of  justice  in  Ireland  to  arise  on  that 
Question. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  :  I  will  not  pursue  the 
subject  farther ;  but  on  the  question  of 
relevancy  to  the  Address,  I  am  of  opi- 
nion that  the  Address  does  not 

Ma,  SPEAKER  :  I  have  ruled  that 
to  be  the  case,  and  I  must  put  the 
Question. 

Me.  JOHN  BEDMONl)  said,  he  re- 
gretted very  much  that  the  Government 
was  not  in  a  position  to  make  any  more 
definite  declaration  than  that  made  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  with  reference  to  the  very 
eeriouB  statement  read  by  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Sexton).  He  must  say  that  he 
heard  that  statement  with  feelings  of 
astonishment. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  GenUe- 
man  (Mr.  John  Redmond)  is  now  re- 
peating what  I  have  ruled  to  be  out  of 
Order  in  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cavan  (Mr,  Biggar).  I  shall  put 
the  Question  to  the  House,  '*  That  this 
House  do  agree  with  the  Committee  in 
the  said  Address  to  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty." 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  134  ;  Noea 
18  ;  Majority  116.— (Div.  List,  No.  6,) 

Address  agreed  to. 

To  be  presented  by  Privy  Councillors, 

POOH    LAW   GUARDIAKS   (IRELAND) 

BILL.— {Bill  9] 

(^Ur.  John  Redmond,  Mr,  O'Brim^  Mf\  (?r<fy, 

Mr,  Barry,) 

gECOITD  RBABINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  JOHN  REDMOND,  in  rising  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  that  this  duty  would 
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not  impose  upon  him  the  necessity  of 
delivering  anything  in  the  shape  of  a 
long  Bpeeoh.  He  would  begin  by  Bfiying 
frankly  that  ho  and  his  lum.  Friends 
laboured  under  a  disadvantage  in  pre- 
senting the  Bill  to  the  House,  inasmuch 
as  it  was  not  at  present  in  the  hands  of 
hon,  Membera.  He  would  admit  that, 
in  the  case  of  an  ordinary  BUI,  that 
might  be  a  fatal  objection  to  proceeding 
with  the  second  reading;  but  he  sub- 
mitted to  hon.  Members  that,  in  regard 
to  this  Billy  such  an  objection  was  not  a 
fatal  one.  What  was  the  history  of  the 
Bill  ?  Time  after  time  it  had  been  in- 
troduced in  the  House,  and  over  and 
over  again  its  principle  had  been  ad- 
mitted. Last  year,  when  it  was  intro- 
duced, it  was  greeted  with  the  well-nigh 
univerBal  approval  of  the  House,  and  it 
commanded  the  support  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers of  nearly  every  section.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Macartney) 
had  criticized  several  parts  of  the  Bill ; 
but  it  was  finally,  upon  second  reading, 
carried  unanimouBly.  It  was  amended 
in  that  House  in  Committee,  and  Amend- 
ments were  made  in  accordance  with  the 
wishes  of  the  Government,  so  that, 
finally,  the  Bill  was  moulded  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  meet  with  the  unanimous 
approval  of  that  Assembly.  He  would 
now  appeal  to  the  Government  not  to 
press  a  technical  objection  against  the 
present  Bill,  because  it  was  not  in  the 
hands  of  Members.  In  the  eyes  of  the 
Government  it  should  not  be  considered 
a  fatal  objection,  because  they  them- 
selves last  year  expressed,  in  an  em- 
phatic manner,  their  urgent  desire  to 
get  this  Bill  as  it  stood  passed  into  law. 
The  people  of  Ireland  would  regard  that 
dedarafeion  on  their  part  with  great 
scepticism  if  they  now  opposed  the 
second  reading  on  the  merely  technical 
ground  that  the  Bill  had  not  been  printed 
and  placed  in  the  hands  of  Members. 
The  Bill  was  identical  in  every  particular 
with  the  measure  which  left  the  House  of 
Oommons  last  year  with  the  approval  of 
all  sections  of  the  House.  He  there- 
fore did  not  think  it  necessary  to  dwell 
upon  its  principle,  which  had  been  ex- 
plained over  and  over  again.  It  intro- 
duced into  the  election  of  Poor  Law 
Guardians  the  system  of  election  by 
ballot,  to  which  there  could  be  no  valid 
objection t  as  the  system  had  been  al- 
ready adopted   in   Parliamentary  eleo- 
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tions.  It  also  provided  for  the  abolition 
of  proxy  voting,  and  the  diminution  of  y 
the  relative  number  of  er-officio  Guar- 
dians on  the  Poor  Law  Boards.  The 
system,  as  it  had  existed  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time  in  Ireland,  had  been  worked 
in  such  a  way  that  the  landed  interest  in 
the  country  were  able  to  exercise  an  in- 
fluence which  was  neither  right  nor  just. 
First  of  all,  by  the  system  of  open  voting, 
the  landed  interest  of  the  country  was 
able  to  exercise  an  undue  influence  on  I 
elections ;  secondly »  by  the  system  of  ^ 
proxy  voting,  a  number  of  absentee 
landlords  were  enabled  to  hand  over 
their  proxies  in  a  bundle  to  their  agents, 
who  were  allowed  to  fill  them  up  as  they 
choose,  and  in  this  way  to  exercise  al 
baleful  and  unjust  influence  in  elections. 
By  the  system  which  prevailed  in  Ire- 
land the  ex  offieio  Guardians  formed  at 
least  one-half  of  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians throughout  the  country ;  while,  by 
the  system  which  prevailed  in  England, 
the  proportion  of  en  offiico  Guardians 
was  only  one-third.  He  could  assign  no 
reason  why  the  proportion  should  be 
larger  in  Ireland  than  it  was  at  present 
in  England.  He  ventured  to  appeal  to 
the  Government,  especially  after  the 
action  which  they  had  been  obliged  to 
take — he  presumed  in  the  interests  of 
their  Party— in  regard  to  Irish  aflairs, 
not  to  press  a  mere  technical  objection 
to  the  Bill;  but  having  declared  their 
warm  appixival  of  its  principle,  and 
their  indignation  because  it  was  defeated 
in  **  another  place,"  to  assent  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  measure.  He  had  felt 
the  great  disadvantage  under  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  new  Chief  ISe- 
cretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 
nerman)  had  laboured  in  being  obliged  ^ 
to  remain  mute  for  the  last  few  days. 
Indeed,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  first 
speech,  in  which  he  stated  that  an  odious 
official  for  Ireland  had  been  reinstated, 
was  calculated  to  make  a  bad  impres- 
sion. He  (Mr.  J.  Redmond)  would, 
therefore,  bo  glad  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  take  the  opportunity 
of  mitigating  this  bad  impression  by 
allowing  this  Bill  to  be  read  a  second 
time,  and  he  would  now  move  that  it  be 
ao  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed , 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  John  Itedmond,) 
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Mu.  ELTON  said,  that  if  the  BiU  was 
in  the  House,  he  would  be  the  last  to 
propose  any  technical  objection  to  it, 
seeing  that  it  was  discussed  upon  a 
former  occasion  when  introduced  into 
the  House  by  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
jufit  spoken  (Mr.  John  Eedmond).  It 
was,  however,  quite  obvious  that  there 
were  a  number  of  important  matters  to 
be  considered  in  connection  with  the 
Bill  which  were  not  before  the  House  ; 
and  he  would,  therefore,  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  eoconding  the  Motioo.  He 
had  called  the  attention  of  the  House 
last  Session  to  tlie  practice  of  bringing 
in  a  Bill  without  ita  being  printed, 
which,  he  though t»  most  dangerous  and 
objectionable.  He  was  ready  to  take 
the  word  of  the  hon.  Member  for  New 
Boss  (Mr.  JohnBedmond),  that  this  Bill 
was  identical  with  the  Bill  of  last  Ses- 
sion ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  principle,  mea- 
sures ought  not  bo  read  without  the 
House  luiowing  what  they  were  reading, 
and  they  ought  to  be  careful  not  to 
establish  dangerous  precedents.  More- 
over, the  House  was  put  in  a  false  and 
even  ridiculous  position  by^being  asked 
to  read  what  they  had  not  actually  before 
them. 

Motion  made,  and  tluestion  proposed, 
'*That  tlie  Debate  be  now  adjourned,** 
—{Mr.  Elton.) 

CoLoiTBL  NOLAN,  in  supporting  the 
Motion  for  the  second  readiLg,  said, 
that  by  thc^  happy  accident  of  the  early 
close  of  the  discussion  on  the  Address, 
the  Irish  Meml>er8  had  obtained  a 
chance  of  bringing  on  the  Bill  that  day, 
and  he  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  show  itself  in  earnest  by  support- 
ing them  upon  bo  extremely  important  a 
measure,  which  had  been  passed  almost 
unanimously  by  that  House,  and  thrown 
out  by  the  House  of  Lords  last  Session 
in  company  with  the  Franchise  Bill 
The  hon,  and  learned  Member  for  Brid- 
port  (Mr.  Warton)  urged  that  they 
ought  not  to  read  the  Bill  until  it  had 
been  printed ;  but  he  (Colonel  Nolan) 
presumed  that  as  soon  as  it  was  in 
print  the  hon,  and  learned  Member 
would,  as  usual,  immediately  put  a  block 
on  it.  After  the  second  reading,  Irish 
Members  would  undertake  not  to  press 
the  Committee  stage  until  the  measure 
kad  been  printed    If  it  was  absurd  to 


read  a  Bill  beforo  it  was  printed,  it  was 
an  absurdity  which  was  committed  every 
day,  for  Bills  were  always  read  a  first 
time  before  they  were  in  the  hands  of 
Members, 

Mh.  GIBSON  said,  that  the  hon,  and 
gallant  Member  for  Galway  County 
(Colonel  Nolan)  had  called  on  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  House  to  show  the 
people  of  Ireland  that  they  were  in 
earnest  about  that  Bill ;  but  the  hon. 
Members  who  were  in  charge  of  it  had 
not  shown  that  thoy  were  themselves 
particularly  in  earnest  about  it,  inas- 
much as  though  that  was  the  Mth  day 
of  the  Session,  the  Bill  was  not  in  print. 
If  they  had  been  they  would  have  had 
it  printed  before  this.  It  was  impossible 
to  ask  the  House  to  proceed  with  legis- 
lation when  they  had  not  a  eingle  line 
of  the  Bill  before  them,  and  having 
merely  to  rely  on  what  occurred  in  do- 
bate  last  Session  at  3  or  4  o'clock  in  the 
morning.  It  was  not  quite  correct  to 
say  that  the  Bill  last  Session  left  that 
House  having  the  unanimous  approval 
of  all  sections  of  the  House,  No  doubt, 
some  of  its  important  provisions  were 
not  then  objected  to  ;  but  there  were 
many  other  provisions  contained  in  it, 
some  introduced  on  Amendments,  which, 
were  seriously  and  strongly  opposed, 
and  they  would  probably  be  as  strongly 
opposed  again,  It  was  unreasonable 
to  expect  the  House  to  proceed  with  the 
discussion  of  a  Bill  with  which  they  were 
not  acquainted ;  and  it  was  nothing  to  the 
purpose  to  tell  them  that  before  its 
next  stage  they  would  have  the  BiU  be- 
fore them.  They  could  not  now  proceed 
gravely  to  its  second  reading  without 
fretting  a  moat  serious  and  lamentable 
precedent.  He  did  not  disparage  the 
importance  of  the  measure,  or  the  way 
in  which  it  had  been  i)resented  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  New  Boss ;  and  he 
should  himself  be  ready  to  discuss  it 
with  perfect  fairness  whenever  it  came 
properly  before  the  House  ;  but  he  was 
not  in  a  position  to  do  that  now,  and  he 
presumed  that  thuse  who  were  respon- 
sible for  the  conduct  of  the  BuMuess  in 
the  House  woidd  join  him  in  supporting 
the  Motion  for  Adjournment. 

Mk.  MACARTNEY  said,  that,  when 
a  similar  Bill  was  brought  forward  last 
Session,  they  were  told  that  it  was  iden- 
tical with  a  measure  which  had  been 
proposed  in  the  previous  year.  Never- 
theless, there  were  several  rather  serious 
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differences  between  thoae  two  Bills,  and 
the  opponents  of  the  eeaond  reading  were 
then  able  to  point  those  difrfctrencee  out. 
But  they  were  not  id  a  position  to  do  the 
same  now,  the  present  Bill  not  being  in 
print.  It  was  all  very  woll  to  take 
things  on  trust;  but  that  was  not  the 
way  to  do  business  either  in  tho  House 
or  out  of  it.  In  a  matter  of  thia  import- 
ance it  was  necessary  that  they  should 
have  the  Bill  before  them.  He  supported 
the  adjournment,  contending  that  the 
Prim©  Minister  had  stated  that  no  Busi- 
nesa  would  be  taken  between  the  con- 
clusion of  the  Addross  and  the  second 
reading  of  the  Franchise  Bill.  Had  he 
(Mr.  Macartney)  been  present  when  the 
Bill  was  before  the  House  last  Session, 
he  would  have  opposed  it  tooth  and  naiL 
There  were  hardly  any  Members  of  the 
Ooneervativ©  Party  present  to  discuss 
the  question ;  because,  on  asking  at  the 
Vote  Offloe,  they  bad  learnt  that  the 
Bill  was  not  printed.  Seeing,  therefore, 
that  they  had  gone  away  with  the  con- 
viction that  it  would  not  come  on  that 
evening,  it  would  be  most  unfair  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  discussion  now. 

SxH  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  it  was 
useless  for  any  hon.  Member  to  pretend 
that  he  was  unacquainted  with  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  for  be  (Sir  Josetph 
M*Kenna)  held  in  his  hand  a  copy  which 
had  been  taken  from  the  file  which  con- 
tained  the  Bill  as  it  was  sent  up  to  the 
House  of  Loixls  last  Session.  He»  there- 
fore, hoped  it  would  be  permitted  to 
proceed. 

Me,  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  that  he  sincerely  and  deeply  re- 
gretted the  circumstances  under  which 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  had  been 
moved,  nor  could  he  well  see  why  they 
had  been  allowed  to  arise.  The  Bill 
had  been  introduced  some  days  ago, 
and  if  it  was  an  exact  reproduction  of 
the  Bill  before  the  House  of  Lords  last 
Session,  it  would  have  been  all  tho 
easier  on  that  accoimt  to  have  had  it 
printed.  In  spite  of  this,  not  only  was 
it  not  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members, 
but  it  was  not  yet  in  the  hands  of  the 
printer;  at  least,  it  was  not  when  he 
last  made  inquiries.  This  was  a  Bill 
which  the  Government  regarded  with 
not  only  a  great,  but  with  a  benevolent, 
interest.  They  were  in  favour  of  the 
main  primiples  of  the  Bill ;  they  had 
supported  them  last  Session,  and  were 
prepared  to  do  so  again ;  and  it  would 
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have  given  him  porsonally  and  the  Go- 
vernment the  most  sincere  pleasure  to 
have  supported  it  at  this  and  at  every 
other  stage,  so  far  as  they  found  the 
Bill  of  this  .Session  carrying  out  the  pro- 
visions of  tho  Bill  of  last  Session.  But, 
as  far  as  his  experience  went  in  (hat 
House,  and  it  went  bark  a  good  many 
years,  ho  believed  it  to  be  the  invariable 
practice  of  the  House  to  refu^je  its 
assent  to  tho  second  reading  of  Bills 
which  it  had  not  seen,  and  which  had 
not  been  printed.  There  might,  pos- 
sibly, be  on©  or  two  exceptions  to  that 
rule ;  but,  if  there  were,  it  would  be 
found  that  they  were  in  tho  case  of 
small  Bills  of  one  or  two  clauses,  and 
not  in  the  case  of  a  measure  of  such  a 
large  and  comprehensive  character  as 
this.  He  must  confess  that,  in  his  opi- 
nion»  that  role  was  a  salutary  and 
prox>er  one  ;  and,  as  a  general  principle^ 
he  thought  that  the  House  would  agree 
that  they  should  not  be  called  upon  to 
pass  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
which  they  had  not  seen.  He  was  sin- 
cerely anxious  that  this  Bill  should  pass, 
as  his  Predecessor  had  been,  and  tho 
Government  were  themselves  so  disposed 
to  meet  the  views  of  the  hon.  (ientleman 
who  propot*ed  it,  that  they  would  not 
themselves  have  thought  of  raising  this 
objection,  It  had,  however,  been  raised, 
and  it  was  in  accordance  with  the  al- 
most invariable  rule  of  the  House.  In 
these  circumstances^  ho  had  to  consider 
what  was  the  invariable  practice  of  the 
House  with  regard  to  Bills  of  this  im- 
portance, and  he  must  most  reluctantly 
say  that  he  could  not  support  the  Mo- 
tion for  the  immediate  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.  Tho  blame  was  on  the 
shoulders  of  those  who  were  in  charge 
of  tho  Bill,  It  was  a  Bill  that  would 
have  been  very  easy  to  get  printed,  and 
at  the  time  there  was  no  pressure  on 
the  printers. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Macartney)  had  used  a 
childish  argument.  It  was  perfectly 
apparent  to  anybody  who  looked  at 
the  Votes  that  raorningt  that  the  Poor 
Law  Guardians  (Ireland)  Bill  would  be 
reached,  and  therefore  there  was  no  ex- 
cuse for  the  absence  of  the  Tory  Party. 
He  (Mr,  Sexton)  had  noticed  that  fewer 
Tories  were  present  on  more  important 
occasions.  There  was  a  certain  conve- 
nience apparent  now  for  the  second  time 
in  the  recent  changes  in  the  Office  of 
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Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.     It  would 
haTO  been  very  di:flicult  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  last  held  that  Office 
(Mr,  Trevelyan)  to  have  made  the  ejieech 
which  had  just  been  deliverod.  The  right 
liOn.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Oampbell- 
Bannerman)  seemed  to  be  ignorant  of 
the  fact  that  the  Government  accepted  last 
Session  not  merely  the  main  principle 
on  the  second  reading,  but  in  Commit- 
tee, and   on  the  stage  of  Report,   the 
Government    went  mufh  further,    and 
assented   to   every  clause,  every  word, 
every  letter,  and  every  comma  in  the 
BilL     There  were  several  copies  of  the 
Bill  of  last  Session  which  could   have 
been  seen,  and  that  Bill  was  idL^ntical 
with  the  present  one,  and  it  bad  the  full 
support  of  Irish  Members,  irrespective 
of  the  side  of  the  House  they  eat  upon. 
The  fact  of  its  not  being  printed  was  a 
matter  of  the  purest  inadvertence,  and 
he  was  sorry  to  see  the   Government 
taking  advantage  of   it.     He    also  re- 
gretted, for  the  sake  of  the  reputation 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  that 
he  had  been  so  ungenerous  as  to  shift 
the   blame  for  its   rejection   from   the 
shoulders  of    the    Government  to   the 
shoulders  of  the  Irish  Party.    The  Irish 
Party  could  not  possibly  have  foreseen 
a  few   days  ago  that  the  Bill   would 
come  on  that  evening.     This  was  rather 
an  unpromising  beginning  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.     It  was  very  unfor- 
tunate that,  on  the  second  or  third  day 
of  the  appearance  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  for   Ireland,   he   should  take  the 
course  which  he  had  adopted.     He  first 
opened  his  official  career  by   restoring 
to  ofhoial  employment  a  most  obnoxious 
person ;   and,  in   the   second  place,  he 
endeavoured  to   shift   on   to  the  Irish 
Members  the  blame  of  causing  the  re- 
jection of  a   Bill,   the  value   of  which 
was  admitted  by  the  Government  with 
which    he  was  connected.      The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  stated  in  eflfeet  that  he 
was  in  a  dilemma ;  and,  indeed,  he  was 
to  be  commiflerated  witb^  for  he  accepted 
a  must  difficult  OfficCi  and  yet,  on  the 
second  day  of  his  appearance,  he  con- 
fessed  that  he  was  in  a  dilemma.     That 
being  so,  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  believed  that 
the  day  was  not  far  postponed  when  he 
would  be  in  a  position  of  disaster. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY,  in  sup- 
porting the   Motion   for  the   adjourn- 
ment, said,  he  bad  never  heard  a  more 
unfair  speech  than  the  ono  juet delivered,  , 
and  he  must,  therefore,  take  the  oppor- 1 


tunity  of  stating  his  opinion  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  present  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman")  deserved  to  receive  at  least 
a  little  consideration  and  fair  play.  He 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  would  just  refer 
to  one  point  that  had  been  alluded  to  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  Mention 
had  been  made  of  the  re- appointment  of 
Mr,  George  Bolton,  an  incident  which 
he,  for  one — 

Ma.  SPEAKER:  The  Question  be- 
fore the  House  is  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate,  and  not  the  appointmi^nt  of 
Mr.  George  Bolton.  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Member  to  adhere  to  the  Question. 
Mr.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  he 
should  not  have  alluded  to  that  subject 
except  in  reference  to  what  fell  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  and  all  he 
wished  to  say  about  it  was  that  he  did 
not  support  all  the  acts  of  the  Govern- 
ment, or  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  lately  assumed  the  Office.  He  had 
frequently  stated  elsewhere  and  in  the 
House  of  Commons  that,  when  the  Irish 
Members  endeavoured  to  get  legislation 
through,  they  should  conform  to  the  re- 
quirements and  Eules  of  the  House. 
The  requirements  of  the  Home  must 
be  adhered  to.  That  was  not  the  first 
time  that  Irish  Members  had  failed 
to  get  their  Bills  j^nnted;  and  it  was 
their  own  fault  if  they  could  not  proceed 
with  this  measure,  owing  to  their  not 
having  complied  with  the  Forms  of  the 
House.  Last  year,  in  the  case  of  the 
Labourers'  (Ii-elandylBill,  a  similar  thing 
took  place,  and,  whilst  not  saying  a  word 
against  the  measure  now  in  question,  he 
desired  to  express  the  opinion  generally 
to  which  be  had  now  given  utterance. 

Mb.  B.  POWEE  said,  he  could  not 
congratulate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman)  on  the  champion- 
ship which  he  had  just  won.  He  (Mr. 
R.  Power)  was  disappointed  with  the 
speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, and  he  regretted  that  instead  of 
taking,  as  he  had,  a  technical  objection, 
he  had  not  frankly  and  generously 
allowed  the  second  reading.  It  was 
nothing  less  than  absurd  that  hon*  Gen- 
tleman should  get  up  and  say  that  they 
were  perfectly  ignorant  of  the  provisions 
of  the  BUI.  It  was  the  same  Bill  as 
was  before  the  House  last  year,  and 
everybody  knew  what  its  principles  were. 
They  had  a  limited  number  of  copies  of 
the  Bill.     They  could  explain  the  prin- 
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ciples  and  the  provisions  of  tHe  Bill  in  a 
abort  space  or  time,  and  he  would, 
therefore,  appeal  to  the  Government  to 
yield  the  point ,  and  permit  the  Bill  to 
be  read  a  second  time. 


OEDEE  H^  DEBATE  —  SUSPENSION   OF 

A  MEMBER   (NEW  RULES  OF  PRO- 
CEDURE^RULE  2). 

Mb,  O'DONNELL  said,  the  House 
had,  at  that  moment,  an  opportuoity  of 
doing  a  piece  of  useful  legislation.  That 
was  a  Bill  supported  by  Her  Majesty *a 
Government,  and  it  wag  moat  extraor* 
dinary,  he  ventured  to  submit,  to  find 
Her  Majesty's  Government  taking  ad- 
vantage of  and  seizing  on  this  techni- 
cal point  and  plea,  to  put  off  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  in  face  of  their 
loudly- advertised  zeal  for  **  practical 
legislation  "  in  that  House.  He  would 
hope  that  the  Prime  Minister  would 
maintain  the  dignity  and  independence 
of  his  character,  and  say  a  word  now  in 
favour  of  practical  legislation,  by  allow- 
ing the  Bill  to  pass  the  second  reading. 
The  House  had  been  informed,  in  no 
ambiguous  terms,  that  very  drastic  mea- 
sures would  be  taken,  if  necessary,  to 
further  practical  legislation,  and  enable 
the  House 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  Question  be- 
fore the  House  is,  **  That  the  Debate  be 
adjourned  ;  "  and  the  hon.  Member  has 
no  right  to  travel  into  other  subjects* 

Ma,  O'DONNELL  :  The  Business  be- 
fore the  House,  I  submit,  is  the  pro- 
posal to  adjourn  the  debate,  and  thus 
adjourn  the  consideration  of  this  impor* 
tant  piece  of  practical  legislation;  and 
I  appeal  to  the  Prime  Minister,  who 
says  that  practical  legislation  is  the  chief 
objeot  of  Parliament,  to  give  ne  an  ex- 
ample and  proof  of  his  sincerity  on  that 
point,  and  of  his  well-advertised  zeal  on 
that  subject,  to  throw  over  his  subordi- 
nate, and  support  the  just  claim  of  the 
Irish  Members  to  have  this  most  impor- 
tant reform  proceeded  with  on  the  pre- 
sent opportunity.  I  would  on  that  | 
question,  as  an  additional  argument  for  | 
proceeding  with  the  Bill,  remind  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that,  in  this  Ses- 
sion already,  a  most  important  Irish  Bill 
was  swept  away,  owing  to  their  having 
taken  away  from  the  Irish  Members 
their  last  Wednesday, 

Mb.  speaker  :  Again  I  must  re- 
mind the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  is 
travelling  troxa  the  Question  before  the 


House,  which  is  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate.    I  beg  that  he  will  not  repeat  it. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL:  I  wish,  then,  to 
consult  you  on  the  question  of  Order. 
What  I  am  endeavouring  to  bring  for- 
ward, as  a  reason  why  the  Government 
should  not  adjourn  this  Bill,  is  that  the 
Government  have  already  taken  an  im- 
portant day  from  the  Irish  Members. 
Am  I  not  allowed  to  use  that  argument 
in  support  of  the  views  which  the  Irish 
Members  put  forward  on  tbie  question  ? 
Surely,  Mr,  Speaker 

Mb.  SPEAKEE :  It  is  not  the  Ques- 
tion.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  again 
travelled  from  the  Question.  I  am  to 
judge  as  to  whether  the  hon.  Member  is, 
or  is  not,  confining  his  remarks  to  the 
Question,  and  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
deviates,  in  my  opinion,  from  the  Ques- 
tion, it  is  my  duty  to  tell  him  so.  I  have 
already  twice  told  him  that  he  is  di- 
verging from  the  Question. 

Me.  0*D0NNELL:  I  am  absolutely 
convinced  that  I  was  bringing  forwai'd 
arguments  in  support  of  the  plea  that 
this  Bill  be  not  adjourned,  and  I  re- 
spectfully protest — [6Vitfj  of  '*  Order  ! "] 
I  respectfully  protest 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order! 

Mr,  O'DONNELL:  Sir,  I  respect- 
fully protest  against  your  interference 
with  the  legitimate  course  of  the  discus- 
sion.    [ '  *  Order,  order  1  *  *  J 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  call  upon 
you  to  resume  your  seat,  on  account  of 
the  irrelevancy  of  your  observations  to 
the  Question  before  the  House, 

Mb.    O'DONNELL:    Mr.     Speaker, 

Sir,  I  protest — I  would  say [CVi>i  of 

^*  Order!"] 

Mb,  SPEAKEE  :  Again  I  must  call 
upon  you  to  resume  your  seat. 

Mb.  O^DONNELL:  Sir»  I  wish  to 
protest  against  this  use  of  the  power  of 
calling  on  Members  to  sit  down  when 
using  legitimate  arguments,  and  thus 
stop  their  observations — ['*  Hear,  hear!  *' 
and  **  Order"] — and  as  you  have  taken 

that  step,  I  wish  you   to [^Cri§i  ^ 

**  Name  him!"] 

Mb,  SPEAKER  :  I  have  twice— three 
times — called  the  hon,  Member^s  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  his  observations 
were  not  relevant,  and  that  ho  was 
wandering  from  the  subject  of  the  de- 
bate, 

Mb.  O'DONNELL :  I  was  not.  I  was 
not. 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  I  did  so  in  terms 
whioh  are  before  the  House.    You  havt 
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not  tBougbt  proper  to  pay  any  attention 
to  my  ruling  —  [ Ministeriai  oheet'i] — 
and  I  now  Name  you,  Mr.  O^Donnell, 
as  disregarding  the  authority  of  the 
Chair. 

Mr.     GLADSTONE:     You,     Mr. 
Speaker,  having  Named  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I  consider  it  my  duty,  upon  that 
Naming,  to  movs  that  Mr.  O'Donnell ! 
be  suspended  from  the  service  of  the  ' 
House. 

Motion  made,  and  Queetion  proposed, 
"That    Mr.    O'Donnell   be    suspended] 
from  the  service  of  the  House."— (J/r. ; 
Olad$tone.) 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  Question  is, 
**That  Mr,  0*Donnell  be  suspended  from 
the  service  of  the  House. ^'  As  many  as 
are  of  that  opinion  say  **Aye;'*  the 
contrary,  **  No,"  I  think  the  **  Ayes  " 
have  it.     [**No,  no!  **] 

Mr.  O^DONNELL  :  You  have  played 
your  expected  part,  Monsieur  le  Presi- 
dent. 

The  hon.  Member  then  withdrew. 

The  House  divided:  —  Ayes  163  j 
Noes  28:  Majority  135.— (Div.  List, 
No.  7.) 

Question  again  proposed,  *'  That  the 
Debate  be  now  adjourned." 

The  following  is  the  Entry  in  the 
Votes  : — 

Mr.  BrBA-KEB  called  tho  attention  of  the 
House  to  continued  irrelevance  on  the  part  of 
Mr.  O'Doiinell,  Member  for  Dtingarvun,  and 
directed  the  honourable  Member  to  diBoontinue 
hia  Speech :  — 

The  honourable  Member,  neverthelew,  having 
persisted  in  speaking : — 

^Ir.  8FEAK^m  named  him  as  disregarding  the 
authority  of  the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put»  **  That  Mr. 
O'Donnell  he  suspended  from  the  service  of  the 
House.'' — {Mr,  Gladstone.)  — 

The  House  divided ;  Ayea  163,  Noes  28. 

Mr.  PAHNELL:  I  wish,  Sir,  to 
point  out  to  the  House  that  tho  Bill»  the 
adjournment  of  which  is  now  sought  by 
a  coalition  of  the  Front  Government 
Bench  and  Front  Opposition  Bench,  was 
read  a  second  time  last  SeBsion  in  this 
House,  and  passed  through  all  its  stages 
without  any  practical  opposition  what- 
ever,  and  was  sent  to  the  House  of 
Lords^  and  then  thrown  out  on  second 
readinjg;^.  In  the  Session  before  last 
also,  this  Bill  received  the  second  read- 
ing ;  so  that  it  cannot  possibly  be  con- 
tended, in  support  of  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment^  that   the   House   is   un- 


acquainted with  its  contents.  A  pledge 
has  been  given  by  my  hon.  Friend  who 
brought  in  the  Bill  (Mr.  John.  Eedmond) 
that  it  would  be,  and  is,  the  identical 
Bill  which  last  St^ssion  left  this  House 
and  was  thrown  out  by  the  House  of 
Lords.  I  ask,  under  these  circumstances, 
what  can  the  Government  be  in  doubt 
about?  H  they  have  agreed  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  why  should  they 
support  a  Motion  for  Adjoummenti  on 
the  ground  that  they  do  not  know  what 
the  Bill  is'?  [An  hon.  MEiraEa:  The 
new  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.]  If 
they  believe  that  the  Bill  is  the  Bill  of 
last  Session,  and  has  been  stated  dis- 
tinctly, the  tenability  of  the  position 
taken  by  the  Front  <>oveniment  Bench 
and  some  of  their  followers  entirely  dis- 
appears. If  the  Bill  is  not  considered 
to-day,  and  if  the  adjournment  ia 
granted,  all  chances  of  its  passing  this 
Session  will  have  gone  by.  I  addressed 
an  appeal  towards  the  close  of  last 
Session  to  the  Prime  Minister  with  re- 
ference to  the  Bill.  After  it  was  thrown 
out,  I  asked  him,  would  he  include  this 
measure  in  the  list  of  subjects  to  be 
brought  forward  during  the  Autumn 
Session?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  that  he  desired  to  see  the  measure 
passed,  when  asked,  at  the  close  of  last 
Session,  to  bring  it  forward  as  well  as 
the  Representation  of  the  People  Bill. 
He  could  not,  however,  see  his  way  to 
including  the  measure  in  the  Govern- 
ment programme.  We  do  not,  however, 
ask  the  Government  to  take  up  the  Bill 
and  make  it  portion  of  their  programme 
^— we  simply  ask  that  the  opportunity 
which  we  have  obtained  oy  chance 
should  be  given  to  us  of  obtaining  an- 
other stage  for  the  Bill.  I  do  not  believe 
that  we  have  been  met  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  a  candid  way  from  first  to  last. 
I  cannot  see  why  they  should  assist  the 
hon.  Gentlemau  who  has  moved  tho 
adjournment  of  the  debate  (Mr.  Elton). 
Tho  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  said  that 
he  would  not  have  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate ;  but,  its  having 
been  moved  by  a  Member  upon  the  Con- 
servative side  of  the  House,  he  felt 
bound  to  support  it.  I  cannot  see  the 
force  of  that  argument;  for,  if  it  waa 
right  that  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate should  be  moved,  he  should  have 
been  prepared  to  move  it ;  but,  if  it  was 
not  right  that  the  adjournment  should 
be  moved,  I  do  not  see  how  he  can 
©scape  the  odium  of  having  obstructed 


1039        Pcor  Law  Guardiam        {COMMONS] 


(Irtland)  Bill 


1040 


the  measure  by  leaving  to  others  the 
adoption  of  that  course.  The  action  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  supporting 
the  adjournment  gives  colour  to  the 
suspicions  entertained  in  Irish  circles 
last  Session ,  that  the  Government  would 
be  glad  to  see  the  Bill  opposed  and 
thrown  out,  although  they  did  not  wish 
to  inonr  the  odium  of  opposing  it  them- 
selves. Hon.  Memboi'S  on  these  Benches 
are  most  anxious  to  see  the  measure 
passed  into  law. 

Colonel  COLT  HURST  said,  he 
deeply  regretted  that  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate  should  have  been  moved, 
though  he  did  not  believe  in  the  asper- 
sions which  had  been  cast  upon  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  Campbell-Bauner* 
man).  If  ever  there  was  a  case  in  which 
the  Eoles  of  the  House  should  be  de- 
parted from,  this  was  one  j  and  he  there- 
fore trusted  that  the  Government  would 
see  their  way  to  allow  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  although  it  had  not  been 
printed,  and,  therefore,  not  presented  to 
hon.  Members.  The  Government  should 
remember  that  the  opposition  was  made 
from  the  opposite  side  of  the  House. 
He  hoped  sincerely  that  even  still  the 
Qt)vernment  would  see  their  way  to 
allow  the  Bill  lo  be  read  a  second  time. 
It  was  argued  that  the  Bill  was  not 
printed  ;  but  still  they  should  remember 
that  it  stood  in  peculiar  ciroum stances, 
for  it  was  exactly  the  same  Bill  as  had 
been  so  thoronghly  discussed  and  passed 
last  year.  There  was,  moreover,  a  ge- 
neral consensus  of  opinion  in  Ireland 
that  the  main  features  of  the  Bill  should 
be  passed  into  law. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  after 
what  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr,  Parnel!)  had  said,  that  the 
Government  were  liable  to  incur  the  re- 
BDonsibility  of  joining  in  the  negative  on 
the  Motion  now  before  the  House — that 
was,  supporting  the  Motion  for  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate— he  felt  it  im- 
possible to  leave  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Oampbell-Bannerman)  under  that  re- 
iponsibility.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  had  done  what  he  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  thought  it  was  always  a  pity 
to  do — that  was  to  say,  he  had  given  a 
painful  and  odious  colour  to  the  act  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  He  accused  the 
GoTernment  of  a  secret  desire  to  oppose 
the  Bill,  which  they  were  unwilling  to 
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display    openly.     He   (Mr.    Gladstone) 
might  say,  however,  that  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  whole  matter  was  one  which 
concerned  the  Forms  and  Rules  of  the 
House,  respecting  which  it  seemed  that  ' 
there  were  a  great  number  of  questions 
in  which  hon.  Gentlemen  might  exercise  , 
their  own  discretion  as  to  standing  or  J 
not  standing  on  a  point  of  Form  or  Bule. 
The   hon.  Member  had  laid  down  the 
doctrine  that  it  was  impossible  to  be 
right  in  acceding  to  a  demand  from  an- 
other quarter  to  do  what  one  would  not  I 
do   himself.     But  he    (Mr,   Gladstone)] 
could  not  assent  to  that  doctrine,  for  he  ' 
had  sometimes  acceded  to  demandsi  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
himself.     He  should  be  very  glad,  he 
might  tell  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  . 
of  Cork,  if,    under  the   circumstances, 
that  objection  were  not  taken — namely,  I 
that  the  Bill  was  not  printed.     At  the  I 
same  time,  he  must  say  that  he  thought  I 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  interested  in  1 
the  Bill,  and  especially  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  desired  to  oppose  the  Bill,  and  who 
read  that  morning  on  the  list  of  Orders  | 
of  the  Day—*  *  Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ire- 1 
land)  Bill" — knowing  the  Bill  had  not 
i  been  printed,  were  perfectly  justified  in 
j  the  assumption  that  it  would  not  come 
on.     That  was  a  point  of  Form  with  re- 
I  gard  to  which  he  must,  in  all  fairness 
\  and  e^quity,  say  that  all  those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  took  an  interest,  and  espe-  ! 
I  oially  those  who  took  a  hostile  interest, 
in  the  Bill,  were  justified  in  the  assump- 
I  tion  that  it  would  not  come  on  at  all,  be- 
I  cause  it  wa«  not  printed,  and  they  had, 
,  therefore,  absented  themselves  from  the 
House.     Under  those  cireumstanoes,  it 
I  was  a  point  of  equity  to  acquiesce  in  the 
objection  so  taken.     He  was  very  sorry 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  the   City  of  J 
Cork  also  laid  upon  him  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
the  disagreeable  imputation  that  he  wa.s 
a  concealed  enemy  of  the  Bill,  and  darud 
not  avow  his  hostility  to  it.     He  must 
bear  the  ill-wiU  and  odium  of  that  im- 
putation, such  as  it  was,  trusting  to  his 
general  character  that  he  might  be  able 
to  8ur\ave  it.     If  hon.  Gentlemen  should 
tliink  it  necessary  to  insist  upon  the  ob- 
jection that  the  Bill  had  not  been  printed, 
he  could  not  vote  against  them,  although 
he  should  have  been  glad  if  the  objec- 
tion had  not  been  raised. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M^CABTHY  said,  h© 
could  not  see  the  ground  for  the  objec- 
tion on  the  point  of  equity.  All  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  measure  were  present  and 
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liad  spoken  ;  and  it  was,  in  addition,  the 
eatical  measure  which  liad  been  passed 
through  the  House  last  year.     It  could 
not  be  urged  that  in  this  caije  any  person 
I       had  been  taken  by  surprise.     He  was 
unable  to  see  the  dighteet  equity  in  the 
objections  of  the  Prime  Minister^  who, 
in  the  course  he  was  taking,  was  simply 
doing  wbat  he  yesterday  complained  that 
I      others  were  doing — putting  obstacles  in 
^Bbe  way  of  practical  legislation, 
^V   Mb.  BAHBY  said,  he  regretted  ex- 
^Kremely  that  the  Bill  was  not  printed  for 
^Kecond  reading.     It  had,  however,  been 
f      brought  forward  unexpectedly,  and  they 
I      had  been  unprepared ;   but  the   objec* 
tions  which  had  been  raised  on  that  ac- 
count were  both  both  flimsy  and  tech- 
nical, for  he  could  assure  hon.  Members 
there  was  not  the  slightest  vai'iation  in 
any  detaila  of  the  Bill  from  that  of  last 
year. 

Mb,  GEAY  saicl,  be  had  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  positions  taken  up 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
lecretary  for   Ireland   (Mr.  Campbell- 
'annerman)  and  the  right  hon.  Gen  tie - 
an   the   First  Lord   of  the   Treasury 
r.  Gladstone),  in  supporting  the  Mo- 
'tion  for  an  adjournment,   were   purely 
personal  ones.    The  Prime  Minister  had 
'  ated  that  he  had  reluctantly  come  to 
0  conclusion  to  support  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment.     By  that,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,    he    (Mr.    Gray)  presumed, 
intended  to  convey  that  he  could  not  see 
:       his  way  to  vote  against  the   adjourn- 
ment, for  he  could  understand  the  Prime 
Minister  not  wishing  to  put  himself  in 
direct  opposition   to   the  point  raised. 
He  believed  that  the  common  sense  of 
the  House,  especially  of  hon.  Members 
below    the    Gangway    who    adyocated 
Radical  principles,  would  see  that,  upon 
,^      this  occasion,  they  were  free  to  vote  ac- 
cording to  their  consciences.     He  could 
^^mite   understand  the   position   of    the 
^HrHme  I'tlinister,   who  did   not  wish  to 
^^ppose  the  Motion  on  a  point  of  equity. 
Ho  would  ask  the  right  hon.   Gentle- 
man and  the  Members  of  the  Treasury 
Bench   to   allow   the   Members   of    the 
Radical  Party  to  vote  on  this  question 
according  to  the  dictates  of  their  con- 
sciences.    If  the  permission  wf>re  given, 
the  obstructive  Motion,  which  had  been 
ught  forward  by  a   Member  whose 
nstituency  were  not  interested  in  the 
bject-matter  of  the  Bill,  would  bo  do- 
ated.     The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
zuau  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
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,  (Mr.  Walker),  who  had  expressed  him- 

I  self  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  was  free  now 
to  vote  aa  he  desired.     He  thought  even 

I  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  City  (Dr. 

,  Lyons)  might,  under  the  circumstances, 

:  see   his   way   to   vote   with    the    Irish 

;  Members, 

I  Mr.  M*C0AN  said,  that,  no  doubt,  a 
keen  sense  of  the  iron  discipline  under 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlo w  Idm- 
self  spoke  and  voted,  explained  his  sneer 

I  as  to  the  freedom  of  Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House  to  vote  as  they  liked, 

I  But  he  (Mr,  M'Coau)  assured  the  hon. 

I  Member  thai,  for  one,  he  required  no 
such  permission,  but  intended  to  vote 
against  the  adjournment  without  asking 
the  leave  of  anyone,  and  notwithstand- 
ing anything  the  Prime  Minister  might 
have  said.  Having  in  two  successive  Ses- 
sions supported  the  Bill,  he  would  now 
do  so  again,  as  his  opinion  of  the  mea* 
sure  remained  unchanged, 

Dk,  LYONS  said,  he  would  ask  what 
they  were  to  vote  upon,  as  there  was  not 
even  a  Bill  in  manuscript  before  the 
House  ?  Ho  would  suggest  that  hon. 
Members  should  take  the  Bill  which 
passed  that  House  by  a  large  majority 
last  Session,  and  endorse  it  with  the 
names  of  the  Mover  and  Seconder ;  the 
House,  then,  would  have  something  to 
proceed  upon.  But  to  call  upon  them  to 
vote  for  an  imaginary  BiH  was  only 
trilling  with  the  House, 

8m  JOSEPH  M^KENNA  said,  he 
rose  to  a  point  of  Order.  A  copy  of  the 
Bill  as  it  was  when  sent  to  the  House  of 
Lords  had  been  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  That  is  not  a  point 
of  Order, 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided:  —  Ayes  130; 
Noes  97  :  Majority  33.  —  (t)iv.  List, 
No.  8.) 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

LABOUBERS'    (IRELAND)— REAPPOINT- 
MENT OF  THE  SELECT  COMJVUTTEE, 
QirESTlON. 

Mn.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  ;  Can  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Plintshire  (Lord 
Eichard  Grosvenor)  say  when  he  in- 
tends to  move  the  reappointment  of 
the  Labourers'  (Ireland)  Committee? 

LottD  HTCHAED  GR<:)SVENOE :  I 
will  confer  with  the  hon,  and  learned 
Gentleman    the    Solicitor  General   for 
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Ireland,  and  it  will  be  his  duty,  I  be- 
lieve, to  move  it. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  :  Can  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  answer  now  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  :  I  will  move 
it  to-morrow. 

SUPPLY. 
Resolved,  That  this  House  will,  upon 
Friday f  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
to  consider  of  the  Supply  to  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 
Resolved,  That  this  House  will,  upon 
Friday,  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
to  consider  of  the  Ways  and  Means  for 
raising  the  Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her 
Majesty. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  Qth  November,  1884. 


MIN  QTES.]  —  Sat  Firtt  in  Parliament  —  The 
Earl  Cowley,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— ADJOURNMENT. 

Eabl  GEANVILLE:  My  Lords, 
seeing  my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  in  his  place,  I  have  a  request 
to  make  to  him  on  behalf  of  my  noble 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(the  Earl  of  Northbroqk).  I  am  sure  he 
will  regret,  and  will  not  be  surprised, 
that  after  the  hard  work  and  the  long 
journey  of  my  noble  Friend,  he  has  been 
attacked  by  a  malady  not  altogether  un- 
known to  some  of  your  Lordships ;  and 
although  it  is  not  of  a  very  serious  de- 
scription, it  makes  it  exceedingly  difficult 
for  him  to  come  down  to  the  House.  If 
it  is  equally  convenient  to  my  noble 
Friend,  I  would  ask  him  to  postpone  his 
Motion  as  to  the  Colonial  Possessions  and 
Garrisons  Abroad  until  to-morrow. 

The  Eakl  of  CARNAEVON  :  I  am 
very  sorry  to  hear  the  cause  of  the 
absence  of  my  noble  Friend  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  Of  course,  I 
will  postpone  my  Motion.  Perhaps  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Granville)  will 
allow  me  to  tix  a  day  for  its  discussion 
after  consultation  with  some  of  my 
Friends — probably,  some  day  next  week. 

Lord  Richard  Orosvenor 


Viscount  SIDMOUTH  :  In  (Kmse- 
quenoe  of  the  statement  as  to  the  indis- 
position of  the  First  Lord  of  tUiB  Admi- 
ralty (the  Earl  of  Northbrook),  I  beg  to 
S'.ve  Notice  that  I  will  postpone  my 
uestion  as  to  an  inquiry  into  the 
strength  and  condition  of  the  Naval 
Forces. 

Subsequently, 

Earl  GEANVILLE :  My  Lords,  in 
consequence  of  the  postponement  of  the 
Notices  for  to-morrow,  there  will  be  no 
Business  done;  and,  therefore,  I  nro- 
pose,  in  the  manner  I  did  the  other  aay, 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
from  this  evening  until  Monday. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

TKADE  AND  COMMERCE. 
MOTION  FOR  A   8ELE0T  COMMITTEE. 

The  EarIi  of  DUNEAVEN,  in  rising 
to  move — 

"That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
join  with  a  Committee  of  the  Commons  to  in- 
quire into  the  condition  of  the  trade  and  com- 
merce  of  the  country," 

said,  that  he  should  have  to  ask  the 
House  to  give  him  a  little  time  and  at- 
tention while  he  attempted  to  deal  as 
shorlly  as  he  could  with  a  very  difficult 
subject,  because,  in  asking  for  a  Parlia- 
mentary inquiry  into  the  condition  of 
trade,  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  show 
that  the  circumstances  of  the  case  were 
very  grave ;  that  the  country  was  suffer- 
ing from  something  more  serious  than 
one  of  those  ordinary  and  transitory 
fluctuations  to  which  trading  communi- 
ties were  liable;  and  that  the  time  of 
Parliament  was  not  to  be  taken  up  in 
an  unnecessary  inquiry.  He  did  not 
know  how  far  the  existence  of  serious 
depression  would  be  admitted,  for  until 
quite  recently  it  was  denied  by  some  of 
the  highest  authorities.  The  period  of 
prosperity  came  to  a  close  in  1873.  In 
1874  a  period  of  depression  set  in  which, 
notwithstanding  occasional  slight  reac- 
tions, had  lasted  to  the  present  date. 
Yet  for  a  long  time  statements  relative 
to  the  depression  of  trade  were  met  with 
flat  denial.  Thus,  as  late  as  August  1, 
1881,  The  Times  said  that— 

*<  The  depressed  talk  which  is  current  ii  most 
unfounded,  and  the  real  prosperity  of  our  na^ 
tional  industries  and  the  real  well-being  of  our 
people  at  the  present  time  ought  to  be  generally 
recognized." 
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In  the  following  moEth  the  same  journal 
stated  that  there  was  hardly  a  trade  or 
a  manufacturing  district  '^  which  was 
not  doing  well,"  Mr.  Giffen^  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  constantly  denied  the 
exietence  of  depression.  Speaking  at 
the  Mansion  House  in  October,  1882, 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
aaid  that  ^'  this  country  was  on  the  eve 
of  a  period  of  great  prosperity/'  and  as 
late  as  last  January  he  said  at  Newcastle 
that  "  trade  was  now  fairly  good."  It 
was  to  be  hoped  that  the  knowledge  of 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  as 
to  the  causes  of  depression  was  more 
accurate  than  his  estimate  as  to  its  ex- 
tent. Yet^  while  these  atterapts  were 
being  made  to  lull  the  nation  into  false 
security,  evidence  was  not  wanting  to 
justify  the  fears  of  those  who  were  most 
alarmed  at  the  signs  of  the  times — evi- 
dence which  had  accumulated  until  it 
was  now  impossible  any  longer  to  deny 
that  the  depression  was  of  a  moat  serious 
QBtiire«  Let  their  Lordships  look  at  the 
enormous  and  increasing  excess  of  im- 
ports  over  exports*  He  was  aware  that 
Dj  a  certain  school  of  economists  the 
fact  that  imports  exceeded  exports  in 
Talue  was  looked  upon  as  a  sign  of 
prosperity.  It  was  so  to  the  same  ex- 
tent as  the  prosperity  of  an  individual 
who  succeeded  to  an  estate  known  to 
produce  £10,000  a-year,  was  proved  by 
the  fact  that  he  spent  £15,000  a-year. 
The  excess  might  come  out  of  profits 
derived  from  some  unknown  source,  or 
it  might  come  out  of  capital^  or  partly 
from  capital  and  partly  from  profits. 
If  it  came  out  of  capital,  it  was  entirely 
bad.  If  it  came  out  of  profits  on  capital 
invested  abroad,  which  had  been  or 
might  be  invested  at  home,  it  was  par- 
tially bftd^ — bad  as  far  as  the  working 
classes  were  concerned.  It  was  good 
only  if  the  profits  were  derived  from 
invest menta  abroad  which  could  not  pos- 
sibly, under  any  circumstances,  be  pro- 
fitably made  at  home.  The  excess  of 
value  of  imports  over  exports  was,  to  a 
large  extent,  accounted  for  by  the  pro- 
fits of  the  can'ylng  trade,  which  was  for- 
merly in  a  flourishing  condition.  But, 
unfortunately,  the  carrying  trade,  and 
aU  the  numerous  industries  connected 
with  it,  had  now  followed  the  sad  ex- 
ample  of  other  trades,  and  showed  itself 
smitten  with  the  same  disease.  Let 
them  consider  the  condition  of  our  other 
great  trades.     The  cotton  industry  was 


stagnant.  The  output  was  still  large, 
but  the  rate  of  increase  had  been  most 
seriously  checked.  Stagnation  had  suc- 
ceeded healthy  growth,  and  stagnation 
was  bound  to  intervene  between  growth 
and  actual  decay.  Messrs.  Ellison  & 
Co.,  unimpeachable  authoritios,  stated 
that  the  consumption  of  raw  cotton  had 
increased  since  the  year  1872*3  only  2*72 
per  cent.  In  other  words,  the  great  cotton 
trade  had  almost  ceased  to  grow.  And 
that  was  not  all,  for  we  knew  from  many 
sources  that  the  profit  of  the  trade,  such 
as  it  was,  had  fallen  almost  to  the 
vanishing  point.  The  iron  trade  was  no 
better  off.  In  1882  there  were  566 
furnaces  in  blast  in  England,  In  1883 
the  number  was  reduced  to  513,  so  that 
23  furnaces  were  extinguished  in  one 
year.  Wo  had  not  far  to  look  for  the 
cause,  Sir  John  Brown,  the  head  of  a 
very  eminent  firm  in  Shefiield,  put  the 
case  clearly.     He  said — 

**  Oar  farmer  cufitomera  have  becooio  our 
oompetitorB,  and  not  only  sell  againat  us,  but 
undersell  ua,  not  merely  in  neutral  m^kets,  hut 
under  our  very  noses  at  home/* 

The  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (Earl  Granville), 
speaking  at  a  meeting  of  the  Iron  and 
Steel  Institute,  in  October,  1881,  stated 
that  in  four  years — from  1874  to  1879 — 
there  had  been  a  reduction  in  the  quan- 
tity of  steel  and  iron  we  exported  of 
25  to  30  per  cent,  and  in  the  value  of  50 
per  cent.     He  said — 

**  That  reduction  in  value  repreaeots  to  the 
iron  trade  of  this  country  a  net  value  of  some- 
thing like  i4O,OO0,OO0  a-year,  so  that  during 
tho^n  lour  years  no  leas  a  sum  than  £160,000^000 
was  lost  to  the  iron  teade.** 

Since  that  time,  the  trade  had  gone  from 
bad  to  worse.  The  woollen  trade  had 
also  Buffered.  At  present  that  industry 
was  enjoying  a  revival,  but  that  revival 
was  due  to  causes  which  could  not  last. 
The  coal  trade,  which,  owing  to  very 
natural  causes,  held  out  stoutly,  was 
weakening,  and  bo  were  the  great  in- 
dustries (onnected  with  shipbuilding. 
The  same  tale  of  depression  might  be 
told  of  every  industry  in  the  land.  The 
position  was  well  and  accurately  defined 
by  Ths  Economist  in  its  review  of  the  trade 
of  1883.  Thtf  Economist  confessed  that 
the  year  was  **one  of  disappointment/* 
It  said — 

**  With  a  few  exceptions,  which  may  almost 
be  counted  on  the  fingers  of  one  liand,  there 
runs  through  the  lon^  s^sriea  of  trade  report^ 
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the  same  unvarjing  complaint  of  lessened  re- 
turns to  those  by  wbom  the  trade  of  the  country 
is  conducted.'* 

Well,  the  Btate  of  trade  hftd  not  changed 
for  Iho  better  diiriDg  the  present  year. 
Distress  had  penetrated  below  the  class 
of  capital istB,  and  was  making  itaelf  felt 
with  terrible  ee verity  among  the  great 
mass  of  people  engaged  in  trade.  At 
ISunderland  there  were,  it  was  said, 
11»000  men  out  of  work;  at  Glasgow, 
over  4,000  ;  on  the  Tyne  and  Wear, 
about  25,000;  at  Jarrow,  hundreds  of 
families  were  on  the  point  of  starvation  ; 
and  in  Glamorganshire  and  Monmouth- 
shire  trade  was  bad,  and  it  was  feared 
that  in  a  very  short  time  1 0,000  men 
would  be  out  of  work  in  that  district. 
About  60,000  men  were  employed,  on  an 
average,  in  the  London  Docks;  of  that 
number  one-third  were  out  of  work,  and 
one- third  working  four  days  a-week 
only.  The  wages  of  those  at  work  had 
been  genei*ally  reduced.  The  instances 
which  he  had  given  showed  that  some 
200,000  or  250,000  human  beings  de- 
pending  npon  our  main  industries  for 
employment  were  deprived  of  the  means 
of  subsistence.  That  was  serious  euough ; 
but  it  must  not  be  forgotten  that  even  if 
he  could  furnish  the  total  number  of 
men  out  of  work,  statistics  of  the  un- 
employed did  not  reveal  the  true  state 
of  trade.  Masters  preferred  putting  all 
their  hands  on  short  time  to  discharging 
any  portion  of  them.  That  was  the  case 
in  Staffordshire,  Lancashire,  and  other 
great  industrial  centres,  So  much  for 
what  he  might  term  the  great  trades, 
the  industries  upon  which,  putting  aside 
agriculture,  we  depended  mainly,  not 
only  for  national  well-being,  but  for 
national  existence.  In  the  case  of  these 
great  industries  the  roots  were  deeply 
struck  into  the  soil,  the  capital  invested 
was  enormous,  the  wealth  at  the  back  of 
them  gigantic.  Their  power  of  resist- 
ance was  great,  and  yet  they  had  yielded 
slowly  to  the  enervating  lassitude  of 
disease.  It  was  only  natural  to  expect 
that  industries  of  comparatively  minor 
importance  should  more  rapidly  succumb. 
The  sugar  ti'ade  was  in  great  straits,  and 
many  other  industries^ such,  for  ex- 
ample, as  were  connected  with  the  sale 
of  silk,  gloves,  musical  instruments,  &e. 
— were  either  dead  or  in  a  dying  con- 
dition. He  had  touched  upon  the  con- 
ditions of  these  various  trades,  not  be- 
cause he  meant  to  say  that  the  deoline 

71i$  Earl  of  Dunraven 


or  even  extinction  of  any  one  of  them 
must  of  necessity  prove  a  national 
calamity,  but  because  he  wished  to  im- 
press upon  the  House  that  the  whole 
commercial,  trading,  mining,  manufac- 
tiiriiig  community  was  suffering.  The 
decline  of  any  particular  trade  might 
mean  merely  the  transference  of  capital 
and  labour  from  an  unprofitable  to  a 
profitable  undertaking,  an  operation 
which,  although  it  might  cause  tempo- 
rary^ distress,  might  eventually  be  bene- 
ficial to  the  nation.  But  if  all  industries 
were  languishing,  and  if  in  each  case 
the  decline  was  owing  to  the  fact  that 
in  that  particular  trade  capital  could  no 
longer  be  prolitably  employed,  the  in- 
ference was  very  different.  Such  a 
state  of  things  proved  that  the  cfipital 
invested  was  becoming  unprofitabk*, 
which  meant  national  ruin.  This  ques- 
tion of  the  value  of  a  trade,  the  ques- 
tion whether  it  was  profitable  or 
unprofitable,  was  one  of  the  most  pro- 
found and  vital  importance.  It  was 
imx^ossible  to  form  a  sound  opinion 
concerning  it  by  the  study  of  statistics 
and  the  perusal  of  Board  of  Trade 
Returns.  We  might  estimate  the  out- 
put in  a  large  industry ;  we  might  ascer- 
tain correctly  the  volume  of  the  trade, 
but  we  had  no  means  of  proving  whe^ 
ther  the  capital  in  money  and  laboQ 
employed  in  it  was  profitably  employed* 
The  prosperity  of  a  trade  depended  not 
upon  the  bulk  of  the  articles  produced 
in  it,  but  upon  the  exchangeable  value 
of  those  articles.  Statistics  could  help 
us  little  in  this  matter,  and  it  was  to  a 
great  extent  on  that  account  that  he  de- 
manded an  inquiry.  But  there  wero_ 
other  proofs  of  depression  beside 
those  which  he  had  mentioned  wHo 
ought  not  to  be  passed  over.  The  Ko- 
venue  derived  from  Excise  Duties  was 
falling  off,  and  the  consumption  of  an 
article  of  such  universal  consumptioB 
as  tea  was  diminishing.  There  was 
griE^at  desire  on  the  part  of  capitalists  1 
reduce  their  personal  risk  by  turning 
their  private  businesses  into  Limit 
Companies,  and  there  was  a  tendency  on 
their  part  to  withdraw  capital  fn3ni  in- 
dustries in  the  United  Kingdom  and 
invest  it  in  the  same  industries  on  the 
Continent.  He  might  be  told  that,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  Income  Tax  kept 
up,  that  the  deposits  in  savings  banks 
were  increasing,  and  that  paupt?r;^m 
was  declining.     These,   however,  wit? 
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deluaivG  teats  of  a  nation's  prosperity. 
If  the  savings  banks  deposits  increased, 
it  only  showed  timt  such  deposits  were 
not  made  by  what  were  comraonly  called 
the  working  class.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
artizana  and  working  men  usually  in- 
yested  their  savings  eitber  in  Trades 
Union B  or  Friendly  Sociotios.  The  In- 
come Tax  was  a  poor  criterion .  It  did 
not  afifect  the  class  he  had  alluded  to, 
and  it  was  no  indication  of  the  state  of 
trade.  It  was  calculated  on  past  profits,  and 
was  often  paid  on  imaginary  profits.  To 
reduce  the  amount  it  was  necessary  for  a 
business  man  to  submit  his  affairs  to  the 
closest  scrutiny,  and  practically  to  the  pub- 
lic eye.  In  course  oi  time  it  would  serve 
to  show  the  state  of  trade  to  a  certain 
extent,  but  not  for  some  yt^ars,  and  it 
would  not  bo  affected  in  the  least  by  a 
transfer  of  capital  from  the  United 
Kingdom  to  foreign  countries.  The 
Income  Tax  revenue  might  remain  but 
little  changed,  while  the  working  classes 
here  were  starving.  As  to  pauperism, 
it  took  a  good  deal  to  pauperize  this 
country,  thanks  to  the  high  qualities  of 
the  people  and  the  accumulation  of 
wealth.  We  were  often  accused  of 
being  an  improvident  and  thriftless 
people.  He  dared  say  we  were  not 
nearly  as  thrifty  and  prudent  as  we 
ought  to  be.  But  the  people  did  accu- 
mulate something,  either  privately  or  in 
the  fund  of  Trades  Unions  andProvident 
and  Friendly  Societies.  That  reserve  had 
been  drawn  upon.  It  had  carried  them 
over  a  long  time,  but  it  must  become 
exhausted  soon.  In  a  letter  to  The  Ttmes 
of  the  30th  of  last  month,  a  Trades 
Unionist  paid  a  tribute  to  the  good  work 
the  Trades  Unions  bad  done.  He  men- 
tioned oue — the  Boilermakers^  and  Iron 
Shipbuilders*  Association  atXowcastle — 
which  paid  out  the  huge  sum  of  £37,000 
in  relief  to  members  out  of  work  in  the 
last  financial  quarter  only.  It  was  im- 
possible to  collect  much  information  on 
this  point, because  the  accounts  of  Trades 
Unions  were  not  published.  But  we 
might  safely  assume  that  very  large  sums 
were  being  paid  to  men  out  of  work.  He 
had  had  put  into  his  hands  letters  from 
the  secretaries  of  Trade  Societies  at  Aber- 
deen, Glasgow,  Birmingham,  Darling- 
ton,  Hull,  Leeds,  Edinburgh,  Bristol, 
Cleveland,  Liverpool,  all  testifying  to 
deep  distress  and  destitution,  and  ex- 
pressing grave  fears  for  the  winter.  Let 
them  not  forget  that  the  tost  for  relief 


was  now  very  severe,  and  that  the  idea 
of  parish  relief  was  intolerable  to  the 
English  aitizan  and  working^  man. 
Nothing  but  the  direst  distress  would 
drive  them  to  it.  Their  savings  in 
Trades  Unions,  their  privato  savings, 
their  furniture,  their  comforts,  their 
necessaries,  everything  must  go  first. 
They  would  suffer  and  suffer  greatly  in 
silence^  If  they  complained  their  Lord- 
ships might  be  sure  the  comjilaint  was 
wrung  from  them  by  the  bitterest  dis- 
tress. They  would  undergo  an^'thing 
sooner  than  admit  they  could  not  sup- 
port themselves,  sooner  than  forfeit 
their  independence  and  submit  to  the 
degradation  of  relief.  The  people  were 
very  patient,  very  brave,  had  most 
honourable  instincts ;  and  now  the 
possession  of  the  very  qualities  we 
honoured  and  respected  moat  in  men 
were  turned  against  them,  and  they 
were  told  that  because  they  were  not 
paupers  they  did  not  suffer.  Were  wo 
to  wait  until  the  whole  accumulated 
property  of  the  working  classes  was  ex- 
hausted before  making  even  an  inquiry 
into  the  circumstances  that  wt>re  malting 
their  labour  miprolitable  ?  Were  we  to 
wait  until  vast  multitudes  were  pau- 
perized to  think  what  could  be  done  to 
avert  such  a  fate  ?  Delay  was  a  cruel 
and  a  dangerous  thing.  He  thought  he 
had  said  enough  to  show  that  serious 
depression  existed  among  us.  The  silk 
trade  and  some  of  our  minor  industries 
were  dead  or  dying,  and  who  could  cal- 
culate the  suffering  that  those  words  im- 
plied '?  The  unavailing  efforts^  the  de- 
spair of  honest  men,  the  breaking  up  of 
homes,  and  all  the  long  train  of  misery 
that  lead  from  independence  to  absolute 
want.  In  the  cotton  trade  we  saw  looms 
idle  and  factories  closed.  In  the  iron 
trade  furnaces  were  blown  out,  capital 
was  withdrawn,  and  labour  could  not 
find  employment.  In  our  great  ship- 
building districts  silence  reigned  in 
yards  which  not  long  ago  re-echoed  the 
busy  sounds  of  industry.  Our  dock- 
gates  wore  besieged  with  men  eager  for 
work  which  they  could  not  get.  Every- 
where the  same  most  pi  table  spectacle — 
able-bodied,  honest,  skilful  men  clamour- 
ing vainly  for  work  to  support  themselves 
and  their  wives  and  children.  Was  there 
any  reason  to  expect  an  improvement  ? 
He  feared  not.  The  depression  had 
lasted  long,  and  had  gradually  in- 
creased.   It  was  totally  different  in  ex- 
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tent  and  nature  from  ordinary  bad  times, 
consequent  upon  some  financial  crisis  or 
temporary  excess  of  production  over  de- 
mand. Now  a  few  words  as  to  the  causes 
of  depression.  We  were  generally  told 
that  the  depression  of  trade  we  laboured 
under  was  due  to  bad  harvests  and  over- 
production, and  that  the  people  were 
suflFering  from  their  own  bad  habits. 
He  was  very  far  from  undervaluing  the 
disastrous  reaction  upon  our  manufac- 
turing industries  produced  by  the  de- 
pression in  the  great  industry  of  agri- 
culture ;  but  it  would  not  account  for  it 
all.  And  what  was  more  important, 
we  must  dismiss  the  view  that  agricul- 
tural depression  was  due  entirely  to  lack 
of  sunshine.  The  loss  in  agriculture 
had  been  estimated  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright) 
at  £130,000,000  or  £150,000,000.  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  West 
Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  at 
£200,000,000,  and  such  a  gigantic  dead 
loss  must,  of  course,  have  acted  very  un- 
favourably upon  our  home  markets.  We 
had  been  passing  through  a  long  series 
of  bad  seasons.  But  the  harvest  of  this 
year  was  good,  and  our  flocks  and  herds 
were  free  from  disease.  But  as  far  as 
could  be  gathered,  the  profitable  nature 
of  agriculture  in  the  present  year,  the 
value  of  the  produce  of  the  earth's  sur- 
face in  food,  was  not  such  as  to  justify 
us  in  supposing  that  renewed  sunshine 
would  restore  the  industry  of  agriculture 
to  its  former  position.  Though  we  were 
perfectly  right,  therefore,  in  putting  for- 
ward agricultural  depression  as  one  of 
the  causes  of  trade  depression,  we  should 
be  totally  wrong,  and  be  merely  delud- 
ing ourselves,  if  we  assumed  that  agri- 
cultural depression  would  be  remedied 
by  sunshine,  and  that,  in  consequence, 
good  harvests  would  produce  good  trade. 
Now,  as  to  the  other  reason  generally  ad- 
vanced, to  account  for  the  universal  de- 
pression said  to  exist  all  over  the  world 
owing  to  universal  over-production.  The 
world  was  said  to  have  become  too  in- 
dustrious, and  to  make  more  than  it 
could  consume.  He  would  not  go  into 
that  abstract  question;  but  he  would 
compare,  as  well  as  he  could,  the  con- 
dition of  other  countries  with  that  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  would  prove 
that  the  depression  from  which  we 
suffered  was  out  of  all  proportion 
heavier  than  that  affecting  other  na- 
tions.    When  they  spoke  of  a  declining 
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trade  they  were  usaally  stmok  in  the 
face  by  a  violent  discharge  of  statistics 
to  prove  that  it  was  expanding.  That 
might  be  true.  Our  trade  had  expanded 
in  volume.  But  let  their  Lordships 
compare  it  with  the  expansion  of  trade 
among  our  neighbours.  Since  1870  the 
United  States  had  increased  their  total 
commerce  by  75  per  cent,  Bassia  by  70 
per  cent,  France  by  51  per  cent,  Gher- 
many  by  40  per  cent,  Great  Britain  by 
only  26  per  cent.  Let  them  take  one  in- 
dustry alone— the  greatest  of  our  in- 
dustries—the cotton  trade.  The  United 
States  had  increased  their  consumption 
of  cotton  since  1873  by  nearly  84  per 
cent,  the  Continent  generally  by  nearly 
64  per  cent,  and  Great  Britain  by  not 
quite  3  per  cent.  He  did  not  wish  to 
weary  the  House  with  many  figures. 
He  thought  he  had  proved  by  these  few 
that  England,  instead  of  increasing  more 
rapidly  than  any  other  nation,  was  not 
holding  her  own ;  that  she  was  not 
even  holding  her  own,  but  had  fallen 
back  utterly,  and  that  she  was  become 
last,  instead  of  first,  in  the  race.  And 
in  the  face  of  such  facts  we  were 
told  we  were  only  sharing  in  a  uni- 
versal depression.  But  there  were  spe- 
cial circumstances  affecting  our  neigh- 
bours which  must  not  be  lost  sight  of. 
And,  besides,  he  denied  that  there  was 
any  evidence  on  the  Continent  of  such 
suffering  or  of  such  a  decline  of  trade  as 
was  only  too  clear  with  us.  He  saw 
nothing  of  it  in  Germany,  and  yet  Ger- 
many had  to  bear  the  burden  of  an 
enormous  Military  Establishment.  What, 
he  wondered,  would  become  of  this 
country  under  those  circumstances? 
France  might  be  suffering  slightly. 
Granting  for  argument  that  she  was, 
look  at  what  she  had  gone  through. 
Only  14  years  ago  her  whole  social  and 
conmiercial  economy  was  upset.  She 
suffered  an  invasion.  Neatly  her  whole 
territory  was  occupied  by  the  enemy. 
She  had  to  pay  £371,500,000  sterling 
war  expenses,  and  she  lost  two  Provinces. 
Since  then  she  had  lost  enormously  by 
the  ravages  of  the  phylloxera.  Where 
should  we  have  been  had  such  calami- 
ties occurred  to  us?  In  the  United 
States  there  was  considerable  depres- 
sion, but  it  was  merely  transitory  and 
traceable  to  distinct  causes.  The  com- 
mercial system  of  the  United  States 
was  not  conducted  in  the  most  healthy 
manner.      It    was   too    much    afiEeoted 


1053 


TVads  and 


tN0VBH6Ea6,  1884} 


Comm^ei, 


1054 


throughout  by  Stock  Exchange  opera- 
tions. It  was  infected  by  the  spirit  of 
gambling.  The  depression  in  the  States 
waa  due  to  OTor-epeculation  in  Stocks 
and  to  a  alight  excess  in  the  develop- 
ment of  the  country.  The  nation  was 
Buffering  a  little  headache,  the  result 
of  excess,  and  a  slight  growing- 
pain  incidental  to  youth.  Jt  was  of  no 
consecjuence  and  would  soon  pass.  We 
could  not,  therefore,  even  console  our- 
selves with  the  poor  con8olation  that  we 
were  no  worse  off  than  others.  But  if 
we  could,  if  we  were  only  sliaring  a 
universal  distress,  was  that  any  reason 
why  we  should  sit  down  idly  and  do 
nothing  ?  He  thought  it  a  more  worthy 
part  that  we  should  bestir  ourselves  and 
see  if  we  could  not  do  something  to 
help  ourselves.  He,  at  least,  was  cot 
content  that  England  should  suffer  be- 
cause other  nations  were  suffering  also. 
It  was  a  cowardly  and  illogical  argu- 
ment. If  an  outbreak  of  t^qihoid  oc- 
curred in  Westminster,  should  we  neglect 
trO  inquire  into  oui'  sanitary  arrange 
ments  because  tlipy  had  cholera  at 
Naples?  Our  duty  was  to  our  own 
people.  Whatever  might  bo  happening 
to  foreigners  it  was  the  first  duty  of  the 
Engliph  Parliament  to  see  that  English- 
men  did  not  starve,  or,  at  any  rate,  to 
know  the  reason  why  they  did.  Then 
as  to  the  causes.  He  had  seen  some 
remarkable  reasons  given  for  the  exist- 
ing distress  in  this  country-  Mr.  Giffen, 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  writing  in 
1877  about  a  depression,  the  existence 
of  which  he  afterwards  denied,  gave 
vent  to  a  kind  of  Gladstoniau  utterance, 
and  said  that  it  had  ''its  roots  in  human 
nature  which  lends  itself  to  an 
ebb  and  flow,  an  action  and  reaction 
in  affairs,"  No  doul>t^  commerce,  like 
most  actions  of  men,  had  its  roots  in 
human  nature ;  but  it  was  difficult  to 
know  exactly  what  Mr.  Giffen  meant, 
and  he  did  not  see  that  commerce 
having  its  roots  in  human  nature  was 
any  great  comfort  to  men  who  were 
starving  for  want  of  work.  Afterwards 
Mr.  Giffen  became  more  practical,  and 
informed  us  that — 

*•  What  mankind  require  for  the  graatctr  effi- 
ciency of  their  labour  U  that  the  proportion  of 
p^ple  employed  In  agriculture  and  mming 
should  dimimah,  and  foreign  maDufacture« 
should  increase,'* 

Foreign    manufactures    had    increaf^ed 
largely )  and  the  population  engaged  in 


mining  and  agriculture  had  largely  de- 
eroris*>d.  He  hoped  Mr,  Giffen  was 
satisfied  with  the  result*  But  the  de- 
pression continued,  and  it  was  now  in- 
finitely worse.  No  doubt,  oommerco 
still  had  it  roots  in  human  nature^  and 
the  ebb  flowed  on  with  iuor eased  velo- 
city. The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  spoke  in  1881  of— 

**  Weak  iadustrie^,  atich  as  those  of  Coventry 
and  Bethnal  Green,  in  which  energy  was  en- 
gaged which  was  capable  of  much  better  direc- 
tion.'* 

That  meant,  he  supposed,  that  the 
money  and  labour  in  those  industries 
should  be  more  profitably  employed 
elsewhere.  That  was  very  sound  sense 
under  certain  circa m stances.  But  surely 
now  when,  as  he  maintained^  all  indus- 
tries were  Buffering,  it  would  be  only 
common  charity  on  the  part  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  point  out  where  the  energy, 
the  capital,  and  the  population  were  to 
go  to.  The  capital  might  go  to  Saxony, 
France  or  Belgium  ;  but  how  about  the 
people  and  the  energy?  The  depres- 
sion could  not  be  traced  to  purely 
natural  causes  or  improvident  reckless 
habits.  No  great  dislocation  of  trade 
centres  or  trade  routes  had  occurred ; 
our  coal  was  not  exhausted;  we  had 
abundance  of  capital.  There  was  no 
evidence  that  as  a  people  we  had  lost  our 
skill,  energy,  or  courage.  We  might 
be  BufTering  to  a  certain  extent  from 
universal  over-production,  but  not  to  an 
extent  sufficient  to  account  for  the  de- 
pression. We  were  affected  by  over- 
production^  not  because  the  supply 
throughout  the  whole  world  was  greater 
than  the  demand,  but  because  we  were 
no  longer  allowed  to  supply  our  fair 
share  of  that  demand  because  foreign 
markets  were  forcibly  closed  to  us,  and 
because  our  own  markets  were  unfairly 
interfered  with.  Our  industries  were 
suffering  from  bounties  and  foreign 
tariffs.  He  could  not  go  at  length  into 
controversial  topics.  The  bounty  ques- 
tion was  prolfably  well  known  to  their 
Lordships  by  the  prominence  which  had 
been  given  to  its  effecta  upon  the  sugar 
trade.  It  was  a  simple  question.  The 
object  of  bounties  was  to  create  or  foster 
an  industry  that  could  not  compete  wilh 
the  same  industry  existing  elsewhere 
under  more  favourable  circumstances. 
It  couhl  bo  combated  only  by  counter- 
vailing duties.  This  was  admitted  by 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
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mons  tbat  inquired  into  the  condition 
of  the  sugar  trade.  No  one  would  deny 
that  it  was  allowable  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  persuade  foreigpi  countries  to 
take  off  bounties.  If  persuasion  failed 
they  might  equally  counteract  the  effect  of 
the  bounty.  The  only  argument  against 
doing  so  was  that  it  was  advantageous 
to  the  whole  community  to  purchase  an 
article  of  so  universal  consumption  as 
sugar  as  cheaply  as  possible,  even  below 
cost  price.  The  argument  was  specious 
but  false.  The  value  to  the  community 
of  the  cheapening  of  the  article  would 
have  to  be  compared  with  the  loss  to  the 
community  of  the  value  of  the  industry. 
The  value  of  the  sugar  trade  was  very 
great.  A  very  large  amount  of  capital 
was  invested  in  it  and  in  industries  de- 
pendent upon  it  in  this  country,  and  it 
employed  a  large  number  of  people  at 
home,  51,000  of  whom,  it  was  estimated, 
had  been  thrown  out  of  employment 
through  the  effect  of  bounties.  The 
capital  invested  in  the  Colonies  was  esti- 
mated at  £30,000,000,  supporting  a 
population  of  500,000  at  least.  That 
loss  would  have  to  be  deducted  from  the 
gain  of  unnaturally  cheap  sugar.  It 
would  be  a  dead  loss ;  the  capital  could 
not  be  reinvested.  There  was  no  open- 
ing for  it  in  any  other  industry.  If, 
after  competition  was  destroyed,  the 
price  of  sugar  rose  again  our  trade 
could  not  be  recreated.  It  was  as  easy 
to  destroy  a  trade  as  it  was  to  cut  down 
a  tree.  It  took  generations  to  build  up 
one  and  grow  the  other.  But  the  main 
argument  was  that  consumers  would 
not  ultimately  benefit.  Bounties  de- 
stroyed competition.  Anything  that  de- 
stroyed fair  competition  and  restricted 
the  area  of  production  was  prejudicial 
to  the  consumer.  As  soon  as  the  com- 
petition of  our  Colonial  produce  and 
Homo  manufactures  was  got  rid  of  the 
price  of  sugar  would  rise  to  an  unpre^ 
cedented  price.  It  was  admitted  that 
our  export  trade  was  crippled  by  hostile 
tariffs.  That  import  duties  could  pos- 
sibly do  any  harm  except  to  the  people 
who  were  rash  enough  to  impose  them 
on  themselves  was  at  one  time  stoutly 
maintained  by  economists  of  the  Cobden 
Club  school. 

Earl  GEANVILLE  asked  the  noble 
Earl  whether  he  could  substantiate  that 
assertion  ? 

The  Eaul  of  DUNEAVEN  said,  he 
could  not  do  so  at  once;  but  he  would 
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undertake  to  do  bo  on  a  future  oocasion. 
But  some  glimmering  of  common  sense 
had  penetrated  even  into  the  saored  pre- 
cincts of  that  sanctuary  of  theory.  The 
evils  to  us  of  hostile  tariffs  were  allowed. 
Our  whole  system  of  CommercialTreaties 
proved  it.  The  very  idea  of  such  a 
Treaty,  the  importance  we  attached  to  a 
Most  Favoured  Nation  Clause,  the  very 
employment  of  the  word  "favoured 
proved  that  hostile  tariffs  were  injurious 
to  us.  The  conflict  of  opinion  was  as 
to  the  best  method  of  combating  hostile 
tariffs.  Free  imposts,  an  attempt  to 
bargain  when  we  had  nothing  to  offer 
in  return  for  the  benefits  we  asked,  and 
a  liberal  distribution  of  Cobden  Club 
tracts  were  the  methods  we  had  hitherto 
employed,  with  the  result  that  tariffis 
haa  been  raised  and  our  export  trade 
had  rapidly  declined.  It  was  high,  time 
to  try  some  other  plan.  We  should  be 
much  more  successful  by  altering  our 
fiscal  system  in  such  a  way  as  to  raise 
revenue  by  the  imposition  of  a  uniform 
low  duty  on  all  foreign  imported 
manufactured  goods.  In  many  cases 
the  pressure  of  such  duties  would 
compel  foreigners  to  relieve  our  goods 
of  excessive  duties,  and  we  should 
obtain  better  prices  for  them ;  and  even 
if  it  did  not  have  that  desirable  effect, 
revenue  would  be  raised  and  applied  to 
relieve  the  taxation,  and  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction would  be  lessened.  The  quan- 
tity of  foreign  manufactured  goods  was 
far  larger  than  was  generally  supposed, 
and  a  low  duty  on  articles  chiefly  luxu- 
ries would  raise  a  sufficient  revenue  to 
give  us  considerable  relief.  In  the  case 
of  import  duties,  the  exporter  paid  a 
proportion  of  the  duties,  large  or  small, 
according  to  the  relative  necessity  to 
sell  or  to  buy.  At  present  their  indus- 
tries were  heavily  taxed  at  home,  and, 
in  addition,  contributed  largely  to  the 
revenues  of  foreign  countries.  The 
foreigner  should  contribute  to  our  re- 
venue, and  give  proportionate  relief  to 
our  taxation.  The  effect  of  protective 
tariffs  was  two-fold.  Those  high  duties 
wholly  or  partially  excluded  their  goods 
from  foreign  markets.  But  that  was  not 
all.  They  enabled  foreign  manufac- 
turers to  compete  with  them  unfairly 
in  the  home  and  the  neutral  markets. 
Being  secured,  wisely  or  unwisely, 
mattered  not,  from  our  competition  in 
their  home  markets,  they  were  enabled 
to  throw  their  surplus  stock  upon  our 
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markets  at  very  low  rates.  The  quan- 
tities might  bo  small,  but  they  were  in- 
oreasing,  and  they  were  sufficient  to 
bear  down  our  home  market  prices  to 
an  unwJiulesome  extent.  Every  arg'ti- 
ment  that  could  be  used  against  foreign 
bounties  waa  applicable  against  foreign 
protective  tariffs,  and,  even  admitting 
that  there  was  not  a  word  to  be  said  in 
favour  of  Retaliation,  the  imposition  of 
low  import  duties  on  our  part  was  ne- 
cessary to  neutralize  the  effects  of  high 
protective  duties  abroad  upon  our  home 
market.  He  might  be  called  a  Protec- 
tionist. After  aJI,  Protection  wa3  the 
political  creed  of  the  United  States, 
with  50,000,000  En^lt9h'»peakingpeople, 
and  of  all  the  British  subjects  in  Canada 
and  the  Australasian  Colonies,  The 
United  States  had  progressed  most  mar- 
vellously under  a  fiscal  system  based  on 
pure  Protection.  They  began  the  pre- 
sent century  with  a  commerce  worth 
£20,000,000  a-year.  By  the  year  1870 
it  had  increased  to  £116,000,000,  and 
by  1883  it  had  reached  £^^00,000,000. 
Under  it  they  had  also  paid  off 
£180,000,000  of  their  Debt,  and  they 
had  brought  an  enormous  area  of  land 
under  cultivation.  Protection  could  not 
have  been  very  detrimental  to  them. 
But  he  did  not  believe  in  Protection  for 
us.  He  wanted  no  advantage ;  he 
asked  only  for  equality.  Free  Trade 
was  the  free  exchange  of  various  pro- 
ducts of  the  world,  and  he  believed  in 
that  principle.  The  object  of  Free 
Trade  was  that  every  locality  and  every 
person  should  be  able  to  produce  that 
which  it  could  naturally  produce  to  the 
greatest  advantage.  But  our  system 
acted  in  an  exactly  opposite  direction. 
If,  for  instance,  sugar  could  be  grown 
and  manufactured  at  Magdeburg  as 
cheaply  and  of  better  equality,  or  of  equal 
quality  and  cheaper,  than  it  could  be 
grown  and  manufactured  in  Demerara 
and  England,  then,  on  Free  Trade  prin- 
ciples, the  trade  should  be  pronecuted  in 
Germany,  and  the  imposition  of  a  duty 
in  favour  of  Colonial,  and  against 
Qefrman,  sugar  would  be  ProtectiuQ, 
That  would  be  Protection.  But  if  the 
contrary  was  the  case,  if  the  locality  best 
suited  to  the  trade  was  the  West  Indies 
and  England,  then  anything  that  tended 
to  transfer  the  trade  to  Germany  was  in 
direct  violation  of  the  principles  and 
objects  of  Free  Trade,  and  if  they  pas- 
iively  permitted  such  a  transference  of 

VOL,    CCXCin,      [third   8£Ett9  ] 


trade  to  t4ike  place  when  it  was  in  their 
power  to  prevent  it,  they  were  guilty  of 
acting  contrary  to  Free  Trade.  Political 
economy  was  not  nn  exact  science. 
There  was  no  absolutely  perfect  fiscal 
syfitem  suitable  for  every  country  under 
all  circumstances.  The  theory  of  Free 
Trade  was  perfectly  correct,  and  it  must 
be  good  in  its  ellects,  provided  it  had 
fair  play.  But  it  was  necessary  that  it 
should  be  exercised  over  a  sufBeiently 
large  area.  Trade  was  exchange,  and 
if  they  had  not  got  free  exchange,  they 
had  not  got  Free  Trade.  They  might 
have  a  very  excellent  sjetera,  but  it 
was  not  Free  Trade  ;  it  was  absurd  and 
ridiculous  to  call  it  by  that  name.  Our 
commf^rcial  sy&tem  might  be  good,  but 
its  advocates  were  guilty  of  a  mof^t  un- 
warrantable act  of  piracy  in  calling  it 
Free  Trade.  And  this  unjustiEable 
misapplication  of  term  had  most  unfor- 
tunate results,  for,  in  spite  of  the  autho- 
rity of  Shakespeare,  there  was  a  good 
deal  in  a  name.  The  bulk  of  the  people 
of  these  Islands  believed  in  the  doctrinea 
of  Free  Trade,  and  they  were  right. 
They  further  believed  they  bad  got  it. 
In  that  they  were  wrong.  And  the  fact 
that  they  falsely  thought  th^y  were  in 
the  enjoyment  of  Free  Trade  induced 
them  to  tolerate  a  system  which ,  if  pur- 
sued, would  eventually  work  their  ruin. 
They  were  trading  under  circumstances 
never  anticipated  by  the  advocates  of 
Free  Trade.  They  expected  the  whole 
world  to  join  with  them.  Mr*  Cobdea 
said  in  the  House  of  CommoQS — 

*♦  Adopt  Free  Tnido,  and  there  will  not  b«  a 
tariff  in  Europe  that  wiU  not  be  changed  in  kw 
than  five  years  to  follow  your  example.'* 

Nearly  40  years  had  jiasaed,  and  the 
prophecy  remained  unfulfilled.  Sir 
Robert  Peel  also  argued  on  the  supposi- 
tion that  our  example  would  be  followed. 
He  said^ — 

*'  In  spite  of  the  desire  of  Qovemmaats  and 
Boards  of  Tnide  to  raise  revenue  by  restrictive 
duties,  reason  and  common  sense  wili  induce 
rL-»lax;ition  of  btj^h  duties.  The  sense  of  the 
people  will  prevail.** 

And  he  added — 

**  Our  last  accounta  from  the  United  Statee 
give  indications  of  a.  decliue  ol  ft  hostile  eplrit 
in  this  respect." 

Yet  they  still  heard  of  "indications" 
from  the  United  States  j  but  they  re- 
mained '*  indications,"  and  nothing 
more.  The  country  where  the  people 
were  supposed  to  rule,  where,  there- 
fore, the  '^oommon  sense"  of  the  people, 
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if  they  had  any,  my  at  prevaU»  was  the 
most  Protectionist  nation  on  the  face  of 
the  earth.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright)  was  con- 
stantly telling  them  that  America  was 
on  the  point  of  adopting  Free  Trade. 
The  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  (Earl  Derby)  held  out 
the  Bame  hope  in  a  speech  at  the  Cob- 
den  Club  dinner,  full  of  many  most  in- 
teresting fallacies.  They  would  reduce 
their  tariff,  no  doubt,  because  they  must 
do  BO,  or  invent  some  way  of  spending 
their  surplus  revenue.  But  they  would 
never  reduce  it  lower  than  they  were 
compelled,  by  the  strange  diflficiilty  they 
laboured  under  of  reducing  their  income 
to  the  limits  of  their  expenditure.  The 
question,  therefore,  of  tho  truth  or  false- 
hood of  Free  Trade  was  in  no  way  in- 
volved in  a  consideration  of  the  depres- 
sion of  trade  or  the  causes  of  it;  but 
the  question  was  whether  our  present 
system  was  suited  to  our  present  circum- 
stances ?  It  was  suitable  when  we  could 
sell  freely.  It  was  unsuitable  now  that 
we  were  not  allowed  freedom  of  sale. 
Our  trade  suffered  from  perturbations 
owing  to  sudden  calls  from  abroad,  es- 
pecially from  the  United  States.  Eng- 
land, instead  of  doing  a  good,  steady 
business,  was  in  the  position  of  a  jour- 
neyman waiting  for  a  job.  Full  of  work 
occasionally,  and  then  relapsing  into 
comparative  idleness,  our  resources  in 
capital  and  population  flowed  largely  to 
the  United  States.  When  demand  over- 
ran supply  for  a  brief  period  in  that 
country,  orders  came  to  ns,  and  we  had 
a  brief  spurt  of  proBperity,  followed  by 
a  oorres|:>onding  reaction  when  supply 
in  the  United  States  had  overtaken  de- 
mand. Nothing  could  be  more  unwhole- 
some than  such  a  state  of  things.  The 
remedy  lay  in  the  direction  of  looking 
less  to  foreigners,  as  consumers,  and 
more  to  our  Colonies  and  Dependencies. 
Every  legitimate  effort  should  be  made 
to  turn  British  capital  and  British  emi- 
gration to  India  and  the  Colonies,  for 
the  very  simple  reason  that  upon  India 
our  principal  industry— cotton  —  de- 
pended, and  our  Colonies  were  the  only 
customers  we  could  rely  upon.  With 
the  one  exception  of  the  Cape  Colony, 
they  bought  largely  from  us  in  propor- 
tion  to  their  population.  It  was  at  least 
worthy  of  notice  that  tho  only  exception 
was  in  the  case  of  that  Colony  in  which 
the  Imperial  tie  was  weakest,  and  where 
The  Earl  of  Dmnuen 


our  duties  had  been  most  neglected,  A 
continuance  in  our  present  commercial 
and  Colonial  policy  would  bring  about 
the  ruin  of  England.  But  by  a  policy  i 
directed  to  developing  the  Empire  and 
increasing  the  purchasing  power  of 
British  eubjects  across  the  seas,  and  by 
a  commercial  system  aiming  at  neu- 
tralizing the  evil  effects  of  bounties  and 
hostile  tariffs^  and  a  revenue  system  on 
which  revenue  should  be  raised  on 
foreign  manufactured  articles  and  ap- 
plied to  the  relief  of  taxation,  prosperity 
would  be  secured  to  England  in  the 
future.  It  was  not  his  business  to  for- 
mulate a  system  or  define  a  scheme.  It 
w^as  impossible  to  do  so  without  the  in- 
formation  that  a  full  and  exhaustive 
inquiry  into  the  condition  of  trade  alone 
could  give.  He  wanted  to  know,  also, 
what  the  practical  men  thought — the 
master  manufacturers  and  shipowners, 
the  great  agents  and  shippers  and 
dealers,  the  artizans  and  operatives  and 
labourers.  If  a  change  was  necessary 
it  was  of  the  utmost  importance  that  the 
change  should  be  made  deliberately, 
and  after  the  most  careful  and  serioua 
consideration.  The  commercial  revolu- 
tion which  swept  away  most  of  our  im- 
port duties  was  forced  upon  us  by  a  na- 
tional calamity.  It  was  undertaken  hur- 
riedly, and  it  had  resulted  in  evils  which 
might  have  been  avei-ted  by  more  mature 
consideration  loading  to  riper  judgment. 
We  ought  to  profit  by  experience,  and 
not  wait  until  another,  and,  perhaps,  a 
far  more  serious,  calamity  forced  a  loo 
violent  reaction  upon  us.  An  inquiry 
into  the  conditions  of  trade  ought  to 
have  been  undertaken  by  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  long  ago;  but  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  not  famous  for 
forestalling  evil  or  anticipating  events. 
The  Government  were,  to  his  mind,  neg- 
lecting their  first  duty.  They  showed 
no  signs  of  moving  in  the  matter.  At 
least,  he  expected  them  to  accede  to  the 
request  of  a  private  Member  of  the 
House,  not  only  to  sanction  an  inquiry, 
which,  after  all>  committed  them  to  no- 
thing, but  also  to  use  th  eir  best  endeavoura 
to  assist  the  inquiry  in  every  way. 

Moied^  "That  a  Solent  Oommittoe  be  ap. 
pointed  to  join  with  a  Cornmittee  of  the  Com* 
mona  to  inquir©  into  the  condition  of  the  trade 
and  commoroe  of  the  ooontry.'* — (The  Bat  1 0/ 
I>unravai,) 

Earl  GBANYILLE  :  My  Lords  I  havd 
lately  read  a  very  clever  and  amusing  book 
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by  a  very  old  and  noble  Friend  of  mine 
who  usuallj  sits  opposite;  and  I  remember 
one  passage  where  he  described  his  owd 
difficulties  as  one  of  the  principal  Con- 
eervative  Loaders  at  the  time  when  Pro- 
tection was  considered  to  be  dead  by  the 
Conservative  Party,  and  the  difficulty 
which  he  had  in  making  a  speech  on 
this  subject,  the  difficulty  consisting  in 
this — that  he  was  not  to  discourage  the 
Protectionists  and  yet  not  t<i  commit  his 
friends,  The  Head  of  the  Party  entirely 
approved  of  the  line  he  had  taken-  X 
entirely  acquit  my  noble  Friend  (Earl 
Dunraven)  of  any  wish  to  rido  on  so 
Darrow  a  stile  as  that,  although  his 
moving  from  the  Cross  Benches  to  a 
more  prominent  place^  seems  to  imply 
that  he  thought  it  fairer  not  to  commit 
the  Cross  Bencbes  to  some  of  the  theories 
and  facts  which  he  has  stated  this  even- 
ing. My  noble  Friend  has  laid  great 
stress  upon  his  not  being  a  Protectionist- 
He  says  he  is  a  Free  Trader,  and  the 
only  thing  he  objected  to  was  that  he 
did  not  like  **  sham  Free  Trade,"  He 
has  been  good  enough  to  admit  that»  on 
the  whole,  foreign  trade  was  an  advan- 
tage to  the  country,  I  should  have 
thought  that  as  a  real  Free  Trader  he 
was  aware  what  foreign  trade  consisted 
in  ;  that  jit  is  a  sort  of  barter ;  that  you 
cannot  get  foreign  goods  without  paying 
for  them  in  goods.  It  is  a  perlect 
illusion  that  you  pay  for  foreign  goods 
in  gold.  Gold  mubt,  like  water,  find  its 
level.  You  cannot  keep  more  gold  in 
the  country  than  you  want,  because  it 
lowers  its  value,  and  it  immediately 
flows  into  places  where  its  value  is  high. 
This  is  proved  in  the  most  clear  way, 
because  for  nearly  40  years  this  country 
has  been  importing  much  more  than  it 
exported  to  the  whole  world,  and  yet  con* 
currently  with  that,  instead  of  our  send- 
ing gold  out  of  the  country,  the  balance 
of  import  gold  over  export  ha3  been  con- 
tinually greater.  The  noble  Earl  ob- 
jects extremely  to  this  state  of  things. 
His  object  is  to  increase  oiu'  exports  and 
to  diminish  our  imports.  I  believe  it  is 
perfectly  impossible  to  do  that 

The  Earl  of  DUNRAVEN  :  I  do  not 
wish  to  limit  our  imports, 

Easl  GKANVTLLE  :  The  noble  Earl 
Bays  be  does  not  wish  to  limit  oui*  im- 
ports— ^h©  only  wishes  this  country  to  pay 
more  for  them.  There  are  some  ele- 
mentary prinoiples  of  Free  Trade  which 
I  should  like  to  know  whether  my  noble 


Friend  agrees  with  or  not.  Does  he 
think  that  it  is  no  advantage  that  Free 
Trade  leaves  people  to  follow  the  most 
natural  and  profitable  course  for  the  em- 
ployment of  their  capital  and  labour  ? 
Does  he  not  think  that  the  division  of 
labour  is  an  important  thing,  and  that 
Free  Trade  adds  to  the  power  of  a 
division  of  labour  more  than  anything 
else;  whereas  Protection,  which  he 
really  advocated  although  he  repudiated 
it,  would  destroy  that  division  of  labour  ? 
The  noble  Earl  has  given  us  his  views. 
Five  years  ago,  I  remember — and  1  dare 
say  a  good  many  of  your  Lordships  re- 
member— a  remarkable  speech  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield  on  the  subject.  He  gave 
an  historical  account  of  what  had  hap- 
pened 30  or  40  years  ago.  It  was  a 
most  interesting  account,  although  in 
some  particulars  I  ventured  at  the  time 
to  question  its  perfect  accuracy.  Lord 
Be  aeon  afield  then  contrasted  the  speeches 
of  two  noble  Lords  who  had  spoken  in 
favour  of  an  inquiry  much  like  that 
asked  for  to-night.  He  show^ed  that 
they  entirely  differed  in  their  views, 
very  much  as  the  Fair  Traders  do  at  the 
present  moment.  Then  he  goes  on  to 
say  that,  putting  aside  altogether  the 
question  whether  the  policy  of  Kecipro* 
city  and  Eetaliation  is  good  in  itself,  and 
whether  Free  Trade  was  well  applied 
by  Sir  Robert  Peel  and  his  Friends  at  a 
time  when  our  tariffs  were  burdened 
with  duties,  and  almost  every  article 
came  into  this  country  subject  to  duties, 
it  was  impossible  to  pursue  this  policy 
now  when  only  22  articles  were  left  in 
our  tariff,  I  really  do  not  think  that 
Lord  Beacon sfield  contemplated  the  pos- 
sibility which  the  noble  Earl  suggests  of 
recurring  to  that  cumbrous  method  of 
putting  duties  on  every  small  article  that 
came  into  this  country.  Lord  Beacons- 
field  ended  by  a  complete  denunciation  of 
an  inquiry  without  any  defined  object  and 
without  any  likelihood  of  the  promoters 
bringing  it  to  a  practical  end.  I  really 
think  1  might  sit  down  and  say  that 
speech  entirely  disposes  of  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Earl,  But  the  noble  Earl  has 
brought  forward  so  many  questions  that 
I  should  like  to  go  into  them.  Now, 
the  noble  Earl  has  assumed  thit  there 
is  a  groat  depression  of  trade»  I  must 
say  that,  in  a  statement  like  his,  I  have 
hardly  ever  heard  so  little  evidence 
brought  forward  to  support  it.  Tlie 
noble  Earl  has  traveUea  himself,   and 
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has  been  told  hy  secretaries  who  have 
not  published  their  accouota  what  hap- 
pens-    But  he  seem 8  to  have  neglected 
all  the  official  docuaients  which  we  have 
on  thia  subject.     Now,  I  do  not  deny 
that  there  is  great  sufforin^,  both  com- 
memally  and  ag^riciilturally.     I  believe 
exactly  what  Lord  BeacouBfield  said  five 
years  ago.     I  believe,  as  Lord  Beacoos- 
field  said  on  that  occasion^    **  there    ia 
neither  rum  nor  despair  to  the  bulk  of 
the  people."     The  noble  Earl  has  made 
Bf>  many  statements  that  perhaps  he  will 
allow  me   to   make   some   observations 
with  regard  to  the  present  state  of  the 
country.     I  quite  agree  that  our  profits, 
although  they  are  not  disappearing,  are 
smaller  than  we  should  like  them  to  be. 
The  principle  point  in   connection  with 
the  present  depression  would  appear  to 
he  that  it  is,  to  a  large  extent^   only 
nominal,    the   volume   of    trade    being 
larger  than  ever  it  was  before,  and  the 
appearance  of  depression  arising  from 
the  lower  prices.     This  is  conspicuously 
the  case  as  regards  the  foreign  trade. 
The  imports  and  exports  for  tho  last  few 
years  have  been  in  mill  ions  of  pounds : — 
Imports.— 187i»,   363;  1880,  411  ;  1881, 
397;   1882,413;   1883.427.    Expo^s.— 
1879— 'British,   191;  Foreign  and  Colo- 
nia!»    57;    total,    248.       1880— British, 
223 ;  Foreign    and  Colonial,   63  ;  total, 
286,     1881— British,  234  ;  Foreign  and 
Colonial,  63;  total.  297.    1882— British, 
241  i  Foreign  and  Colonial,   65  ;  total, 
806.     1883— British,  239;  Foreign  and 
Ooloniab    66 ;   total,    305.      Thus,     the 
foreign  trade  was  larger  in   1883  than 
it  had    been  for  several  years   before, 
although  prices  were  lower  than  in  any 
of  the  other  years  in  the  table.     The 
nominal  figures  have  not  been  higher  in 
any  previous  year,  except  as  regards  the 
exports  of  British  produce  in   1872  and 
1873, when  the largfitotalsof£256,000, 000 
and  £255, OOO.OOtJ  were  reached  ;  but  in 
1872  and   1873  prices  were  abnormally 
high,    and   they  were   in   1883,   on  the 
average,  20  to  30  per  cent  lower  than  in 
1873.     If  the  exports  and  imports  were 
now  to  be  valued  at  the  prices  of  1873 
the  volume  of  foreign  trade  would  ap- 
pear much  larger  than  it  has  ever  done. 
The  magnitude  of  the  voltime  of  trade 
down   to    1883   is   also    apparent    from 
other  figures.  The  production  t»f  pig  iron 
in  1880,  18HL   1882,  and   1883  was  the 
largest  on  record — namely,   in   1880    it 
was    7,749,000   tons,    in    1881    it    was 
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8,144,000  tons,  in  1882  it  was  8,580,000 
tons,  and  in  1883  it  was  8,490,000  tons. 
The  annual  average  of  1869-74  was  only 
6,223,000  tons,  and  of  1876-80,  6,609,000 
tons.  This,  surely,  is  a  most  extraordi- 
nary condition  for  a  trade  which,  as  the 
noble  Earl  represents  it,  has  been  entirely 
destroyed.  The  noble  Earl  has  drawn 
attention  to  coal.  Similarly,  the  pro^ 
duct  ion  of  coal  has  progressed  as  fol- 
lows;— The  annual  average  in  1859-74 
was  118,000,000  tons,  in  1675-80  it 
was  135,500,000  tons,  in  1880  it 
was  147,000,000  tons,  in  18S1  it 
was  164,000,000  tons,  in  1882  it  waa 
156,500,000  tons,  and  in  1883  it  showed 
the  enormous  increase  of  164,000,000 
tons.  Now,  take  the  raw  cotton.  The 
amount  of  raw  cotton  used  in  manu- 
facturing has  likewise  increased.  The 
annual  average  in  1869-74  wa«^ 
1,150.000,000  lbs.,  in  1875.80  it  wae  i 
1,245,000.000  lbs.,  in  1880  it  wftS 
1,373,000.000  lbs,,  in  1881  it  waa  < 
1, 43f», 000,000  ll>s.,  in  1882  it  wa» ^ 
1,461,000.000  lbs,,  and  in  1883  it  rose  ta 
1,51 1,000.000  lbs.  In  the  present  year 
— 1884 — there  are  signs  of  some  falliog 
ofiF  from  the  large  totals  of  1882-3— a 
decrease  of  £24,000,000  in  the  imports, 
or  1^  per  cent,  and  of  £3,000,000  in  the 
exports,  or  1 J  per  uent,  during  the  nine 
months  ending  with  September.  But 
these  decreases  are  more  than  accounted 
for  by  the  low  prices.  Th9  Ga%9tte  aver- 
age of  wheat  last  week  was  only  32*,  ^d,^ 
as  compared  with  40#.  Zd,  Qt  the  same 
time  in  1883,  and  other  prices  have 
fallen  similarly.  In  sugar,  raw  cotton, 
wool,  jute,  iron,  copper,  tiOp  and  lead,  a 
great  reduction  of  piice  is  shown  at  the 
present  time  as  compared  with  the  same 
time  last  year.  Apart  from  reduction  of 
price,  therefore,  it  would  appear  that 
the  volume  of  foreign  trade  is  larger  at 
the  present  time  than  ever  it  was  known 
before.  The  noble  Earl  had  quoted  the 
condition  of  the  people,  and  had  actually 
cut  the  ground  from  under  my  feet  bj 
saying — "  Do  not  talk  to  me  about  In- 
come Tax,  pauperism,  or  deposits  in 
savings  banks."  The  noble  Earl  relied 
in  preference  on  Benefit  Societies,  whose 
accounts  were  not  published,  and  which 
be  (Earl  Granville)  did  not  know.  But 
these  considerations  were  most  essential 
to  the  case.  The  fact  was  that  the 
Income  Tax  of  \d.  in  the  pound, 
which  once  meant  £1,000,000,  now 
meant  ^£2, 000,000.      The  following  are 
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the  material  figures  as  to  Income  Tax, 
consumption  of  certain  articles  per  head; 
pauperism,  and  savings  banks  deposits, 
all     indicating'     the    condition    of    the 

feople  : — ^The  annual  ayerage  of  the 
noome  Tax  assessments  was,  in  1669-74^ 
£204,000,000  on  Schedule  D,  and  the 
total  was  £487,000,000;  in  1882,  it  was 
£267,000,000  on  Schedule  D,  and  the 
total  was  £60l,000,0u0.  Surely  that 
proves  something ;  but  the  noble  Earl 
entirely  rejects  it,  because,  he  said,  the 
Income  Tax  does  not  touch  the  poor. 
But  certainly  it  has  some  effect  on  the 
depression  or  the  prosperity  of  the 
whole  country.  Again,  the  noblo  Earl 
says  that  pauperism  is  no  test,  as  there 
is  more  difficulty  about  out-door  relief. 
I  am  very  glad  there  is,  because  I  think 
it  is  an  excellent  thing,  not  only  for  the 
ratepayers  and  the  farmers,  but  for  the 
persons  themselves  who  are  the  recipi- 
ents of  the  relief*  But  I  think  it  cannot 
be  denied  that  the  figures  relating  to 
pauperism  have  an  important  bearing 
on  this  subject.  In  the  years  186^-74, 
the  number  of  paupers  per  1,000  of  the 
population  was  42J  ;  whereas  in  the 
year  1883  it  was  only  29,  Take,  again, 
the  savings  banks  deposits.  In  1869, 
they  were  £51,000,000;  and  in  1883 
they  rose  to  £87,000,000.  Then  the 
consumption  of  articles  in  the  coimtry 
shows  a  state  of  prosperity  or  depres- 
sion, I  find,  in  regard  to  sugar ,  tea, 
coffee,  tobacco,  and  spirits,  that  the  con- 
sumption of  coffee  has  rather  fallen  off, 
though  not  very  largely.  With  regard 
to  spirits,  I  was  rather  in  hopes  that 
there  would  be  a  diminution  iu  the  con- 
sumption owing  to  the  much  greater 
temperance  of  the  people ;  but  this  is 
not  the  case.  In  1840  the  consumption 
of  spirits  was  0*97,  and  in  1883  it  was 
1  '06  gallon  per  he€id,  I  think  figures  like 
these  must  have  some  sort  of  importance. 
There  is  murh  discussion  among  econo- 
mists as  to  the  causes  of  the  low  prices. 
Mr.  Goschen.  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  in  a  lecture  to  the  Bankers'  Institute 
last  year,  attributed  them  to  the  scarcity 
of  gold.  Mr  Hubbard  and  others  have 
00 n tended  that  it  is  the  great  multipli- 
cation  of  oomoiodities,  due  to  such  in- 
flueocee  as  extension  of  telegraphy,  great 
rapidity  of  communication,  and  low 
freights,  &c.  The  t>^o  assertions  are 
not  in  reality  contradictory.  If  there 
had  been  more  gold  produced,  prices 
would  undoubtedly  hav^  risen,   or  not 


have  fallen,  notwithstanding  the  real 
abundance  of  commodities.  The  relation 
between  gold  and  commodities  generally 
has  changed.  For  the  present  purpose, 
however,  it  is  only  necessary  to  point 
out  that  the  present  depression  of  trade 
is  to  a  large  extent  only  apparent.  Pro- 
duction and  consumption  are  large,  and 
people  are  well  off.  As  wages  have  not 
yet  fallen  in  proportion,  the  profits  of 
wholesale  nicrt^haots  and  manufacturers 
ore  curtailed,  and  hence  the  complaints. 
If  it  is  argued  that  it  is  possible  by 
appointing  a  Commission  or  Committee 
of  the  House  to  examine  how  the  pro- 
duction of  gold  18  certain  suddenly  to 
increase  trade,  that  is  an  argument 
which  will  hardly  be  valid  with  your 
Lordships.  The  noble  Earl  laid  great 
etress  upon  the  cum  pa  risen  between  our- 
selves and  foreign  countries  as  to  the 
depression  in  trade.  He,  first  of  aU,  said 
that  the  depression  is  not  at  all  the  same 
in  foreign  eountries  as  it  is  with  us;  and 
then  he  said  it  had  no  bearing  at  all  on 
the  argument.  But  I  think  it  has  very 
great  beanng  on  the  argument ;  for  if 
the  countries  protected  are  in  a  much 
more  flourishing  condition  than  we  are 
in,  then,  I  think,  there  is  at  It  ast  a  primd 
faci4  ca^e  against  Free  Trade ;  but  if 
you  find  thai  this  depression  is  common 
to  ail  countries,  then  it  is  extremely 
absurd  to  refer  it  to  legislation  which 
occurred  40  3'ears  ago,  and  had  been 
followed  by  singularly  prosperity  in  all 
the  countries  atlected  by  it.  My  Lords, 
the  fact  is  that  in  Germany  and  Austria 
the  depression  is  quite  as  great  as  our 
own.  The  following  figures  show  the 
foreign  trade  of  the  United  States  and 
France  in  recent  years.  It  will  be  seen 
that  the  present  depression  in  each  of 
these  countries  is  greater  than  in  our  own. 
In  the  United  Bttites  the  maximum  year 
for  imports  in  recent  years  was  1881-2, 
in  whitih  they  amounted  to  £147,000,000. 
In  1883-4  the  amount  was  £139,000,000j 
and  in  the  two  months  July  and  August 
this  year  there  is  a  further  decline  ol  10 
per  cent  compared  with  last  year.  As 
regards  exports,  the  maximum  year  in 
the  United  States  was  1880*1,  in  which 
the  amount  was  £184,000,000  ;  in  1882-3 
the  amount  was  £161,000,000— a  declin© 
of  one-sixth.  In  the  two  months  July 
and  August  there  is  a  further  decline  from 
£2^,814,000  to  £22,660,000,  or  about 
5  per  cent.  In  Franc©  the  maximum 
year  of  imports  was  1880,  the  total  being 
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£201,000,000;  IB  1888  the  total  was 
£1 92,000,000.  In  the  nine  months  ended 
September  30  this  year,  as  compared  with 
the  same  period  last  year^  there  is  a 
further  decline  from  £140,000,000  to 
£134,000,000,  The  maximum  year  of 
exports  in  France  was  1875,  when  the 
total  was  £154,000,000;  but  not  going 
so  far  back,  and  taking  only  1882, 
which  was  the  highest  year  lately, 
with  a  total  of  £143,000,000,  it  ap- 
pears that  in  1883  there  was  a  dec4ine 
to  £138,000,000,  In  the  nine  months 
ended  September,  1884,  there  is  a  fur- 
ther  decline  as  compared  with  the  same 
period  of  1883,  from  £100,000.000  to 
£94,000,000,  or  6  per  cent  The  follow- 
ing is  a  comparison  with  the  United 
Kmgdom  : — Imports — United  Kingdom 
—Maximum  year,  1883,  £427,000,000, 
In  nine  months  of  1884  a  decline 
of  8  per  cent  compared  with  1883. 
United  States — Maximum  year,  1881-2, 
£147,000,000;  1883,  £139,000,000.  In 
two  months  of  1884  a  decline  of  10  per 
cent  compared  with  1883.  France — 
Maximum  year,  1880,  £201,000,000  ; 
1883,  £192,000,000.  In  nine  months 
of  18B4  a  decline  of  5  per  cent.  Exports 
— United  Kingdom  (British  produce)  — 
Maximum  year,  1882,  £241,000,000; 
1883,  £240,000,000.  In  nine  months 
of  1884  a  decline  of  IJ  per  cent. 
United  States — Maximum  year,  1880-1, 
£184,000,000  ;  1883,  £151,000,000,  In 
two  months  of  1884  a  decline  of  5  per 
cent.  France — Maximum  year,  1882, 
£143,000,000;  1883,  £138,000,000.  In 
nine  months  of  1884  a  decline  of  6  per 
cent.  In  the  face  of  those  figures,  show- 
ing how  much  greater  in  two  protected 
countries — two  countries  with  the  greatest 
natural  wealth  in  the  world^the  de- 
pression has  been  than  with  ua,  I 
reallj  think  that  any  hearsay  evidence 
brought  forward  by  the  noble  Earl  must 
fall  to  the  ground.  The  noble  Earl  aUo 
gave  us  figures  about  sugar,  and  he 
seemed  to  believe  that  the  bounties 
which  other  GoTemmcuts  put  upon  re- 
fined sugar  was  one  of  the  three  causes 
which  have  reduced  this  country  to  the 
miserable  state  he  has  described.  But 
the  sugar  bounties  affect  only  a  very 
small  portion  of  the  sugar  industry. 
From  figures  I  have  before  me,  it  ap- 
pears that  in  1840  the  consumption  of 
sugar  in  this  country  was  lo^lbs.  per 
person ;  whereas  at  this  moment,  when 
the  sugar  trade  has  entirely  disappeared 
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from  the  country,  it  has  risen  to  the 
enonnous  amount  of  7  H  lbs,  per  head. 
In  1840  the  consumption  of  tea  was 
H  lbs,  per  person,  while  last  year  it  was 
4  fibs.  And  in  the  same  way  the  con- 
sumption of  tobacco  in  1840  was  only 
^  lb.  per  head,  while  last  year  it  was 
1 1  lbs.  I  do  not  believe  that  noble  Lords 
opposite  will  support  the  noble  Earl  in 
his  suggestion  that  a  remedy  for  a  mat- 
ter affecting  only  an  infinitesimal  por- 
tion of  the  trade  would  be  found  in 
putting  a  countervailing  duty  against 
the  bounty  given  by  other  countries. 
But  the  noble  Earl  makes  three  sug- 
gestions. He  suggests  that  a  low  fixed 
duty  should  be  put  upou  every  manu- 
factured article  introduced.  That  is,  in 
short,  a  proposal  to  return  to  that  old, 
condemned,  and  obsolete  tariff  of  duties 
which  was  formerly  levied  on  large  quan- 
tities of  articles,  to  the  great  obstacle 
and  detriment  of  trade,  and  also  to  the 
great  injury  of  fiscal  arrangements,  the 
cost  of  collection  being  enormously  in- 
creased. The  noble  Earl  proposed  to 
^x  a  duty  on  manufactured  articles,  and 
at  the  same  time  expressed  sympathy 
with  the  farmers,  and  did  not  propose  to 
tax  them.  He  protected  the  farmers,  and 
he  does  not  propose  to  tax  food  or  the  raw 
material  for  our  manufacturers,  but  pro- 
poses to  put  the  duty  entirely  on  manu- 
factured articles.  That  will  certainly 
not  help  the  farmer.  On  the  other 
hand,  by  his  plan  ho  raises  the  valu«  of 
every  single  article  which  his  wife,  his 
family,  or  he  himself  use.  The  general 
scope  of  the  noble  Earl's  plan  is  to  take 
away  trade  and  emigration  from  foreign 
countries  and  force  them  into  the  Colo- 
nies, I  am  quite  sure  nearly  all  the 
Colonies  have  raised  their  tariffs  since 
1860  in  a  higher  proportion  than  any 
foreign  country  has  done  since  that  time, 
with  the  great  exception  of  the  United 
States ;  and  I  must  say  here,  when  the 
noble  Earl  entirely  repudiates  the  idea 
of  our  example  having  been  of  any  use 
whatever  to  foreign  countries,  I  must 
remind  him  that  foreign  countries  have 
to  a  certain  degree  followed  our  example* 
There  does  not  at  this  moment  exist  a 
single  prohibitive  tariff  in  the  world*— a 
great  advance  since  we  introduced  Free 
Trade.  The  noble  Earl  follows  the  ex- 
ample of  the  noble  Marquess  opposite 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  in  eiiyin|^ 
that  Sir  Robert  Peel,  in  establishing^ 
Free  Trade,  was  guided  by  the  convic- 
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iion  that  all  other  countries  would  fol- 
low our  example. 

The  Marquess  of  SALIBBUBY: 
When  did  I  say  that,  and  where  ? 

Earl  GRANTLLLE  :  I  do  not  recol- 
lect the  locality  or  the  date. 

The  Marquess  of  vSALISBURY  :  I 
never  eaid  bo« 

Eahl  GRANVILLE :  The  noble  Mar- 
quess has  certainly  laid  great  stress 
upon  the  g^igantic  blunder  which,  ac- 
cording to  liim^  Free  Traders  made  40 
years  ago  in  believing  that  foreign  coun- 
tries would  follow  their  example.  I 
wonld,  however,  point  out  to  the  noble 
Marquess  that  the  Free  Traders  of  those 
days  did  not  merely  advocate  their  policy 
with  the  object  of  our  being  imitated 
by  foreign  countries,  but  they  put  that 
policy  forward  becauee  they  were  con- 
vinced that  simply  and  by  itself  Free 
Trade  was  best  for  this  couotry.  The 
object  of  the  noble  Marquess  is  not 
quite  the  same  as  that  of  the  noble  Earl 
on  the  Cross  Benches,  He  does  not  pro- 
pose to  establish  permanently  a  fixed 
duty  upon  all  manufactured  articles; 
but  he  would  threaten  to  do  so,  and  use 
the  threat  as  an  instrument  of  warfare 
with  which  to  frighten  all  foreign  coun- 
tries into  reducing  their  tariffs  and  be- 
comiDg  Free  Traders  like  ourselves.  If 
the  noble  Marquess  could  satisfy  me 
that  by  our  using  that  threat  or  putting 
it  into  execution  for  one  year  we  should 
cause  all  the  Protective  walls  in  every 

Eart  of  the  world  to  fall  down,  it  might 
6  w^ell  to  make  the  experiment.  But  I 
do  not  believe  in  our  power  to  achieve 
that  result  by  using  such  a  threat.  The 
plan  was  tried  for  20  years,  and  we  went 
on  trying  to  force  other  countries  to  fall 
in  with  our  views  by  clapping  20  per 
cent  on  to  the  price  of  their  goods  ;  but 
without  result.  If  we  were  to  say — 
**  We  are  going  to  use  our  tariffs  as  a 
means  of  furcing  you  to  do  that  which 
you  do  not  think  advantfigeous  to  do/* 
we  should  be  using  an  argument  like 
that  which  a  missionary  would  use  were 
he  to  Bay — **  Heathens,  your  religion  is 
unsuitable.  Ours  is  the  only  true,  pure, 
and  inspired  religion.  If  you  do  not 
follow  our  example  and  become  Chris- 
tians, we  shall  be  forced  to  become 
heathens  ourselves."  If  the  views  of 
Doble  Lords  opposite  are  to  prevail,  how 
are  you  to  deal  with  the  Most  Favoured 
Nation  Clause  which  exists  in  almost 
every  Treaty   which   we  have   made? 


This  demand  for  Fair  Trade  appears  to 
me  to  be  as  theoretical  and  fallacious  aa 
anything  can  possibly  be.  I  must  say 
that  I  shall  be  extremely  surprised  if 
your  Lordships,  simply  on  the  statement 
of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Dunraven) 
as  to  the  existing  state  of  things,  which, 
I  think,  I  have  proved  is  not  a  correct 
statement,  and  after  his  suggestions  aa 
to  the  reforms  he  would  carry  out, 
should  agree  to  grant  the  inquiry  whioh 
he  desires. 

The  Earl  of  HARBOWBY  said,  he 
had  beard  with  perfect  amazement  the 
assertion  of  the  noble  Earl  that  there 
was  no  very  serious  depression  in  this 
country.  

Earl  GRANTILLE  said,  that  at  the 
beginning  of  his  speech  he  stated  that 
there  was  very  great  suffering  and  distress 
among  certain  classes  of  the  community. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  said,  it 
was  something  to  have  got  that  acknow- 
ledgment from  the  Government.  He 
asked  their  Lordships  to  consider  whe- 
ther the  arguments  of  the  noble  Earl 
who  had  just  sat  down  (Earl  Granville) 
did  not  afford  the  strongest  reasons  for 
the  holding  of  such  an  inquiry  as  was 
asked  for  ?  The  noble  Earl  had  pointed 
out  that  the  present  volume  of  the  trade 
of  this  country  had  never  been  exceeded, 
and  had  also  acknowledged  that  largo 
classes  of  the  community  were  in  a  very 
depressed  and  suffering  condition.  What 
was  the  meaning  of  such  an  extraordi- 
nary state  of  things  ?  The  volume  of 
trade  was  greater  than  it  had  ever  been, 
and  yet  very  large  masses  of  the  people 
were  in  the  greatest  straits.  Surely  this 
mystery  ought  to  be  inquired  into.  The 
whole  burden  rested  on  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  tell  the  House  why  there 
should  not  be  an  inquiry.  The  noble 
Eari  had  given  no  reason  why  there 
should  not  be  an  inquiry,  and  had  rested 
himself  mainly  upon  what  Lord  Beacons- 
held  said  hve  years  ago.  But  when  Lord 
Benconefield  made  that  speech  he  had 
no  idea  that  the  depression  would  go  on 
increasing  at  the  terrible  rate  which  had 
been  the  case,  and  it  was  perfectly  ab- 
surd, therefore,  to  quote  that  speech 
now.  Another  argument  in  favour  of 
permitting  the  inquiry  was  the  fact  that 
the  noble  Earl  on  the  Cross  Benches 
(the  Earl  of  Dunraven),  who,  on  that 
occasion,  represented  a  large  mass  of 
the  industrial  population,  and  the  noble 
Earl  who  represented  the  Government 
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(Earl  Granville)  were  at  complete  vari- 
ance in  rej^ard  to  matters  of  fact.  He 
held  that  the  real  facts  ouj^ht  to  be  as- 
oer tamed.  In  the  manufacturing  dis- 
trictSj  in  the  iron  and  coal  difitricts,  the 
depression  of  trade  was  only  too  mani- 
fest. He  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby)  had 
been  in  the  manufacturing  districts  this 
autumn,  in  the  great  Poit  of  Liverpool^ 
and  in  the  iron  and  coal  dietricte,  and 
unless  his  ejes  deceived  him  there  was 
one  uniform  testimony  as  to  the  suffering 
in  every  branch  of  trade.  The  Liberal 
Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  8.  Smith),  in 
"another  place,"  said  the  other  day — 

"  The  fact  has  to  he  faced,  thftt  ihiA  great 
commcrdal  coiratry,  which  for  yeara  mad©  Buch 
rapid  progress  by  leaps  and  bounds  ....  has 
for  some  yeara  past  ihown  a  tendency  towards 
i-etrogreBaion." 

That  came  from  a  Gentleman  who  was 
well  versed  in  commerce,  and  it  was 
testimony  worth  a  good  deal  more  than 
the  statiatica  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite. 
As  to  the  statistics  quoted  by  the  noble 
Earl  opposite,  he  would  remind  the 
House  that  nothing  could  be  more  de- 
ceptive than  a  mass  of  figures,  which 
could  be  handled  in  a  variety  of  ways. 
He  should,  therefore^  decline  to  give  his 
assent  to  the  statistical  statement  of  the 
noble  Earl  until  it  had  been  fully  sifted 
by  people  of  opposite  views.  He  did 
not  entirely  agree  with  the  noble  Earl 
who  brought  the  subject  forward  as  to 
the  reasons  for  the  existing  depression. 
In  his  opinion  there  were  greater 
reasons.  Trade  and  commerce  were 
very  shy  of  instability  and  uncertainty, 
which  were  fatal  to  enterprize,  and  one 
of  the  chief  reasons  why  depression  now 
prevailed  wa^  that  the  acts  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  the  speeches  of  some  of 
its  Members,  had  succeeded  in  creating 
a  feeling  of  uncertainty  and  instability 
at  home,  and  of  great  insecurity  abroad. 
Enterprize  was  in  consequence  shy,  com- 
merce was  frightened,  and  everybody 
seemed  to  be  afraid  to  launch  out. 
There  was  nothing  extraordinary  in  this 
when  they  remembered  the  legislation 
of  the  Government  in  regard  to  land ; 
their  proposed  shipping  and  attempted 
railway  legislation  ;  their  attempted 
tampering  with  the  coinage  of  the 
country;  their  bankruptcy  legislation^ 
which  was  evidently  breaking  down  ; 
and  the  threats  wbioh  they  had  levelled 
at  their  Lordships'  House.  When  they 
remembered  these  things,  they  would  no 
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longer  be  astonished  that  trade  and  en- 
terjirize  were  less  prominent  than  for- 
merly, and  that  labour  was  not  receiving 
its  just  reward.  Surely  it  would  not 
be  denied  that  our  commerce  was  suffer- 
ing from  the  instability  of  our  policy 
and  the  state  of  uncertainty  with  regard 
to  foreign  affairs.  The  Government  had 
neglected  our  commercial  interests — that 
-^ould  be  seen  in  many  instances.  Did 
we  not  see  in  every  part  of  the  world  a 
state  of  things  which  made  coramercial 
men  auxious  ?  Were  we  not  told  by  Sir 
Donald  Currie  and  by  Mr.  Stanley  that 
commerce  was  flying  from  West  Africa 
in  consequence  of  the  conduct  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government?  What  about 
their  treatment  of  the  Congo  ?  They 
were  allowing  stringent  tarlffa  to  be 
establiehed  against  our  commerce  on  the 
Congo.  Was  their  support  of  commerce 
in  China  encouraging  ?  And  what  had 
been  done  in  Madagas^car  ?  Everywhere 
we  found  the  same  feeling — ^that  traders 
were  afraid  to  launch  out  boldly  into 
commercial  enterprize,  because  the  Bri- 
tish flag  was  not  likely  to  protect  them, 
and  the  Government  was  not  fairly  sup- 
porting them-  The  uncertainty  of  trade^ 
and  feeling  of  want  of  stability  and  un- 
certainty at  home,  were,  in  his  opinion, 
potent  factors  in  the  present  trade  de- 
pression. It  was  the  opinion  of  a  large 
mass  of  people  who  agreed  with  th<^ 
noble  Earl  who  had  made  this  Motion 
that  an  inquiry  ought  to  be  held,  and 
no  reason  had  been  given  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  why  it  should  not. 
But  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
only  following  a  fatal  precedent.  Their 
answer  always  was  *'  No  inquiry.'* 
When  their  Lordships  wished  to  inquire 
into  the  operation  of  the  Irish  Land 
Act,  the  answer  was  "No  inquiry." 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Han:i* 
lets  (Mr.  Ritchie)  asked  for  an  inquiry 
as  to  the  condition  of  the  sugar  indus- 
try^  and  the  answer  was  **No  inquiry/* 
The  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr, 
Rylands)  urged  for  an  inquiry  into  the 
state  of  our  finances ;  but  **  No  in- 
quiry '*  was  still  the  answer.  And  so 
again,  with  regard  to  our  merchant 
shipping,  a  Select  Committee  was  re- 
fused last  year.  And  with  respect  to 
that  most  important  matter,  the  Con- 
ference on  Eg>pt,  the  Government  made 
use  of  their  majority  to  prevent  inquiry. 
He  owned  he  did  not  expect  that  the 
inquiry  now  moved  for  would  be  granted^ 
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as  he  had  watched  the  conduct  of  the 
Goveroment  on  former  occamons.  But 
the  country  would  not  rest  until  there 
was  a  full  and  8c*arcliing  inquiry,  nor 
would  any  sensible  man  be  afraid  of  de- 
mandiDg  it  lest  be  should  be  called  a 
Protectioniat.  This  inquiry  would  come 
in  time  ;  what  the  result  of  it  would  be 
it  was  not  for  hitn  to  say,  but  the  coun- 
try had  a  right  to  have  this  matter  tho- 
roughly investigated. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
that  neither  the  beginning  nor  the  end 
of  the  noble  Earl* a  I'the  Earl  of  Har- 
rowby^s)  speech  was  consistent  with  the 
middle  of  it.  In  the  beginning  of  his 
speech  the  noble  Earl  gare  reasons  for 
inquiry,  and  at  the  end  of  his  speech  he 
adduced  what  he  deemed  very  strong 
reasons  for  it ;  but  in  the  middle  of  his 
speech  he  cut  away  the  ground  for  in- 
quiry altogether,  because  he  had  found 
out  that  the  way  in  which  Her  Majesty^s 
Goverament  had  conducted  foreign  affairs 
was  the  cause  of  all  the  mischief.  What 
the  noble  Earl  really  wanted  was,  not  in- 
quiry, but  the  removal  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  He  (the  Eurl  of  Kimber- 
ley)  was  not  going  to  follow  the  noble 
Earl  in  his  long  and  unconnected  state- 
ment with  regard  to  every  possible  sub- 
ject, from  foreign  affairs  to  Irish  land, 
ut  would  direct  his  remarks  to  what 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  Earl  on  the 
Cross  Benches  (the  Earl  of  Dunraven). 
Her  Majesty *8  Government  were  asked, 
Why  not  grant  an  inquiry?  The  an- 
swer waa,  because  nothing  could  be 
worse  unless  they  had  made  up  their 
minds  that  the  evils  complained  of  wore 
of  suoh  a  nature  that  they  could  be  re- 
medied by  the  action  of  the  Government 
and  by  legislation.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  made  up  their  minda  that 
the  evil  from  which  we  suffered  could 
not  be  so  remedied  by  them,  or  by  legia- 
lative  measures.  They  ought  to  have 
some  notion  of  a  remedy  before  encou- 
raging people  to  hope  for  one.  The 
noble  Earl  on  the  Cross  Benches  (the 
Earl  of  Dunraven)  had  a  remedy — the 
application  of  the  principles  of  Kecipro- 
city.  The  principles  of  Reciprocity  were 
held  in  some  countries ;  but  what  he 
would  ask  was,  were  we  prepared  to  look 
forward  to  the  catablinhment  of  a  system 
of  Beciprocity  with  other  nations  ?  This 
was  a  practical  question^  not  a  question 
of    th3gry.     Unless  we  obtained  Eeci- 
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proeity  Treaties  from  all  the  nations  of 
the  world  we  must  introduce  differential 
duties  in  favour  of  countries  from  whom 
we  obtained  Reciprocity,  And  suppose 
we  did  so  ;  the  question  was,  would  that 
produce  any  effect  upon  the  other  coun- 
tries? Taking  the  United  States,  for 
example,  suppose  we  were  to  endeavour 
to  drive  them  into  a  more  liberal  policy 
by  a  system  of  differential  duties,  were 
we  going  to  put  a  duty  upon  corn,  or 
upon  raw  cotton,  or  upon  the  raw  ma- 
terials imported  from  the  United  States 
and  used  in  the  most  important  trades  in 
this  country?  The  attempt  to  force 
foreign  countries  to  change  their  com- 
mercial policy  by  putting  on  differential 
duties  would  be  the  most  Quixotic  en^ 
terprize  it  was  possible  to  enter  upon* 
If  they  on  that  (the  Ministerial)  aide  of 
the  House  did  not  consider  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  system  of  Beciprocity  and  Re- 
taliation a  practical  measure  it  could  not 
form  to  them  the  ground  for  any  inquiry. 
Then  if  we  wore  not  going  to  introduce 
such  a  system,  what  possible  schema 
could  be  suggested  for  meeting  the  evil  ? 
The  noble  Earl  said  he  would  not  deal 
with  one  of  the  principal  interests  of  the 
country — namely,  the  agricultural  in- 
terest. It  might  be  all  very  well  for 
noble  Lords  to  put  that  out  of  their 
view ;  but  the  agricultural  interest  was 
a  very  important  interest,  and  if  they 
were  going  to  leave  food  untaxed  and  to 
tax  other  things  which  the  producer  of 
food  in  this  country  used,  they  would  be 
doing  a  great  injustice.  This  was  a 
thing  he  had  often  begged  farmers  to 
consider.  If  by  any  ohanoe  the  people 
of  this  country  were  to  be  persuaded  to 
put  duties  on  foreign  manufactures,  the 
large  mass  of  our  population  would  never 
consent  to  have  duties  imposed  on  food, 
and  therefore  the  agricultural  classes 
would  be  placed  in  this  position^ — that 
they  would  not  have  high  prices  for 
their  produce,  while  they  would  have  to 
pay  high  prices  for  all  they  had  to 
consume.  The  noble  Earl  referred  to 
theories  which  he  said  were  held  by 
members  of  the  Cobden  Club^for  in- 
stance, that  foreign  tariffs  were  not  an 
evil  to  this  country.  Anything  that  in- 
jured ihe  trade  of  this  country  was  an 
evil ;  that  nobody  oould  deny ;  but  whe- 
ther it  would  be  wise  in  us  to  put  duties 
upon  foreign  imports  in  order  to  break 
down  the  system  of  foreign  tariffs  waa 
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quite  another  thing.  This  waa  perfectly 
certain,  that  if  goods  were  imported 
from  foreign  countries,  they  must  be 
paid  for  by  the  produce  of  the  labour  of 
thia  country,  and  the  produce  of  the 
labour  of  tfiis  country  was  the  riches  of 
this  country,  and  the  larger  our  imports 
— he  did  not  say  in  any  one  year,  but  for 
a  seriee  of  years — the  greater  our  pros- 
perity. He  did  not  believe  that  this 
was  a  matter  which  would  be  regarded 
with  disfavour.  The  noble  Enrl  made  a 
comparison  between  the  advance  of  trade 
in  certain  countries  aud  the  advance  of 
trade  in  this  country  over  a  given  series 
of  years ;  but  that  comparison  was  not  a 
fair  one.  If  they  took  the  case  of  New 
South  Wales  and  looked  at  the  imports 
and  exports  of  that  Colony  for  the  past 
30  years,  he  had  not  the  smallest  doubt 
that  it  would  be  seen  that  the  advance 
made  there  was  greater  than  had  been 
made  by  France  in  the  same  period.  The 
reason  was  that  the  advance  was  much 
greater  in  a  new  country  than  in  a  coun- 
try which  had  a  greater  volume  of  trade. 
The  noble  Earl  quoted  the  wonderful 
progress  in  America  in  support  of  his 
argument.  It  would  be  a  remarkable 
thmg  if  the  United  States  had  not  made 
a  wonderful  advance;  but  to  compare 
the  progress  of  America  during  the  last 
40  years  with  the  progress  of  Qreat 
Britain  of  late  years,  was  not  a  fair  com- 
parison. It  had  been  said  that  he  stated 
the  other  night  that  there  was  no  de- 
pression in  agriculture.  He  made  no 
such  statement.  What  he  said  waa  that 
there  was  no  such  depression  as  to  in- 
duce them  to  mention  it  in  the  Queen^s 
Speech.  At  the  same  time,  he  added 
that  he  was  painfully  aware,  from  his 
own  experience,  that  there  were  parts  of 
the  country  in  which  there  was  very 
serious  depression,  but  that  there  were 
other  places  whtire  depression  did  not 
exist,  or  where  it  was  not  so  serious. 
He  hoped  it  would  not  be  supposed  that 
he  denied  the  existence  of  distress  among 
many  classes.  He  did  eay,  however, 
that  nothing  could  be  less  advantageous 
to  the  country  and  in  the  long  run  to 
those  suffering  classes  themselves  than 
an  inquiry  such  as  that  now  asked  for. 
It  would  not  be  to  the  advantage  of  the 
people  to  make  them  lean  upon  such 
measures  as  the  Government  could 
supply.  They  ought  rather  to  trust  to 
the  vigour  and  energy  of  the  population. 

Ths  EarlofKimherley 


DEATH  OF  THE  RIGHT  HON.  HENItY 
FAWCETT,  P08TMAJSTBB  GENERAL. 

OBSEBYATIONS. 

Eahl  GEAKVILLE:    My  Lords,   I 

may  be  permitted  to  interrupt  the  de- 
bate for  one  moment  to  communicate  a 
very  sad  piece  of  intelligence,  which  I 
received  with  very  deep  regret,  which  I 
am  sure  will  be  shared  by  every  Member 
of  this  House.  Two  or  three  hours  ago 
the  death  of  the  Postmaster  General, 
Mr.  Fawcett,  occurred.  I  did  not  know 
any  man  whose  intellectual  qualitiea 
and  high  character  more  entitled  Imn  to 
the  respect  of  every  one  who  knew  him. 
He  was  one  of  the  bravest  of  men  under 
a  great  physical  disabilitv. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY :  I 
will  only  add  one  word  to  what  the  noble 
Earl  has  said,  and  that  is  to  join  with 
him  in  expressing  the  belief  that  there 
are  few  public  men  whose  loss  at  thia 
moment  would  be  received  with  so  much 
regret.  Mr,  Fawcett  was  a  man  who» 
while  holding  strong  political  opiniona, 
excited  the  liveliest  sympathy  and  ad* 
miration  alike  among  bis  opponenta  and 
friends. 

TRADE  ANIJ  COM^IERCE, 

MOTION   POR   A    SELECT   COMMITTEJt. 

Debate  nmrnei, 

Tjo:  Earl  op  CAENARYON  said,  he 
heartily  concurred  in  the  expression  of 
regret  at  the  loss  sustained  by  the  death 
of  Mr.  Fawcett,  whom  he  had  had  the  good 
fortune  to  know.  The  noble  Earl  said, 
that  in  considering  the  subject  before 
their  Lordships,  there  were  two  things 
they  should  bear  in  mind.  First,  they  had 
to  consider  whether  there  had  been  a  case 
made  out  worthy  of  inquiry ;  and  then,  in 
the  next  place,  whether  the  mode  sug- 
gested was  the  best  way  of  dealing  with 
the  matter  ?  The  noble  Earl  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  deprecated  any 
inquiry,  because  it  would  mean  a  pre- 
conceived opinion  as  to  the  measures  to 
be  adopted.  With  regard  to  the  condi- 
tion of  the  trade  and  commerce  of  tha 
country,  he  was  not  prepared  to  agree 
with  the  argument  that,  in  accepting 
the  Motion,  the  question  would  practi- 
cally be  Free  Trade  or  Protection.  Ho 
denied  that  Free  Trade  ought  to  be 
made  a  sort  of  idol  or  fetish,  before 
which  everything  should  be  judged.     It 
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seemed  to  him  that  nothing  could  be 
more  unreasonable  or  absurd  than  to 
say  that,  because  they  took  oil"  the  duty 
on  corn  40  yeara  ago,  they  should  not 
now  have  an  inquiry  into  conimercial 
and  agricultural  distreea.  That  deprea- 
eion  existed  no  one  could  doubt.  It  was 
depression  in  some  cases,  but  In  others 
it  was  misery  and  almost  ruin  j  and  it 
affected  not  one,  but  many  classes. 
There  had  been  none  of  that  recupera- 
tive vigour  and  force  which  they  had 
Been  on  former  occasions.  The  depres- 
sion  which  now  existed  had  continued 
over  a  period  of  eight  or  10  years,  and 
there  was  no  sign  of  recovery.  On  the 
contrary,  every  sign  there  was  pointed 
to  a  still  further  downward  course,  It 
was  true  there  was  abundance  in  the  ex- 
ports of  manufactured  articles,  just  as 
there  had  been  in  the  harvest ;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  there  was  a  diminution 
of  proEts.  One  might  attribute  that 
state  of  things  to  one  reason,  and 
another  to  auother  reason;  but  they 
ought,  in  his  opinion,  to  try  and  ascer- 
tain what  this  phenomenon,  which  was 
new  to  them,  really  meant.  It  had  been 
stated  that  the  cause  of  the  depression 
was  the  removal  of  British  capital  to 
foreign  countries.  In  suoh  a  case  as  that 
no  sign  could  be  more  alarming  j  but 
was  it  so  ?  The  answer  was,  inquire. 
By  instituting  an  inquiry,  the  truth  of 
such  statements  might  be  ascertained. 
Then  there  was  the  enormous  competi- 
tion which  existed  at  this  moment  in 
many  trades.  That  competition  existed 
in  large  as  well  as  in  small  trades.  It 
was  only  the  other  day  that  he  heard 
that  the  whole  of  the  ironwork  of  an 
enormous  railway  station  in  the  Mid- 
lands had  been  imported  into  this  eoun* 
try  from  Belgium,  and  he  knew  from 
his  own  knowledge  that  iron  for  railway 
bridges  had  been  brought  over  from 
abroad.  It  was  precisely  the  same  in 
smaller  industries.  When  all  these 
matters  were  put  together,  they  pro- 
duced an  alarming  result ;  and  when  he 
looked  to  the  terribly  severe  winter 
which  was  in  prospect,  he,  for  one,  could 
not  contemplate  the  future  without  ap- 
prehension. He  greatly  regretted  that 
the  Grovernment  had  opposed  the  inves* 
tigation  asked  for.  Scarcely  anything 
had  been  said  about  agricultural  die- 
tress,  a  subject  which  would  require  a 
long  discussion  to  itself.  During  the 
last  few  years  a  vast  amount  of  land 


had  been  thrown  out  of  cultivation- 
No  doubt,  no  blessing  could  be  more 
greater  than  that  which  we  had  derived 
from  cheap  bread,  which  had  carried  us 
through  many  seasons  of  distress  during 
the  last  30  years.  Still  we  ought  to  re- 
cognize what  the  throwing  of  land  out 
of  cultivation  really  meant.  During  the 
last  10  years  1,000,000  acres  had  been 
changed  from  arable  to  grass;  1,000,000 
acres  of  grain  would  be  about  one- fourth 
of  the  total  grain  production  of  the 
country.  All  conversion  of  arable  into 
pasture  involved  two  oonsequences,  one 
social  and  the  other  political.  It  meant 
the  displacement  of  so  many  families 
and  individuals,  who  were  driven  either 
to  emigrate,  or  to  contribute  to  the  over- 
crowding of  the  large  towns.  He  was 
not  one  of  those  who  objected  to  emigra- 
tion, fur  he  had  seen  its  advantages ;  hut 
he  did  say  that  the  driving  of  agricul- 
turist a  and  their  families  into  the  towns 
was  in  itself  an  unmitigated  curse,  which 
increased  populations  for  whom  the 
means  of  industrial  employment  were 
already  too  limited,  and  increased  the 
struggle  for  life,  and  the  general  dis- 
tress. Then  it  meant  another  very  serious 
matter ;  it  practically  reduced  the  area 
of  land  devoted  to  the  food  supply  of  this 
country.  We  already  depended  for  two- 
thirds  of  our  food  supply  upon  foreign 
countries,  and  it  was  a  very  great  risk  for 
the  country  to  live  on  the  sufferance  of 
foreign  nations.  It  had  been  said  by 
the  Prime  Minister  that  farmers  should 
recover  their  losses  by  growing  fruit  and 
rearing  poultry.  He  could  not  under- 
stand anyone  who  knew  anything  of 
agricultural  matters  speaking  of  suoh 
small  and  petty  agricultural  pursuits  as 
the  substitute  for  growing  corn ;  and, 
although  theae  industries  might  be  de- 
veloped, we  could  not  depend  upon  them 
as  a  means  of  subsistence,  and  the  bulk 
of  the  land  in  England  must  alwaya  be 
farmed  upon  difi'erent  principles.  It 
was  a  mere  fraction  of  the  land  of  the 
country  that  could  be  applied  to  these 
purposes.  Little  had  been  said  about 
our  oomraercial  relations  w  ith  our  Colo- 
nies ;  but  for  many  years  our  Colonies 
had  been  our  best  customers,  and  a  mer- 
chant or  tradesman  generally  desired  to 
meet  the  wants  of  a  customer.  Why 
had  not  we  done  anything  of  the  sort  ? 
Our  Colonial  Empire  was  one  of  such 
extent,  fertility,  and  variety  of  produc- 
tion, that  we  could  get  everything  we 
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wanted  from  them,  Canada  could  supyly 
na  with  all  the  wheat  we  wanted  at  30*. 
a- quarter,  and  in  time  of  war  we  could 
hold  the  lines  of  communication,  which 
would  be  a  much  more  simple  matter 
than  living  upon  the  sufferance  of  others* 
One  of  the  best  things  we  could  do  would 
be  to  see  if  we  could  not  devise  some 
form  of  commercial  connection  between 
the  Colonies  and  the  Mother  Country, 
He  believed  that  the  case  made  out  bj 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Dunraven) 
was  one  worthy  of  inquiry,  and  that  it 
was  wise  to  ask  for  a  Joint  Committee  of 
both  HouseSf  because  the  weakness  of 
this  House  in  its  knowledge  of  commer- 
cial subjects  could  be  made  up  by  tbe 
abundant  knowledge  in  the  other  House, 
II  would  save  public  discussion  and 
public  time  if  the  inquiry  were  granted, 
and  in  proportion  as  Free  Traders  were 
confident  of  the  soundness  of  their  prin- 
ciples, they  ought  to  be  willing  and 
eager  to  submit  them  to  the  test  of  an 
inquiry.  The  Government  wero  making 
a  mistake  in  refusing  an  investigation 
on  which  the  heart  of  the  country  was 
more  set  than  it  was  on  any  other  matter, 
and  public  feeling  would  he  intensified 
by  the  distte&s  of  the  coming  winter. 

Eakl  GRANVILLE  said,  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  had  called 
special  attention  to  the  arguments  that 
arable  land  had  beeu  turned  into  pasture, 
Uid  he  suggest  that  inquiry  might  lead 
to  legislation  to  prevent  farmers  and  land- 
lords cultivating  land  in  the  way  they 
thought  most  profitable,  or  that  this 
should  be  done  by  adopting  the  obvious 
course  of  putting  such  a  duty  on  pasture 
as  to  bring  land  under  the  plough  when 
wheat  ought  never  to  be  sown,  as  was 
done  by  the  Corn  Laws  ? 

The  Earl  of  CARNARYON  said, 
that  the  inquiry  of  the  noble  Earl 
showed  the  supreme  inattention  with 
which  he  had  listened  to  his  remarks. 
What  he  had  contended  was  that  the 
large  acreage  of  land  which  had  gone 
out  of  cultivation  had  partly  caused  a 
distress  which  should  be  fully  inquired 
into. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  :  My 
Lords,  I  should  be  sorry  that  this  debate 
should  close  without  my  saying  one  word» 
which  is  to  express  the  hope  that  my 
noble  Friend  will  not  push  his  Motion 
to  a  Division.  Although  I  deeply  re- 
gret that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  not  granted  the  inquiry,  yet  the 

Th  £arl  of  Carnarvon 


very  structure  of  the  Motion  would  have 
made  it  obviously  inconvenient  for  us  to 
resolve  upon  inquiry  when  we  know 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  de- 
termined to  arrest  it.  I  am  sorry  that 
the  Government  have  come  to  that  con- 
clusion. But  I  am  more  sorry  that  they 
have  done  so  on  arguments  which  I  am 
sure  will  seem  to  the  country  to  imply 
considerable  scepticism  as  to  the  exist* 
ence  of  this  general  depression.  The 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)  gave  ue  sta- 
tistics; he  poured  upon  us  all  the  columns 
of  the  Statistical  Abstract.  But  I  am 
sure^  that  if  he  had  done  that  in  the 
other  House  to  anything  like  the  same 
extent,  he  would  have  been  told  by  a 
great  authority  that  he  was  dealing  with 
this  country  as  though  he  were  dealing 
with  Jujnter  or  Saturn.  He  was  treat- 
ing us  with  scientific  formulas,  and 
elaborate  quotations  of  etatistics,  in  order 
to  traverse  the  existence  of  a  thing  which 
anybody,  who  moves  about  in  England 
at  all,  knows  to  exist  as  well  as  he 
knows  that  the  sun  shines  in  summer. 
The  noble  Earl  admits  the  existence  of 
this  distress,  at  all  events  among  certaio 
classes.  He  admits  its  extreme  severity, 
I  do  not  know  how  much  of  human 
misery  is  necessary,  in  his  mind,  in  order 
to  call  the  attention  of  Parliament  to  its 
existence,  and  the  powers  of  Parliament 
to  inquire  into  its  cause.  But  the  Go- 
vernment, in  this  debate,  have  given  ua 
a  reason  against  inquiry  which  certainly 
cannot  be  applied  to  any  other  depart- 
ment of  life.  The  noble  Earl  almost 
angrily  corrected  my  noble  Friend  for 
not  having  asked  for  this  inquiry  with  a 
Ibregone  conclusion  as  to  its  results.  I 
have  heard  the  advice  not  to  prophesy 
unless  you  know*  But  this  is  the  firat 
time  I  have  ever  heard  the  doctrine  pro- 
pounded that  you  ought  not  to  inquire 
unless  you  know  what  the  result  of  the 
inquiry  will  be.  The  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Granville)  used  to-day  a  favourite  argu- 
ment with  the  Government — a  quotation 
from  a  speech  of  Lord  Beacon stield  de- 
livered five  year*  ago,  which  appearo 
now  to  impress  them  with  a  reverence 
which  it  did  not  produce  at  the  time. 
Lord  Beaconstield  spoke  in  1879^  and 
although  he  was  a  man  of  marvelloua 
powers,  he  could  nut  have  foreseen  what 
would  be  the  state  of  things  in  1884.  At 
all  events,  whatever  may  have  been  in 
Lord  Beaconstield^B  nund  on  that  sub- 
ject, I  can  prove  that  he  did  not  go  on 
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the  doctrine  o!  *^  Never  inquire  unless 
you  know  what  the  result  will  be."  When 
the  late  Government  assented  to  the 
Rojfll  Commission  on  A^ri culture,  he 
never  required  that  the  Duke  of  Rich* 
mond  ahould  write  down  his  ideas  of  the 
conclusion 9  to  which  the  Commiesion 
would  come. 

Thb  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  What 
have  been  the  results  ? 

The  MAuqtTESS  of  SALISBURY :  Re* 
commGndations  which  I  very  much  wish 
you  would  carry  out. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY:  Upon 
what? 

Thb  MABQiTEes  OP  SALISBURY: 
Upon  local  taxation.  I  regret  this  view 
of  Her  Majesty's  Ooverument,  and  I 
shall  remember  it  when  they  bring  for- 
ward any  Departmental  Inquiry,  and  I 
shall  bear  in  mind  that  it  would  not 
have  been  undertaken  unless  the  result 
had  been  known  beforehand.  But,  my 
Lords,  I  do  not  take  that  view,  The 
objects  of  inquiry  are  to  ascertain  faots 
and  to  form  conclusions — to  ascertain 
whether  legislation  is  requirefll,  and,  if 
BO,  to  lay  the  basis  on  which  that  lep;is- 
lation  should  rest.  But  inquiry  has 
another  important  function — namely^  to 
inform  the  minds  of  the  people  of  the 
country.  We  are  governed  by  public 
opinion,  and  it  is  our  highest  interest 
that  that  public  opinion  ahould  be 
rightly  stored  with  facts  and  rightly 
guided.  Therefor o»  it  is  of  great  im- 
portance that  the  matters  of  fact  in  dis- 
pute should,  as  far  as  possible,  be  ascer- 
tained, and  that  the  materials  for  the 
judgment  of  the  country  should  be 
placed  before  it  in  a  form  in  which 
they  can  bo  dealt  with.  The  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  cannot  ignore 
the  fact  that  this  notion  of  Fair  Trade 
is  gaining  force  in  every  quarter — that 
there  is  a  mass  of  public  opinion  form- 
ing which,  if  his  view  is  correct,  is  most 
pernicious  in  its  aims,  and  which  ought 
for  that  reason  to  receive  the  attention 
of  Parliament,  I  think  I  am  at  one 
with  the  noble  Earl  as  to  the  point  of 
Reciprocity,  and  that  the  use  of  counter- 
vaiJing  duties  would  be  legitimate  as 
weapons  of  offence  if  there  were  fair 
grounds  to  belie \re  that  that  species  of 
warfare  would  be  suocessfuL  The  noble 
EarVs  opposition  is  based  upon  scepti- 
cism as  to  the  success  of  that  kind  of 
warfare.     Surely  in  that  he  forgets  the 


experience  o!  hia  own  official  career — 
he  forgets  the  Reciprocity  Treaties  which 
he  himself  has  had  a  hand  in  negotiat- 
ing. It  was  by  an  otfer  of  reduction  of 
tariffs  tbat  the  French  agreed  to  a  re- 
laxation of  their  prohibitory  and  protec- 
tive system.  Therefore^  I  think  that  the 
experience  of  the  noble  Earl  himself 
should  have  warned  him  that  this  kind 
of  threat  is  not  so  entirely  without  its 
influence  with  Foreign  Powers  as  he  is 
disposed  to  think.  But,  on  the  other 
hand.  I  agree  with  him,  as  Lord  Bea- 
con sfield  said  five  years  ago,  that  the 
difficulties  surrounding  any  such  under- 
taking are  very  great  and  enormously 
enhanced  by  the  excessive  and  somewhat 
imprudent  facility  with  which  we  have 
allowed  our  own  free  action  to  be  bound, 
Buti  at  all  events,  is  it  not  wise  that 
these  difficulties  should  be  faced  by  in* 
quiry,  and  that  it  should  be  shown  whe- 
ther or  not  they  are  insuperable?  I 
cannot  understand  that  from  any  point 
of  view  more  light  would  be  an  evil* 
We  have  strange  and  new  phenomena 
to  deal  with.  We  wish  the  mysteries 
which  attach  to  our  present  ditfioulties 
ahould  be  dissipated.  We  wish  the 
misery,  whose  existence  is  more  or  less 
freely  admitted,  to  be  explained  as  far 
as  possible,  and  I  cannot  see  that  any 
evil  whatever  could  arise  from  expo  sin  jr 
to  the  free  light  of  inquiry  the  fiscal 
policy  of  the  last  40  years,  which,  if  it 
be  sound,  will  only  emerge  the  stronger 
from  any  inquiry  which  may  be  held, 

Thb  Eael  of  DUNRAYEN  said,  that 
after  the  debate  tbat  had  taken  place, 
he  was  willing  to  withdraw  his  Motion, 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn, 

MARRIAGES  LEGALIZATION  BILL. 
QUESTION. 

Lord    STANLEY    of    ALDERLEY 

said,  that  the  Marriages  Legalization 
Bill  was  an  excellent  and  a  compre- 
hensive  Bill,  as  it  would  probably  have 
obviated  the  necessity  for  those  Acts  to 
logalize  marriages  which  were  passed 
almost  every  Session,  and  of  which  two 
— for  Stopaley,  Bedfordshire,  and  Wood 
Green  Church — had  been  passed  last 
year.  This  Bill  had  been  sent  down  to 
the  other  House  on  the  23rd  May,  and 
had  been  withdrawn  on  the  24th  July. 
How  was  it  that  it  had  not  passed  in 
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those  two  months  ?  Gomplamts  had 
been  made  by  the  Government  when- 
ever they  had  Iteen  asked  to  initiate 
legislation  in  this  House  of  the  diffi- 
culty of  passing  their  Bills ;  but  it  seemed 
there  waa  aomethiuf^  wrong  in  the  other 
Houee,  or  in  the  management  of  it  by 
the  Government,  for  the  yeai*  before, 
also,  a  Government  Bill — the  Indian 
Marine  Bill — the  principle  of  which  had 
been  unopposed,  had  failed  to  pass  the 
Houeje  of  Ooiumons,  and  had  oome  up 
again  last  Session,  He  would  ask  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  on  the  Wool- 
sack whether  he  intended  to  reintro- 
duce it  ? 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  reason  why  the  Bill  had 
not  become  law  was  because  the  House 
of  Commons  had  not  passed  it.  Their 
Lordships  were  aware  of  the  circum- 
stances tinder  which  the  last  Session 
terminated.  No  Bills  except  those  which 
were  absolately  uncontested  were  passed. 
Some  hon.  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  thought  that  this  particular  | 
measure  bad  not  been  skilfully  prepared,  [ 
and  the  hon.  and  loarnod  Attorney  Ge- 
neral (Sir  Henry  James)  found  he  would 
not  have  an  opportunity  of  passing  it. 
In  these  circumstances,  the  Bill,  like 
many  other  measures,  fell  to  the  ground . 
He  hoped  that  he  should  be  able  to  re* 
introduce  it  next  Session,  and  that  the 
objections  to  it  would  then  disappear. 
He  certainly  intended  to  persevere  with 
it. 

Houie  adjourned  nt  half  past  Beren 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  baU 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Thumdaj/,  6ih  Navmhr,  1884. 


MINTITES.]  — New  MBstriBa  Sworn— Lieu- 
teoaat  Colonel  Richard  Fell  Hteble,  /ot  Scar- 
borough.  ( 

BsLBCT    CoMiHTTEE— Charitiiblo   TrmU  A^ots,  I 
rt'appoinUd  and  nominikUd, 

PuKLTc  BiLts— Qrrfi'r^frf-  Fimt  iJe'tfrfiw^— Liquor 
Traffic  (Local  Veto)  (Scotlaod)  •  [23] ;  Sale 
of  lnto]tioating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Dur- 
ham) •  [29] ;  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liqtiora  on 
Rnuday  (ComwiilJ)  •  [30]. 

SvMHd  Reading— lieptv^^jxMion  of  the  People 
[IJ,  d^aU  adjourned. 


Calamiiu* 


Q  UESTIONS, 


\0U 


THE  GLASGOW  CALAMITY— PTJBLTC 
BUILDINGS  (DOORS)  BILL, 

YiscouNT  FOLKESTONE  (for  Mr. 
CoLBRrDOE  Kennard)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  can  ioform  the  House  if  the 
exit  doore  of  the  public  building  in  Glas- 
gow, in  which  a  tenrible  catastrophe  has 
just  occurred,  were  hung  bo  as  to  open 
inwards;  and,  if  &o»  whether  he  will 
withdraw  the  opposition  he  oflFered 
during  the  last  Session  of  Parliament 
to  the  Bill  entitled  '*  Public  Buildings 
(Doors)  Bill/*  if  again  introduced? 

Sim  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  :  I 
have  not  yet  received  the  official  Eeport 
on  this  matter,  and  therefore  I  cannot 
judge,  of  course*  of  itt^  bearings.  But 
even  if  it  were  the  ease,  as  siiggeated  in 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  that 
the  doors  of  the  theatre  opened  inwards, 
I  do  not  think  that  would  materially 
affect  the  grounds  on  which  the  Bill  of 
last  Session  was  opposed, 

Mr.  MAOFARLANE:  May  I  ask 
whether  it  is  in  the  recollection  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that 
Captain  Shaw  made  a  Eeport  in  regard 
to  places  of  exit  at  public  entertain- 
ments in  the  Metropolis;  and,  whether 
the  recommendations  of  Captain  8haw 
have  been  fairly  and  efficiently  carried 
out? 

Dk.  CAMERON :  Will  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  lay  the  Heport 
on  the  Table  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  :  I 
have  not  yet  received  the  Eeport  j  but 
I  have  no  objection  to  do  so. 

Mr.  MACFAELANE  :  I  shall  move 
for  the  production  of  the  Report  of 
Captain  Shaw, 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT;  As 
to  the  Report  of  Captain  Shaw,  the  hoo. 
Gentleman  is,  no  doubt,  aware  that  th© 
authority  in  these  matters  is  the  Metro > 
politan  Board  of  Works.  I  have  dono 
all  in  my  power  to  induce  the  Board  to 
carry  out  the  recommendations,  and  I 
believe  they  are  willing  to  carry  them 
out.  Indeed,  1  understand  the  works 
recommended  have  been  carried  out ; 
but  I  should  not  like  to  aay  off* 
hand 
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ARMY  (AITXILIART   FOTlCES)-TnE 
LANARK  MILITIA, 

Dh,  CAMERON  aeked  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate»  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Thomas 
Scoffield,  arrested  in  Ayr  on  October 
13  th  on  a  oharg;e  of  absenting^  himself 
from  the  annual  training  of  the  Lanark 
Militia,  was  kept  in  custody  at  a  comrity 
constabulary  station  for  five  days  with- 
out beiQg  brought  before  a  magistrate 
for  remand  or  committal;  and,  if  he 
would  explain  how  the  delay  originated, 
and  how  the  case  was  ultimately  dis- 
posed of? 

Thb  lord  ADVOOATE  (Mr,  J.  B. 
Bai^ottr)  :  I  believe  the  facts  are  cor- 
rectly stated  ID  the  Question.  Questions 
have  arisen  from  time  to  time  as  to 
whether  minor  offences  against  the  Army 
Acts  should  be  prosecuted  by  the  Civil 
or  Military  Authorities.  During  last 
Session  a  definite  arrangomeat  was 
agreed  to  between  the  Departments  coo- 
cerned,  which  was  to  come  into  force  on 
the  let  of  October.  It  appears  that  this 
arrangement  was  not  sufficiently  known 
or  understood  by  the  Local  Authorities 
on  the  1 3th  of  October,  and  a  misunder- 
standing between  them  on  the  point  was 
the  cause  of  the  delay.  The  consequence 
was  that  the  man  was  liberated  without 
being  brought  to  trial.  The  occurrence 
ia  certainly  to  be  regretted;  but  I  do 
not  think  that  such  a  case  will  happen 
again, 

INLAND  REVENT7E— DUTY  ON  GOLD 
AND  SILVER  PLATE. 
Mb.  SLAGQ  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequeri  Whether  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  take  any  steps  with  the  view  of  as- 
certaining the  amount  necessary  to  pro- 
vide a  reasonable  drawback  of  duty 
upon  gold  and  silver  plate,  new  and 
iinusedf  in  the  bands  of  manufacturers 
and  dealers ;  and,  whether  such  infor- 
mation could  not  best  be  obtained  by 
means  of  the  assistance  of  the  Gold- 
smiths'  Company  of  London  and  the 
Other  Aisay  Offices  throughout  the 
Country  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  OiiLLnEBs) :  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend  I  have  to  say  that  if  it 
should  be  decided  to  make  any  payment 
in  the  nature  of  drawback  of  duty  on 
plate  in  the  hands  of  manufacturers  and 
dealers,  the  fullest  consirlcration  will  be 


given  to  the  question  of  the  scale  and 

principle  on  which  such  drawback 
should  be  calculated.  We  should,  no 
doubt,  avail  ourselves  of  the  assistance 
of  the  Assay  officers  in  considering  on 
what  articles  auoh  drawback  should  be 
allowed;  but  I  cannot  say  that  their 
advice  as  to  the  amount  to  be  considered 
reasonable  would  necessarily  be  taken. 

REGISTRY  OP  DEEDS  OFFICE 
(IRELAND), 

Ma.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  any 
steps  have  yet  been  taken  to  remove  the 
grievances  admitted  last  Session  to  exist 
iu  the  Registry  of  Deeds  Office,  Ire- 
land ? 

Ma.  COURTNEY  :  I  must  demur  to 
the  implication  that  any  grievance  was 
admitted;  the  only  admission  is  that 
some  men  iu  this  OlEce  are  too  good  for 
their  work.  Special  inquiries  have  been 
made  into  the  condition  of  the  Office, 
and  I  expect  to  receive  verj^  shortly  a 
Report  from  theTreasury  Remembrancer 
upon  it. 

PUBLIC  DOCUMENTS— DELAY  IN 
PRINTING. 

Mk.  BROADHURST  asked  the  Be- 
crotary  to  the  Treasury,  'Whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  delay  in  the  production 
of  Reports  and  Despatches  is  largely 
due  to  the  fact  that  the  Queen's  Printers 
carry  on  their  business  with  low-priced 
labour,  therefore  the  best  class  of  work- 
men do  not  accept  employment  in  that 
firm  ;  and,  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
inconvenience  caused  to  this  House  by 
the  length  of  time  which  elapses  be- 
tween the  laying  of  the  Papers  upon 
the  Table  and  the  delivery  of  them  to 
Members,  he  will  either  make  the  print- 
ing contract  an  open  competition  in  fact, 
or  transfer  the  orders  to  the  firm  which 
now  does  the  work  of  the  Foreign  and 
War  Offices,  and  who  have  a  complete 
command  of  the  skilled  labour  market 
of  the  Country,  so  far  as  it  relates  to  the 
printing  trade  ? 

Ma.  COURTNEY :  I  have  no  know- 
ledge as  to  the  class  of  labour  employed 
by  the  difiTerent  Government  printers, 
and  it  is  not  the  fact  that  delays  have 
been  greater  in  work  done  by  Eyre  and 
Spottiswoode  than  others  ;  I  am,  indeed, 
aware  that  they  protest  that  there  haa 
been  no  delay  attributable  to  them.  Irre- 
spective of  the  present  complaint,  it  has 
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long  been  settled  tbat  when  the  present 
printing  contracts  expire  the  work  will 
be  thrown  open  to  public  competition 
on  an  improved  eyatem. 

ARMY  (INDIA)— EAST  INDIAN 
JfEDICAL  SERVICE. 

Mil  GIBSON  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  any, 
and»  if  so,  what,  steps  have  been  taken 
by  the  Indian  Government  to  lessen  or 
remove  the  grievances  of  the  ladian 
Medical  Service  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CROSS :  The  measures 
taken  for  'reducing  the  number  of  un- 
employed medical  officers  in  India  have 
been  efficacious.  The  Government  of 
India  have  telegraphed  that  there  are 
now  only  two  unemployed  officers  in 
Bengal,  and  they  have  promised  to  com- 
municate the  number  still  unemployed 
in  Madras  and  Bombay,  It  has  been 
decided  to  place  all  surgeons  of  the 
Indian  Service,  not  holding  Executive 
charge,  on  precisely  the  same 'footing 
in  respect  of  pay  as  surgeons  of  the 
Army  or  British  Medical  Department 
similarly  situated.  The  lower  rate  of 
pay  hitherto  called  unemployed  **pay 
will,  for  the  future,  be  called  grade  pay, 
and  will  only  be  given  when  the  officer 
is  in  receipt  of  staff  salary  in  addition  to 
his  pay. 

RAILWAYS  (IKDXA)-BHOPAL, 
GWALIOR,  AND  NAGPORE  RAILWAYS. 

Mr.  8LAGG  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  If  he  can  give 
any  information  to  the  House  as  to  the 
proposals  or  contracts,  if  any.  which 
have  been  made  with  regard  to  railway 
extension  in  India  under  the  reconx* 
mendations  of  the  Select  Committee  on 
Indian  Railway  Communication  ? 

Mil.  J.  K.  CROSS  :  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Man- 
chest  er»  I  can  only  say  that  negotiations 
are  proceeding  rcBpecting  the  proposed 
Bhopal,  Gwalior,  and  the  Nagpore  Eail- 
ways ;  but  I  regret  that  they  have  not 
yet  reaulted  in  any  contract. 

METROPOLITAN    BOARD    OF    WORKS 
(THAMES  CI10SSINGS)-SUBWAY 
AT  SHADWELL. 
Mr,  RITCHE  asked  the  Chairman  of 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  Whe- 
ther the  attention   ef  the  Metropolitan 
Board  has  been  directed  to  the  Special 
Beport   from  the  Select   Committee  on 
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Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Thames 
Crossings)  Bill,  in  which  the  Committee 
report  that  **two  crossings  are  imme- 
diately required,  and  should  be  6anc- 
tioned  by  Parliament,"  the  one  a  low 
level  bridge,  with  openings  at  Little 
Tower  Hill,  and  the  other  a  subway  at 
or  near  Shadwell ;  and  express  a  hope 
that  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Work^ 
would  undertake  the  construction  of  the 
subway  contemporaneously  with  the  con- 
struction of  a  bridge  at  Little  Tower 
Hill  by  the  Corporation  of  London; 
whether  the  Engineer  to  the  Board  re- 
ported, in  1882^  recommending  the  con- 
struction of  a  tunnel  at  Shadwell ;  and, 
whether  the  Board  propose  to  apply  to 
Parliament  in  the  ensuing  Session  for 
the  necessary  powers  to  construct  the 
subway  as  suggested  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  recommended  by  their  Engi- 

Sir  JAMES    MGABEL-HOGfl:  In 

reply  to  my  hon.  Friend,  I  beg  to  inform 
him  that  the  attention  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board  has  been  directed  to  the 
Report  ol  the  Select  Committee  on  tho 
Thames  Crossings  Bill,  and  that  Report 
is  now  before  a  Committee  of  the  Board. 
As  regards  the  second  part  of  my  hon. 
Fnend*s  QueBtion,  the  Engineer  of  th© 
Board  did,  in  1882,  suggest  the  con- 
strnction  of  a  tunnel  at  Shadwell  at 
part  of  a  general  scheme  of  communica* 
tions^  and  that  scheme  would,  no  doubt, 
have  been  submitted  to  Parliament  had 
the  Board  been  able  to  obtain  from  the 
Government  an  assurance  of  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  Coal  and  Wine  Dues. 
As  regards  the  last  part  of  the  Question, 
I  regret  that  I  am  not  at  present  in  a 
position  to  alford  the  information  asked, 
as  the  whole  question  of  Thames  com- 
munication s  is  still  under  the  considera- 
tion of  a  Committee  of  the  Board. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  asked  the  Lord  Mayor 
of  London,  Whether  the  attention  of  the 
Corporation  of  London  has  been  directed 
to  the  Special  Report  from  the  K^elett 
Committee  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  (Thames  Crossings)  Bill,  in 
which  the  Committee  report  that  **  two 
crossings  are  immediately  required  and 
should  be  sanctioned  by  Parliament/* 
the  one  a  low  level  bridge  with  open- 
ings at  Little  Tower  Ilili,  and  the  other 
a  subway  at  or  near  Shadwell,  and  ex- 
press a  hope  that  the  Corporation  of 
London  may  be  induced  to  undei'take 
the  great  and  useful  work  of  construct- 
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ing  tlio  bridge  contemporan^^ously  with 
the  cofjstruction  of  a  iubway  At  Shad- 
well  by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Wfirks ;  and,  whether  the  Corporation 
of  London  propose  to  apply  to  Parlia- 
ment in  the  ensuing  Session  for  the 
necessary  powers  to  construct  such  a 
bridge  ? 

Mr.  R,  N.  fowler  (Lord  Mayor)  : 
In  roply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
Bay  that  as  soon  as  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  Thames  Crossiogs 
appeared  the  Corporation  immediately 
took  steps  to  ascertain  how  far  its  re- 
commendations  could  be  complied  with. 
They  decided  to  construct  a  low-level 
bridge  at  Tower  Hill,  and  the  notices 
required  before  we  can  obtain  the  neces- 
sary powers  will  be  given  in  a  day  or 
two. 

ARMY  (INDIA)— NUMBERS, 

Caftaix  AYLMER  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  Whether 
the  English  troops  in  India  are  below 
the  established  number  j  and,  if  eo^ 
by  what  number  of  men  in  each  branch 
of  the  Service,  and  also  by  what  number 
they  fell  short  of  the  esfablishment  on 
the  3Ut  December  1883? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
It  is  very  difficult  during  the  trooping 
season,  when  detachments  of  men  are 
on  Iheir  way  to  and  from  India,  to  state 
the  exact  strength  of  a  given  arm  in 
that  country ;  but  if  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  will  be  content  with  the 
Returns  for  the  1st  of  September  in  the 
present  and  the  past  years,  which  may  be 
taken  as  dates  immediately  preceding 
the  trooping  season,  it  will  be  seen  that 
In  the  present  season  the  Cavalry  was 
141 ;  the  Artillery  G7  ;  and  the  Infantry 
4,224  below  their  establishment.  It 
should  be  observed  that  a  deficiency  of 
from  800  to  900  was  to  be  expected  as 
arising  from  casualties  since  the  close 
of  the  previous  trooping  season  ;  and 
there  is  a  further  reason  for  deficiency 
in  that  two  battalions  from  the  Indian 
Establishment  have  been  lent  for  ser- 
vice in  Egypt,  The  corresponding 
figures  for  the  1st  of  September,  1^83, 
showed  the  Cavalry  as  419;  the  Artil- 
lery as  88;  and  the  Infantry  as  5,123 
below  establishment,  I  may  add  that 
the  Authorities  iu  India  anticipate  that 
by  the  close  of  the  present  trooping 
season  their  deficiency  will  be  reduced  ; 
to  650  men, 

VOL.  CCXOUL     [luiiio  sutuaO 


ARMY— ARMY  MEDICAL  DEPARTilENT 
—SURGEONS  MAJOR  —  EXAMINA- 
TIONS FOR  PROMOTION. 

8iii  HENRY  FLETCHEE  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Begulations  in  regard  to  the 
examination  of  Surgeons  Major  for 
promotion  to  the  rank  of  Brigade 
Surgeon,  as  laid  down  in  ^Vrmy  Circular, 
dated  Ist  November,  1S84,  Is  there 
any  precedent  for  examining  ofliceTs 
ranking  as  Lieut. -Colonels  of  six  years* 
standing,  and  is  it  proposed  to  extend 
these  examinations  to  the  other  scientific 
branches  of  the  Army,  and  examine 
Lieut.- Colonels  of  Royal  Engineers  and 
Royal  Artillery  before  promotion  to  the 
rank  of  Colonel ;  is  it  the  fact  that 
several  of  the  senior  Surgeons  Major 
are  over  fiftv  years  of  age,  and  is  it  the 
case  that  H.R.H.  the  Field  Marshal 
Commanding  in  Chief,  when  giving 
evidence  before  Lord  Morley^s  Com- 
mittee, expressed  an  opinion  against 
subjecting  such  old  officers  for  examina- 
tion ;  and,  by  whose  recommendation 
were  these  examinations  instituted  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
There  are  several  Surgeons  Major  over 
60  years  of  age,  who,  before  being  pro- 
moted to  the  rank  of  Brigade  Surgeon, 
will  be  required  to  undergo  examina- 
tion. It  is  the  case  that  Hia  Royal 
Highness  the  Field  Marshal  Com- 
manding in  Chief,  iu  his  evidence  before 
Lord  Morley's  Committee^  expressed  an 
opinion  adverse  to  the  examinations  of 
officers  so  advanced  in  life ;  but  after 
full  consideration  of  the  difiicuUy  of 
selecting  officers  for  the  rank  of  Brigade 
Surgeon  the  examinations  were  deter- 
mined on  at  the  suggestion  of  the 
Director  General.  There  is  probably  no 
precedence  for  the  examination  of  offii-ers 
of  similar  rank  in  the  service;  but  then 
there  is  probably  no  case  in  which  the 
grounds  of  selection  for  promotion  are 
so  difficult  to  arrive  at.  There  is  no  in- 
tention to  propose  the  extension  of  the 
system  of  examination  to  the  corre- 
sponding combatant  ranks. 

SOITTH   AERICA-ZULULAND— THE 

NATIVE  RESERVE. 
Sir  WILLIAM  M*ARTHUR  asked 
the  Undwr  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Coloniertj  Wbethtr  there  is  any  founda- 
tion for  the  report  published  in  'Ihfi 
Natal  iFttneas  of  the  27th  September,  to 
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the  effect  that  the  Native  Besor\ro  in 
Zulaland  has  Leen,  or  is  about  to  he, 
jfiven  to  John  Dunn  and  Zibebu ;  and, 
if  not,  whether  Her  Majesty^s  Goveru- 
ment  contemplate  any  other  change  in 
tbeir  relation  to  the  Reserve  ? 

Mr.  E\^ELYN  ASHLEY,  in  reply, 
Baid,  there  was  no  IVmndation  for  there- 
port  in  ijuestion,  and  the  Govornment 
did  not  contemplate  any  other  change  in 
their  relatioa  to  the  Reserve. 

HOUSING  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSES 
—REPORT  OF  THE  COMAJISSIONERS. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
asked  the  Fretjident  of  the  Local  Qovern- 
ment  Board,  When  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  the  Housing  of  the 
Wording  Classes  18  likely  to  be  issued; 
and,  whether  evidence  has  been  taken, 
showing  generally,  and  not  in  exceptional 
cases :  the  nature  of  the  house  accom- 
modation provided  for  the  working 
classes  in  the  agricultural  districts  as 
compared  with  the  towns ;  the  rent 
charged  in  the  agricultural  districts  as 
against  that  charged  in  the  towns;  the 
return  of  interest  in  the  shape  of  rent 
on  the  capital  invested  in  this  class  of 
houses  in  the  towns  as  compared  with 
the  agricultural  districts  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W,  DILKE:  The 
first  Report  of  the  Royal  Coaimissioners 
on  the  Housing  of  the  Working  Classes 
— namely,  that  wliich  relates  to  England 
and  Wales,  is  now  under  consideration  ; 
but  I  am  unable  to  say  when  it  will  be 
issued.  It  is  unusual  for  Royal  Com- 
missioners to  make  public  statements  as 
to  the  nature  of  the  evidence  taken 
before  them  ;  but  I  may  say,  in  general 
terms,  that  the  subjects  mentioned  by 
the  hon,  and  gallant  Member  have  re- 
ceived attention. 

SCOTLAND— APPOINTMENTS    TO    THE 
LOCAL  5IARINE  BOARB,  GREENOCK. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  asked 
Mr.  Solicitor  General,  Whether  the  ap- 
pointment, on  the  ifSrd  February,  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  the  Greenock  Local 
Marine  Board  of  Mr.  George  T*  Swan- 
fltonand  Mr.  H.  A.  Dobson,  emphy^i  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  resident  in 
London,  was  legal  under  Section  110  of 
the  Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1854  ; 
whether  the  nppriintRiont  on  the  ^th  of 
March  last,  by  the  Board  of  Trade  of 
Mr.    Abram     Lyle    and    Mi.    Edward 
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Wilson  (Provost  of  Greenoek  and,  as 
such,  already  a  member  ex  officio)  to 
the  Local  Board  was  competent,  having 
regard  to  the  question  of  the  lapse  of 
the  power  of  appointment  prior  to  their 
nomination ;  whether  the  nomi nation 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  of  a  gentleman  to 
the  Local  Board,  already  an  $x  officio 
member,  was  with  I  a  the  provisions  of 
the  Act ;  and,  il\  in  the  case  of  tho  mis- 
conduct of  an  officer  of  a  vessel  belong- 
ing to  Greenock,  it  is  competent  for  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  direct  the  trial  of 
such  case  (as  recently  took  place)  before 
tlie  Local  Marine  Boai^  of  Glasgow  in- 
stead of  that  of  Greenock  ? 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farrer  Herschellj  :  With  regard  to 
the  first  part  of  the  Question,  I  have  to 
say  that  under  the  Merchant  Shipping 
Act,  in  addition  to  the  elected  members  of 
Local  Marine  Boards,  four  members 
are  to  be  nominated  within  a  month  of 
the  election  by  theBoard  of  Trade »  la 
some  cases  it  has  been  found  difficult 
within  a  month  to  find  suitable  persona 
to  ttike  the  office ;  and  the  practice  has 
prevailed  now  for  a  great  number  of 
years  of  appointing  certain  officials  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  temporarily,  and 
then,  afterwards,  on  their  resignation,  of 
appointing  other  persons,  whose  fitness 
has  been,  in  the  meantime,  ascertained. 
This  is  no  new  practice,  I  confess, 
however,  that,  having  looked  into  the 
matter,  I  question  whether  it  is  within 
the  letter  of  the  law.  I  think  it  is  not ; 
and  althougli  it  was  no  doubt  done  with 
the  best  intentions,  I  think  it  will  pro- 
bably not  be  repeated.  With  regard  to 
the  second  part  of  the  Question,  I  think 
the  appointment  of  those  two  gentle- 
men,  apart  from  the  matter  referred  to 
in  the  third  part  of  the  Question, 
was  a  legal  appointment.  I  think  that, 
whatever  question  there  might  have 
been  as  to  the  fitness  of  the  persons 
originally  appointed,  their  resignation 
caused  a  vacancy  which  was  properly 
filled  up  with  suitable  persons.  With 
regard  to  the  third  part  of  the  Question, 
I  think  it  is  certainly  open  to  question 
whether  the  appointment  was  an  effectual 
one  at  all ;  because  if  eflfectual  it  could 
only  take  efl'ect  at  the  termination  ol 
his  year  of  office,  I  would  rather  not 
pass  a  positive  opinion  on  that  point, 
because  it  is  not  so  clear  as  the  othc^rs. 
As  regards  the  fourth  pnrt  of  the  Ques- 
tion, I  think  tht're  is  a  misapprohension 
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on  the  part  of  tlios©  ^rho  have  sug- 
gested it.  It  h  not  obligatory  on  the 
part  of  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  direct  that  the  trial  should  talce 
place  at  the  port  to  which  the  officer 
belongs  J  but  it  is  in  the  Act  that  it  ia  to 
bo  held  at  the  nearest  and  most  con- 
venient place  for  the  attendance  of  wit- 
neasee.  In  this  particular  case  I  am  not 
aware  tbat  there  was  any  inconvenience  to 
the  witnesses  in  selecting  Glasgow  in- 
stead of  Greenock  ;  but  the  reason  was 
that  owing  to  the  queatioas  which  had 
arisen,  such  as  the  noble  Lord  has  called 
attention  to,  some  members  of  the 
Marine  Board  stated  that  they  would  not 
attend  ;  and,  consequently,  it  was  found 
that  if  the  trial  were  directed  to  be  held 
at  Greenock  the  great  inconvenience 
might  be  felt  of  there  not  being  a 
quorum  when  the  witnesses  were  sum- 
moned to  attend. 

THE  IRISH   LAND    COMMISSION   (SUB- 
COMMISSIO.NERS)— MR.    WALPOLE. 

Mil,  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenaat  of  Ireland, 
Whether  Mr»  Justice  O^Hagan,  when 
replying  to  the  Memorial  for  the  re- 
moval  of  Sub- Commissioner  Walpole 
from  the  Cork  Sub -Commission,  had 
inquired  into  the  specific  chargei  uf 
partiality  set  forth  iu  the  Memorial  when 
ho  wrote  that — 

*'  'Die  Commissioners  do  not  believe  that  any 
vttlid  reason  does  exist  in  the  case  of  any  of 
their  Sub-Cominiaeionerfl ;  '* 

and,  if  so,  what  was  the  nature  of  his 
inquiries? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  •  BANNERMAN  : 
I  thought  it  right  to  communicate  the 
terms  of  this  Uue^^tion  to  the  UfiEloe  of 
the  Land  Commissioners,  I  understand 
that  the  Commissioners  are  at  present  on 
Circuit  in  the  We»t  of  Ireland,  Perhaps 
the  hon.  Member  will  repeat  this  Ques- 
tion a  few  days  latf r  on, 

WESTERN  HIGHLANDS  AND  ISLANDS 
(SCOTLAND) -THE  LAND  AGITATION, 
Mr,  sexton  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Departmeot,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  grave  intelligence 
received  from  the  Western  Isles  of  Scot- 
land, concerning  the  excited  state  of 
feeling  among  the  crofters,  and  the 
occurrence  of  collisions  between  the 
crofters  and  the  police,  the  Government 
have  taken  any  stepa^  or  will  take  any 


steps,  before  permitting  the  employment 
of  Military  force,  to  inform  themselves 
whether  the  existing  state  of  affairs  is 
due  to  any  diflUcultiea  uojustly  thrown 
in  the  way  of  the  crofters  in  their  efforts 
to  secure  by  their  labour  the  means  of 
subsistence  for  their  familios  and  them- 
selves j  whether  the  Government,  before 
sanctioning  a  resort  to  extreme  measures^ 
will  apply  their  good  oflBces  to  endeavour 
to  induce  the  landlords  to  come  to 
friendly  terms  with  their  tenants ;  and^ 
whether  the  Government,  with  a  view 
to  allay  the  excitement  now  prevailing 
in  the  Western  Isles,  will  hold  the  pros- 
pect of  introducing  in  the  coming  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament,  for  the  benefit  of 
poor  tenants  in  the  Highlands,  a  Bill  on 
the  lines  of  the  Irish  Land  Act  of  1*^81, 
or  some  such  measure  of  practical  reme- 
dial legislation  ?  He  also  asked  whe- 
ther the  right  hon,  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  any  information  that  a  deputa- 
tion representing  26,000  men  of  the 
Island  of  Lewis  was  at  Stornoway 
awaiting  for  the  answer  to  that  Ques- 
tion ? 

Sm  WILLIAM  HARCOUET,  in 
reply,  said,  he  had  no  such  information 
as  was  referred  to  in  the  last  part  of  the 
Question ;  but  it  only  showed  the  serious- 
ness of  the  answer  he  had  to  give  on  that 
matter.  He  was  not  aware  that  there 
was  any  further  information  on  the  sub- 
ject than  was  contained  in  the  volumi- 
nous Keport  of  the  Royal  Commission. 
He  had  already  stated  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  under  their  consideration  what 
should  be  done  in  consequence  of  that 
Report ;  but  he  should  act  improperly  if 
he  for  one  moment  countenanced  the 
idea  that  anything  was  to  be  con- 
ceded to  the  violation  of  law  and  order. 
The  first  and  unconditional  duty  of  the 
Government  was  to  see  that  order  was 
maintained,  and  the  law  observed.  It 
was  impossible  at  this  moment  to  set 
forth  what  legislation  the  Government 
might  think  fit  to  propose  ;  and  certainly 
no  such  announcement  could  be  made  as 
a  condition  on  which  tlie  maintenance  of 
order  could  depend. 

Ma.  MACFARLANE  asked  whether, 
after  the  Franchise  Bill  had  been  dis- 
posed of,  legislation  on  this  subject 
would  be  taken  up  ?  He  did  not  ask 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gontlomanto 
tell  them  what  legislation  would  be  pro- 
posed J  but  would  there  be  any  legisla- 
tion,   and   when  ?     He   thought  if  thu 
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Government  would  make  a  statement  to 
that  effect  the  agitation  would  sub  Bide 
at  once. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  I  am 
very  glad  to  hear  that  from  the  hon. 
Member  ;  because  I  have  already  stated 
last  Session,  and  I  have  no  objection 
again  to  state,  that  the  Government 
having  appointed  a  Comniifision,  and 
they  haviag  made  an  important  Eeport, 
tbey  will  feel  themselves  hound  to  take 
action  upon  tbat  Eeport. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANBIALS) 
ACT,  1883-THE  DOMINION  OF  CANADA. 

Mr.  AETHUE  AENOLD  asked  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
If  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  Correspondence  with  the 
Canadian  Government  relative  to  the 
operatjon  of  Clause  3  of  the  Contagious 
Diseases  (Animals)  Act  of  last  Session  ? 

Mr.  TEEYELYAN,  in  reply,  said, 
that  there  would  be  no  objection  to  pro- 
duce the  Correspondence  iu  question, 

NATIONAL  DEBT  (CONVERSION  OF 
STOCK)  —  OPERATION   OF  THE   ACT, 

Mr.  salt  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  If  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  a  Statement  exhi- 
biting the  amount  of  Three  per  Cents, 
converted  into  Two  and  three  -  quarter 
per  Cents.  ;  the  amount  converted  into 
Two  and  a- half  per  Cents,  j  the  par- 
ticular Stocks  with  respect  to  which  the 
conversion  has  been  made,  Consols,  Ee- 
duced  Three  per  Cents.,  or  New  Three 
per  Cents.  ;  the  amount  of  Stock,  in 
each  case,  that  belongs  to  private  and 
to  public  funds,  and  the  amount  added 
to  the  capital  amount  of  the  public  debt 
by  the  process  of  conversion ;  the  amouat 
of  interest  saved ;  the  present  capital 
sum  of  Three  and  three-quarter  per 
Cents,  and  of  New  Three  per  Cents. j 
and,  whether  he  proposes  to  take  any 
further  steps  to  accelerate  the  process  of 
conversion  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Chilpebs)  :  In  reply  to  ray 
hoD.  Friend,  I  have  to  say  that  the  final 
account  of  these  conversions  is  not  yet 
made  up  ;  hut  that  as  soon  as  it  is  com- 
plete I  propose  to  lay  on  the  Table  a 
Paper  giving  full  details  of  the  transac- 
tion. As  to  the  second  Question,  Par- 
liament ha^  given  tiie  Treasury  distre- 
tionary  powers  within  certain  limits  for 
two  years;  and  at  this  moment  I  havo 
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no  communication  to  make  on  the  8ub- 
jeot.  If  further  powers  should  become, 
in  my  opinion^  necessary >  Parliament 
will  be  informed, 

FRANCE  A2^D   CHINA— THE 
HOSTILITIES, 

Mr.  M^COAN  asked  the  Under  Socre- 
tary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  recog- 
nise the  existence  of  a  state  of  war 
between  France  and  China ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  our  duties  of  neutrality  will  be 
strictly  observed  towards  both  belliger- 
ents, including  the  closure  of  British 
ports  and  coaling  stations  in  the  Eastern 
Seas  to  their  respective  transports  and 
men-of-war  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAIIBICE :  It 
is  not  in  my  power  to  make,  at  present, 
any  addition  to  my  statement  on  this 
subject  of  the  2Sth  ultimo,  as  the  reply 
to  the  communication,  which  I  informeil 
the  House  bad  been  addressed  to  the 
French  Government,  was  only  received 
yesterday,  and  is  being  considered. 
Meanwhile,  the  provisions  of  the  Foreign 
Enlistment  Act  are  being  strictly  en- 
forced against  both  France  and  China. 

PUBLIC  WORKS   LOANS  ACT,  1879— IN- 
TEREST ON  HARBOrrR  LOANS. 

SjrST  AFFORD  NORTHOOTE  aiked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  directed  to  a 
speech  delivered  at  Stonehaven  on  the 
17th  October,  by  Mr.  B,  W.  Duff,  M.P., 
one  of  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury,  on  the 
subject  of  the  rate  of  interest  charged 
upon  Harbour  Loans^  and  to  his  state- 
ment that  the  rate  of  interest  on  those 
loans  was  raised  one  per  cent,  by  **  The 
Public  Works  Loans  Act,  1679  ;"  whe- 
ther he  eonfirms  tbat  statement;  whether- 
there  is  anything  in  the  Act  of  IS? 9 
which  restrains  the  Public  Works  Loan 
Commissioners  from  advancing  money 
for  Harbour  Loans  at  any  rate  of  in- 
terest which  does  not  involve  loss  to  the 
Exchequer;  whether  advances  are  now 
made  at  a  rate  unnecessarily  high  for 
the  security  of  the  Exchequer ;  whethop 
it  is  not  in  the  power  of  the  Treaaury 
to  make  regulations  whereby  that  rate 
shall  be  reduced ;  and,  whether  he  in- 
tends to  make  such  regulations  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHK- 
QUER  (Mr.  C iuld ees ) :  I  will  first 
answer  the  third  Question  of  the  right 
hon,  Baronet,   and  I   am  afraid  that  I 
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must,  in  doing  so ^  enter  into  flotne  detaiL 
When  the  Bill  of  1879  was  originally 
introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  it 
contained  a  clause  fixing  the  rates  of  in- 
terest OD  harbour  loans,  among  others. 
They  were  to  be  according  to  a  scale 
whicb  reouired  4  J  per  cent  interest  to  be 
paid  on  loans  for  more  than  40  years, 
and  less  rates  for  shorter  terms.  But 
this  clause  met  with  great  oppositiou, 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  omitted  it 
and  took  power  to  the  Treasury  to  fix 
these  rates.  Ho  said,  howeverj  that  lie 
assented  to  this  modification  with  the 
distinct  underBtandiiig— 'I  am  using  the 
words  of  the  Minute  which  he  passed  at 
the  Treasury — that  the  Treasury  would 
discharge  the  responsibility  imposed  upon 
them  by  at  once  adopting  the  rates  which 
the  Bill  originally  contained.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bantfehire  (Mr* 
R,  W.  Dutf)  was  therefore  right  in  say- 
ing that  the  practical  effect  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  8  Act  was  to  raise  the  rate 
of  interest  on  harbour  loans  by  1  per 
cent— the  former  rate  for  long  loans 
under  the  Act  of  lb6l  having  been  3 J 
per  cent — and  this  increased  rate  has 
been  actually  enforced  since  the  passing 
of  the  Act,  But  it  is  a  bo  true  that  by 
the  Act  of  1 879  the  Treasury  have  power 
to  reduce  this  rate  of  interest  ;  and  if 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  been  in  the 
House  on  the  25th  of  July  last  he  would 
have  heard  me  say  that  before  the 
Session  of  1885  the  Treasury  would  take 
into  consideration  and  deal  with  all  the 
rates  of  interest  on  loans  made  by  the 
Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners, 
having  regard  to  two  circumstances — 
one.  the  lower  rate  at  which  the  Govern* 
ment  can  now  borrow  ;  and  the  other,  the 
possibility  of  obtaining  collateral  se- 
curity, such  as  local  or  county  rates. 
We  shall  carry  out  that  promise. 

POST  OFFICE  (pONTR ACTS)— THE  IRISH 
MAIL  SER\^GE, 
Ma.  sexton  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  What  additional  amount  was 
offered  by  the  Government  to  the  Mid- 
land Great  Western  Eailway  Company 
of  Ireland  in  the  course  of  the  recent 
negotiations  for  an  improved  Mail  Ser- 
vice between  Dublin  and  the  West  of 
Ireland,  and  what  improvement  in  the 
Service  was  stipulated  for  by  the  Go- 
vernment ;  also  what  additional  sum  the 
Company  asked  for  a  Mail  Service  of  forty 
miles  an  hour;  and,    whether  he   will 


lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  copy 
of  the  correspondence  between  his  De- 
partment and  the  Midland  Eailway 
Company,  and  of  any  memorials  and 
resolutions  submitted  to  him  with  regard 
to  the  necessity  for  an  improved  Mail 
Service  between  Dublin  and  the  West  of 
Ireland  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE:  I  am  sure 
tlie  House  will  regret  to  learn  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Postmaster  Ge- 
neral h  suifering  from  a  severe  attack  of 
pleurisy,  which  will,  I  fear,  prevent  his 
transacting  business  for  some  little  time. 
He  has  asked  me  to  act  again  as  hia 
deputy,  and  in  that  capacity  I  will 
answer  this  Question,  No  epecific  sum 
was  offered  to  the  Bailway  Company  for 
accelerating  the  exieting  trains,  becouse 
at  the  outJ^et  of  the  negotiations  the 
Eailway  Company  assured  the  Post 
Office  that  it  was  not  practicable  to 
secure  an  acceleration  by  making  the  ex- 
isting trains  start  earlier  and  run  at  a 
faster  speed.  As  my  right  hon.  Friend 
recently  explained,  the  question  whether 
the  circumstances  would  justify  the  run- 
ning of  the  additional  train  is  now  being 
carefully  considered.  He  is  of  opinion 
that  no  useful  end  would  be  served  by 
laying  copies  of  the  Correspondence  and 
Memorials  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers  on  the  Table,  especially  so  as  he 
fully  reeogoizes  how  much  importance  is 
attributed  throughout  the  locality  to  an 
acceleration  of  the  mails* 

CITY  OF  LONDON  LIVERY  COMPANIKS' 
COMMISSION --LETTER  OF  THE 
SECRETARY, 

Sm  STAFFOEDNOETHOOTE  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  ha  will  have  any  ob- 
jection to  lay  upon  the  Table  a  copy  of 
a  letter  written  by  Mr,  H.  B.  Warr, 
Secretary  to  the  City  of  London  Livery 
Companies*  Commission,  by  the  direc- 
tion of  the  Commissioners,  and  addressed 
to  the  editors  of  certain  Liberal  news- 
papers with  a  view  to  "  educate  the  opi- 
nions of  the  Liberal  electors  of  the  Pro- 
vinoes  **  upon  the  recommendations  of 
the  Commissioners  in  their  Report  ? 

Sib  WILLL^M  HAHCOUliT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that  since  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  put  that  Question  on  the 
Paper  he  had  communicated  with  Mr. 
Warr»  Secretary  to  the  Commission,  and 
also  with  its  Chairman.  On  seeing  the 
Secretary,    that  gentleman  frankly  ad- 
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mitted  to  him  that  substantially  what 
was  etated  in  the  Question  was  true ;  but 
he  afso  stated  that  he  bad  no  authoritj 
from  the  Chairn)an  of  the  Ootnmission,  or 
from  anjone  uponit^  to  write  such  a  letter. 
He  had  also  communicated  with  the 
ChttirOQaUj  who  wrote  that  he  never  di- 
rected Mr.  Warr  to  write  letters  to  the 
newspapers,  or  to  call  their  attention  in 
any  way  to  the  subject  of  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners ;  nor  did  he  Itnow 
that  Mx\  Warr  had  done  so;  and  Mr. 
Warr  certainly  had  no  right  to  use  the 
name  of  the  Commission  in  conneation 
with  any  correspondence  of  that  kind. 
He  himself  had  told  Mr,  Warr  that  it 
was  a  most  indiscreet  and  improper  pro- 
ceeding on  the  part  of  the  Secretary  of 
a  Commission,  who  ought  to  be  abso- 
lutely impartial  in  the  matter,  and 
ought  to  obey  their  directions  in  what 
he  wrote  and  did,  Mr,  Warr,  he 
thought,  recognized  that  that  statement 
on  hie  part  was  well-founded.  He 
thought,  therefore,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  see  that  it  was  impos- 
aible  to  lay  any  Papers  on  the  Table, 
He  had  not  seen  the  letter  in  question  ; 
hut  Mr.  Warr  admitted  that  he  wrotw  it 
without  any  authority  from  the  Commis- 
sion or  the  Chairman .  ConsecLuently,  it 
would  not  be  an  ofhuial  document  at  all. 
and  it  was  written  after  the  Commission 
was  Junctm  ofiicio^  and  its  Eeport  had 
been  made,  Mr,  WaiT  could  only  allege 
a  slight  communication  from  one  of  the 
CommiBsioners  at  all  relating  to  commu- 
Dications  with  the  newspapers. 

MEXICO  — RENEWAL  OF  DIPLOMATIC 

RELATIONS  WITH  GREAT  BHITAIN 

^BRITISH  CLAIMS, 

Mr.  salt  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether 
the  preliminary  Agreement  for  the  re- 
newal of  relations  between  Great  Britain 
and  Mexico  has  been  ratified  by  the 
Mexican  Congress;  and,  whether  any 
steps  have  been  taken  for  the  settlement 
of  British  claims  ? 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
The  preliminary  Agreement  for  the  re* 
newal  of  relations  between  Great  Britain 
and  Mexico  has  been  passed  by  the 
Mexican  Senate,  and  the  ratifications 
were  exchanged  at  Mexico  on  the  28th 
ultimo.  Her  Majesty*8  Government  have 
no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  Mexican 
Government  will  now  proceed  with  the 
investigation  into  the  British  claims  pro- 
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vided  for  in  the  Ist  Article  of  the 
Agreement,  a  copy  of  which  has  been 
laid  before  Parliament  in  the  Paper, 
Mexico,  No.  1,  1884. 

SCOTLAND-SEA  AKD  COAST  FISHE- 
RIES— FISHING  GRANTS, 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury,  If  he  will  cause 
to  be  prepared,  and  lay  upon  the  Table^ 
a  Return  of  all  persons  to  whom  the 
Crown  has  at  various  times  granted  an 
exclusive  right  of  angling  in  estuaries 
and  on  the  coast  of  Scotland,  the  Re- 
txirn  to  specify  the  date  of  such  grant, 
the  service  for  which  it  was  granted,  and 
the  revenue*  if  any,  formerly  and  now 
paid  for  such  monop>oly  ? 

Me,  COUBTNEY  :  The  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member  is  not  thoroughly 
understood  in  the  Department.  The 
Crown  originally  owned  all  the  salmon 
tishings  in  Scotland,  whether  in  rivers, 
estuaries,  or  sea  coast;  and,  apart  from 
grants  made  long  since,  what  remains 
is  treated  as  part  of  the  land  revenue, 
and  the  dealings  with  it  are  reported 
year  by  year  in  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  Woods  and  Forests,  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  may  refer ;  but 
these  Reports  do  not  in  any  way  relatei 
as  I  understand  it,  to  rod  fishing,  to 
which  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
appears  to  refer. 

Mn.  MACFARLANE :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  that  grants  were  given  a 
long  time  ago,  and  all  that  remains  id 
now  vested  in  the  Crown,  What  I  want 
to  know  is  the  equivalents  that  were 
given  for  these  grants,  for  if  the  grants 
are  not  in  existence,  the  tenants  have 
no  right  to  the  fishings. 

Mr,  COURTNEY  :  I  said  they  were 
grants  of  general  rights  of  fishingp  and 
the  rights  of  fishing  are  treated  as  part 
of  the  revenues  of  the  Crown  ;  but  there 
are  no  grants  of  angling,  as  1  understand 
it.     That  is  the  point  of  the  Question, 

Mr.  MACFARLANE :  The  grants  I 
refer  to  are  exclusive  grants.  I  wish  to 
ask  if  there  are  any  exclusive  grants  of 
fishing  by  reason  of  which  certain  per- 
sons exclude  the  public  from  these 
w^aters  ^ 

Mr.  COURTNEY:  Certainly;  there 
are  exclusive  grants  of  fishing ;  but  I 
pointed  out  to  the  hon.  Member  that 
that  is  not  the  Question  on  the  Paper. 
It  refers  to  exclusive  grants  of  angling. 
With  respect  to  the  fishing,  as  I  said 
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before,  there  were  ancient  granta  made 
long  since  for  considerations  with  which 
we  are  now  very  1  i  ttl e  acqu ai n ted ,  The 
rest  of  the  fishing  is  treated  as  part  of 
the  land  revenue.  Large  part  of  it  is  let 
on  10  years'  leases  to  persona  who  choose 
to  rent  it  from  the  Crown ;  but  a  good 
deal  has  recently  been  sold  to  landowners 
— fishings  #jf  adnrm — that  being  the 
best  means,  we  think,  both  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  C?rown  and  of  the  public, 
of  treating  that  revenue  ;  and  in 
these  eases  the  owners  have,  by  grant, 
the  right  to  the  exclusive  fishing  off 
their  lands.  All  these  sales  are  reported 
from  year  to  year  in  the  Report  of  the 
CommiBsIoners  of  Woods  and  Forests. 
It  would  take  a  very  long  time  to  make 
out  a  complete  list  of  the  grants  sold  for 
Scotland. 

CITY    OF    LONDON    LIVERY    COM- 
PANIES' OOMIillSSION. 

Mb.  W,  H  .  JAMES  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther the  Government  contemplate  any 
legislation  to  give  effect  to  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  City  Liveries  Com- 
panies Commission  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET :  My 
answer  to  that  is  that  this  matter  is 
under  consideration,  I  cannot  say  more 
at  present. 

NAVY  ^ACCUtJNT  ANTS     AND      ENGI- 
NEERS—REPORT   OF    THE    DEPART- 
^lENTAL  COMMITTEE. 
8m  H.    DBUMMOKI)    WOLFF 
asked  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  the  Report  of  the  Committee, 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  existing 
rules  for  counting  junior  time   in   the 
Acoounfcant  and  Engineering  Branches 
of  the  Royal  Navy,  will  be  considered 
in  time  to  enable  any  recommendations 
that  may  be  adopted  by  Her  Majesty's 
Cfovernment  to  take  effect  in  the  forth- 
coming 6nancial  year? 

HiR  THOMAS  BRASSEY:  The  Ee- 
port  of  the  Committee  will  be  submitted 
shortly,  and  the  recommendations  will 
be  carefully  considered  before  the  com- 
mencement of  the  forthcoming  financial 
year. 

POOR      LAW       (IRELAND)  -  BELFAST 
WORKHOUSE-IRREGULARITIES    OF 
THE  MASTER, 
Ma.WILLIAM  REDMOND  asked  the 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 


Ireland,  If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  Thg  Northern  IVht^  newspaper  report 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  Belfast  Board 
of  Guardians  of  the  previous  day,  in 
which  it  is  alleged  by  Mr.  Jackson ^  a 
large  ratepayer  in  the  Union,  that  an 
irregular,  if  not  fraudulent,  system  of 
book-keeping  has  prevailed  in  the  Bel- 
fast Workhouse  for  a  long  time  past; 
if  it  be  true  that  the  master  of  this  work* 
house  effected  sales  of  farm  produce >  and 
otlier  workhouse  property,  for  one  whole 
year  and  more,  and  made  no  entry,  nor 
kept  any  record,  of  said  sales  in  the  books 
set  apart  by  the  Local  Government  Board 
for  that  purpose ;  if  it  be  true  that  he 
has  disregarded  a  resolution  of  the  Board 
of  Guardians  requiring  him  to  keep  an 
inventory  of  the  furniture  and  movable 
effects  of  the  workhouse ;  if  it  be  correct 
that  forty  paupers  more  were  on  the 
books  of  the  workhouse,  on  the  29th 
September  1884,  than  were  in  the  house  ; 
is  it  a  fact  that  the  present  numbers  in 
the  house  do  not  agree  with  those  on  the 
books ;  is  it  true  that  Major  Stoddart, 
Government  Auditor,  and  Inspector 
Hamilton .  promised  to  conceal  the 
master's  misconduct,  and  did  keep  it 
concealed  from  the  public,  until  Mr. 
Jackson's  letter  disclosed  their  conduct ; 
have  the  Local  Government  Board  con- 
doned these  offences;  and»  will  an  in- 
quiry on  oath  be  instituted  into  the 
whole  question,  or  what  steps  will  be 
taken? 

Me.  CAMPBELL -BANNERM AN: 
This  Question  having  only  appeared  on 
the  Notice  Paper  yesterday^  there  baa 
not  been  time  for  the  receipt  of  tbe  ne- 
cessary Report,  which  could  only  be 
made  after  detailed  inquiry  in  Belfast. 
Perhaps  the  hon.  Member  will  be  good 
enough  to  repeat  the  Question  on  Mon- 
day. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND) 
—THE  ARRAN  ISLANDS, 
Ma.  O'BRIEN  (for Mr.  Hkaxy)  asked 
Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Has 
his  attention  been  called  to  complaints 
that  the  agent  in  the  Arran  Islands  for 
many  years  has  made  tbe  tenants  under 
£4  valuation  pay  rates  contrary  to  I^aw 
under  threat  of  eviction,  make  roads 
without  wages,  and  support  a  Protestant 
minister  who,  along  with  his  congrega- 
tion, had  been  imported  by  him  into  the 
island,  and  for  who.ne  benedt  two  tenants 
were  evicted  ;  if  he  would  inquire  if  the 
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tenants  collected  seaweed  and  made  kelp 
from  it  without  any  charge  for  doing  so 
for  many  year^,  but  were  first  charged 
a  royalty  on  this  kelp  when  the  agent 
became  a  director  and  shareholder  of  a 
kelp  manufacturing  company ;  has  the 
Land  Court  oi  Appeal  at  Gal  way  ad- 
journed, at  great  inconvenience  to  the 
tenants,  the  decision  of  their  cases  at 
the  request  of  the  agent,  in  order  to  con- 
eider  a  demand  he  makes  for  royalty  on 
seaweed  for  kelp,  although  there  ie  no 
question  about  the  abstract  right  of 
the  tenants  freely  to  collect  seaweed 
for  manure  or  otherwise;  and,  did  the 
Court  allow  only  £3  as  expeneea  to 
seventy- eight  tenants  for  the  delay  and 
the  hazard  of  their  lives  in  coming 
across  the  sea  to  Gal  way  ;  and,  will  ar- 
rangements be  made  to  have  the  points 
complained  of  speedily  investigated  ? 

The  SOLIOITOE  GENEEAL  for 
IBELANI)  (Mr,  Walker)  :  My  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  complainte  of 
the  tenants  of  Arran  Island  and  counter* 
etatements  of  the  landlord's  agent.  The 
tenants  valued  under  £4  have,  I  am  in- 
formed, paid  poor  rate  up  to  last  year ; 
but  this  was  not  done  under  threat  of 
eviction.  The  agent  states  he  took  on 
himself  and  paid  all  rates  at  the  tenants^ 
request,  and  charged  them  one  rate 
equal  to  the  county  cess  alone.  I  am 
informed  that  the  tenants,  up  to  a  few 
years  ago,  did  make  roads  without 
wages,  and  were  threatened  with  evic- 
tion if  they  refused.  The  agent  states 
they  were  bound  by  the  terms  of  their 
tenancies  to  provide  labour  for  the  pur- 
pose. The  Protestant  clergyman  is  paid 
exclusively  by  the  Sea  Coast  Mission 
Society.  No  Protestants  have  been  im- 
ported into  the  Island,  The  clergyman 
has  resided  in  the  present  house  for  30 
years.  One  tenant  was  evicted  in  1877 
for  non-payment  of  rent.  The  farm  was 
given  to  the  clergyman,  who  held  it 
only  for  a  short  time.  It  is  now  on  the 
agent's  hands  The  tenants  were  not 
charged  for  kelp  until  recently.  I  be- 
lieve  it  is  a  fact  that  a  royalty  was  first 
charged  at  a  time  when  the  agent  was 
Director  and  shareholder  of  a  Kelp  Ma- 
nufacturing Company.  The  Company 
has  since  failed*  I  am  informed  that 
the  Sub 'Commissi  oners  only  adjourned 
the  cases  till  the  claims  to  take  seaweed, 
which  was  disputed  before  them,  were 
settled.  I  have  no  information  as  to 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  Sub- 
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Commissioners,  in  the  exercise  of  their 
diaoretion,  measured  this  sum  for  ex- 
penses, 

THE  WESTERN  HIGHIANDS  OF  SCOT- 
LAND (LEWIS)— MR.  liOSS, 

Mr.  MA.OPAELANE  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate,  If  the  Mr.  Ivoss,  who  was 
recently  deputed  to  investigate  some 
alleged  disturbances  at  Uig  in  Lewis,  in 
his  capacity  of  Procurator  Fiscal,  is  the 
same  Mr.  Ross  who  is  the  Law  Agent  of 
the  proprietor  f 

The  lord  ADYOOATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfouk):  The  position  of  Mr.  Eoss 
has  already  been  explained  to  the  House 
on,  I  think,  not  fewer  than  four  or  Rve 
occasions  during  the  present  year.  He 
is  the  Procurator  Fiscal,  and  he  is  also 
a  member  of  a  firm  who  do  any  local 
law  business  which  may  be  required  by 
theproprietrixof  the  Island.  That  lady ^8 
principal  law  agents  are  in  Edinburgh, 
Mr.  Ross's  firm  are  not  factors  or  ma- 
nagers of  the  estate, 

PUBLIC  MEETINGS  (IRELAND)— THE 
RIOT  AT  PORTADOWK. 
Mh.  T.  a.  DICKSON  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  the  Guvernment  will  direct  an 
inquiry  into  the  police  arrangements  in 
connection  with  the  recent  riots  in  Port- 
ado  wn  ;  and,  if  explanations  have  beea 
demanded  from  the  Resident  Magistrate, 
Captain  Whelan,  and  District  Inspeetor 
Smith,  as  to  the  absence  from  duty  upon 
the  night  of  the  riot,  and  to  whom,  in 
their  absence,  the  direction  of  the  police 
force  was  enti^usted  ? 

Ma.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  r 
I  can  assure  my  hon.  Friend  that  the 
Bubject  ia  engaging  the  most  careful  at- 
tention of  the  Government,  and  espe- 
cially the  matter  in  the  second  para- 
graph of  the  Question.  As  soon  as  pos- 
sible the  result  of  the  inquiry  will  be 
made  known. 

FliEEMASONRY  (I R EL AKB)— OPENING 
OF  A  NEW  LODGE  AT  BANTRY. 
Mr,  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  fact  that,  on  the 
1 6th  ultimo,  a  new  Masonic  Lodge  was 
opened  in  Bantry.  county  Cork,  at  which 
the  leading  *'  brethren  "  were  Mr.  E.  B. 
Warburton,  Resident  Magistrate,  Mr. 
W.  H.  Fizelle,  District  Inspector  Royal 
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Irish  Ooneta}>ulary,  Bantry,  and  Mr. 
J,  S.  Hume,  Diatrict  Inspector  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary,  Skibbereen ;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  sentiments  of 
the  Catholic  inbabitanta  of  the  neigh- 
bourhood, he  will  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  modifying  the  polico  arrange- 
ments of  the  district  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BAKNEEM AN: 
Beyond  what  is  indicated  by  reports 
published  in  the  local  Press,  the  Govern- 
ment has  no  knowledge  of  the  circum- 
stances referred  to  as  to  the  alleged  es- 
tablishment of  a  Masonic  Lodge.  With 
regard  to  the  suggested  modification  of 
the  police  arrangements  of  the  Bantry 
district,  the  Inspector  General  informs 
me  tbat,  if  any  representation  is  made 
to  him  on  the  subject,  he  will  be  pre- 
pared to  consider  whether  any  necessity 
for  such  modification  exists. 

Ma.  SEXTON  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  whether  there  were  any 
iJicjuiries  made  by  the  Government  of 
any  of  the  gentlemen  present  at  the 
opening  of  the  Lodge  ? 

Mb,  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN  : 
No,  Sir ;  we  have  not  icquired  into 
what  appears  to  be  a  private  matter  en- 
tirely. 

Mk,  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  :  Is  it 
not  a  matter  of  some  concern  that  the 
whole  administration  of  the  Police  Force 
should  be  in  the  hands  of  Freemasons  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN  : 
I  understand  that  in  Ireland,  as  in  Eng- 
land, it  has  never  yet  been  considered 
that  being  a  Mason  precludes  in  any  way 
individuals  from  the  diseharge  of  offiL'ial 
duties. 

PRE\^NTroir  OF  CRIME  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1S82  (WARRANTS)  —  EXTRA 
POLICE  ATTIMAHOE,  QUEEN'S  CO. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
four  additional  police  have  been  put 
upon  the  district  of  Timahoe,  in  the 
Queen's  County  ;  whether  the  district  in 
question  is  one  of  the  most  peaceful  in 
Ireland ;  what  are  the  representations 
which  have  induced  the  Govc^ramtnt  to 
take  this  step  ;  and,  from  what  respon- 
sible authorities  did  the  representations 
come? 

Mb,  CAMPBELL- BANNEEMAK: 
Four  additional  police  have  been  placed 
in  the  district  on  account  of  the  preva- 
lence of  intimidation  and  **  Boycotting  " 
and  apprehension  of  outrage.  It  was 
b^ause  reports  to  thiB  e^eot  were  made 


to  the  Divisional  Magistrate  and  respon- 
sible  Constabulary   authorities   of   the 
diatrict  that  the  charge  has  been  made. 
Me.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE:  I  would 

I  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
whether  a  single  outrage  of  any  kind 
or  description  has  occurred  for  many 
months  in  the  district  ? 

Ma.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN  : 
I  did  not  say  there  had  been  outrages ; 
I  eaid  it  was  because  there  was  intimi- 
dation and  apprehension  of  outrage. 

I  Mr.  ilETHUE  O^CONNOE  asked, 
whether  the  Government   proposed   to 

,  throw  any  extra  charge  upon  his  con- 

I  stituents  on  account  of  extra  police 
placed  in  Queen's  County  only  upon  the 
surmise  of  the  Eesident  Magistrate  and 
in  the  absence  of  outrage  ? 

Ma.  CAMPBELL  -  B^VNNEEMAN 
replied,  that  if  this  Question  were  any- 
thing more  than  appeared  on  the  Paper, 
he  must  ask  for  Notice  If  the  hon. 
Member  desired  to  know  whether  any 
extra  charge  would  be  placed  on  the 
county,  perhaps  he  would  give  Notice- 
Ma,  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  he 
would  repeat  the  Question  on  Monday. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTJIENT— OVER- 
PRESSURE IN  BOARD  SCHOOLS. 

Miu  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  asked 
the  Yice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
CouBoilj  Whether,  in  view  of  the  state- 
ments contained  in  a  Eeport  made  at  his 
request  by  Dr.  Criohton  Browne,  F.E.S. 
one  of  tbe  Lord  Chancellor's  Visitors  in 
Lunacy,  and  printed  by  order  of  this 
House,  and  of  the  published  opinions  of 
Sir  William  Jenner,  President  of  the 
Eoyal  College  of  Phyaioiana,  that  the 
report,  if  acted  upon,  **will  save  much 
suffering  and  some  lives,'*  he  will  take 
steps  to  procure  the  appointment  of  a 
Commission  of  medical  men  unconnected 
officially  with  the  Education  Depart- 
ment, to  inquire  whether  the  present 
method  of  applying  the  Elementary 
Education  Acts  injuriously  affects  the 
health  of  the  children  and  teachers  ?  He 
would  add  to  what  stood  on  the  Paper 
in  his  name  the  following  Question — 
namely,  Whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  aware  that  the  Metropolitan 
Association  of  School  Board  Teachers, 
rej^resenting  more  than  2,000  masters 
of  board  schools,  had  passed  a  Eesolution 
supporting  the  contention  of  Dr.  Crichton 
Browne  ? 

Ma.  MUNDELLA :  I  may  say  that  I 
haye  abo  recei?ed  many  representationi 
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from  Metropolitan  teachers  to  the  ooti- 
trarjr  elTeet*  I  have  reason  to  believe 
that  the  London  School  Board  will  to- 
day order  au  inquiry  into  the  allega- 
tions in  Dr.  Criditon  Browne^B  He  port, 
and  into  the  whole  question  of  the  al- 
leged over- pressure  of  London  board 
schools.  If  an  efficient  inquiry  is  in- 
Btituted,  and  if,  as  I  hope,  it  ia  assisted 
by  impartial  and  thoroughly  qualified 
medical  experts^  it  would  seem  to  be  un- 
de^rable  and  unnecessary  to  conduct  a 
fiecond  inquiry  at  the  same  time,  and  for 
the  same  objects.  But,  as  I  have  al- 
ready stated  to  the  House,  the  most 
careful  precautious  have  been  taken  in 
the  Code  of  this  year  to  guard  against 
the  evils  complained  of,  The  power  of 
classifying  children,  either  as  infants  or 
children,  subject  to  individual  examina- 
tion, the  provisions  for  the  withdrawal 
and  exemption  of  dull  and  delicate 
children  are  now  universally  applied, 
and  there  is  a  general  sense  of  respon- 
sibility on  the  part  of  school  boards, 
school  managers,  and  Her  Majesty^s  Id- 
spectors  as  to  the  discharge  of  their 
duties  in  these  respects.  In  addition  to 
this,  and^  perhaps^  more  important  than 
anything  I  have  stated,  the  public  dis- 
cussion of  this  question  is  leading  to  the 
establieliment  of  voluntary  associations 
for  supplying  assistance,  in  the  shape  of 
cheap  and,  in  some  instances,  gratuitous 
food  and  clothing,  to  starving  and  neg- 
lected children.  In  London  a  Commit- 
tee of  representative  Managers  are  ac- 
tively engaged  in  investigating  the  re- 
quirements of  the  various  districts  of 
the  Metropolis,  and  by  their  aid  13 
centres  are  in  course  of  establiahraent 
for  supplying  dinners  for  poor  children. 
I  haye  been  able  myself,  through  the 
munificent  generosity  of  some  Members 
of  this  House,  to  offer  considerable 
pecuniary  help  to  this  Committee,  and  I 
anticipate  the  most  useful  results  from 
these  efforts.  Meantime,  I  can  assure 
the  House  that  I  am  watching  carefully 
the  general  administration  of  the  Code 
and  Education  Acts,  and  the  effects  of 
the  recent  relaxations  of  its  provisions. 
I  have  also  inquired  into  every  alleged 
case  of  over-prcRSure  that  has  been 
brought  to  my  notice,  and  I  shall  shortly 
lay  the  result  of  these  inquiries  before 
the  House* 

Mb. STANLEY LEIGHTON:  Ishould 
like  to  ask,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  aware  that  is  own  administra- 

Mr*  Mundella 


tion  and  that  of  the  Xiondon  School  Board 
are  different  matters?  The  London 
Hchool  Board  has  only  authorify  to  in- 
quire into  the  proceedings  of  school 
boards,  and  not  those  of  the  voluntary 
schotds.  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
prepared  to  maintain  that  any  inquiry 
by  the  London  School  Board  would  re- 
lieve him  from  responsibility  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  could  only 
refer  to  the  Report  of  Dr,  Crichton 
Browne  itself,  in  which  he  stated  that  if 
the  provisions  of  the  Code  were  only 
carefully  carried  out  it  would  be  all  that 
was  required.  He  had  also  the  testi- 
mony of  medical  men,  school  board 9| 
and  others,  to  the  effect  that  whore  the 
Code  was  properly  applied,  no  over- pres- 
sure would  arise  from  it.  He  had  also 
received  an  admirable  letter  from  Mr. 
Birley,  of  Manchester,  who  had  had 
great  experience  on  the  subject,  and  who 
stated  distinctly  that  the  Code^  if  pro- 
perly administered,  would  not  produce 
over-pressure. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  —  SCAB- 
BOROtJC4H  ELECTION. 
Mu,  CAINE  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, If  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  following  handbill,  which  was  largely 
distributed  by  Sir  George  Sitwell^s  Com- 
mittee on  Sunday  last  in  Scarborough  : — 

'*  More  Disgrace  for  England. — Torriblo  News 

*'from  Egypt. — Fall  [of  Khartoum. ^-Cap- 

'*  tore  of  General  Gordon  by  the  Mahdi. 

**T)io   following   telej^ram^    which    wa»   re- 

coired  in  Scarborough  this  (Sunday)  night,  will 

be  r«ad  with  8haine  and  Indignation  by  (jreiy 

patriotic  English  man  ;— 

**  *  From  To 

'•  *  Bir  T.  Bateson,  Sir  G©o,  SitweU»  Bart., 

"  *  Strand,  London.  ScArborougb. 

"  *  Gordon's  Capture  by  the  Mabdi  is  coo- 
firmed  hy  information  received  by  Government. 
Seven  thousand  of  hiB  troops  deserted.  Fate 
of  (lordon  unknown. 

*^ '  Hold  the  Goveimment  Teiponaible  for  this 
Indelible  Disgrace ;  ^  *' 

if  ho  is  aware  that  no  printer's  or  pub- 
lisher's name  was  attached  to  it ;  and,  if 
he  will  institute  proceedings  against  the 
person  or  persons  responsible  for  its 
publication,  under  the  eighteenth  section 
of  ''  The  Corrupt  Practices  Act.  1 883  ?  " 
8m  THOMAS  BATESON  :  Before 
the  Attorney  General  answers  the  Ques- 
tion^ and  in  consequence  of  my  name 
having  appeared,  I  venture  to  trespass 
on  the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  a 
few   minutes  in   a  matter   of  perfiODa| 
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explanation.  I  was,  Sir.  informed  by 
what  I  regarded  as  a  reliable  authority 
^ICrien  of  *•  Name !  *'  and  ''  Order  !  "] 
If  hoo.  Gentlemen  will  allowr  me  to 
conclude,  then  I  will  answer  any  ques- 
tion they  put  to  me.  I  was  informed 
late  on  Sunday  afternoon  that  the  ru- 
mours of  the  few  previous  days  with  re- 
ference to  the  capture  of  General  Gor- 
don by  the  Mahdi  had  been  con  firmer!  ^ 
and  that  intelligence— I  did  not  my  ofH- 
cial' — had  been  received  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  that  effect.  7%e  Ohisrvtr  news- 
paper, at  a  later  period  of  the  evening, 
felt  this  intelligence  to  be  of  so  mueh 
impoitance  that  the  proprietors  of  that 
journal  actually  printed  and  published  a 
special  edition,  giving  most  minute  and 
circumstantial  details  with  reference  to 
this  supposed  disaster ;  and  I  am  quite 
sure  the  noble  Lord  the  Patronage  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  (Lord  Richard 
Grosvenor)  will  not  deny  that  ITie  Ob- 
smxBT  newapapor  is  one  of  those  general 
supporters  of  the  Government  which  re- 
ceive favours  from  him. 

Me.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Bai'onet  is  entitled  to  give  a  per- 
sonal explanation,  but  he  is  not  war- 
ranted in  travelling  outside  that  limit. 

Sib  THOMAS  BATESON:  I  will 
speak  of  myself,  I  fully  believed  this 
information  to  be  true  on  the  Sunday 
evening,  and  half  London  also  be- 
lieved it  to  ho  true.  The  Timei  news- 
paper evidently  believed  it  the  neit 
mornings  for  it  published  an  article  upon 
it.  On  the  faith  of  the  information  I 
received,  I  did  telegraph  to  Sir  George 
Bitwell  a  message  somewhat  in  the  terms 
quoted  by  the  hon.  Member,  which  are 
Bubstantiall}^  correct.  I  think  I  said 
**8,000;*  and  not  **  7,000.**  I  can  only 
add  that  nobody  will  rejoice  more  than  I 
shall  if  this  information  is  totally  do- 
void  of  foundation.  I  only  hope  that 
the  Expedition  which  proved  too  late  to 
save  the  life  of  the  gallant  Colonel 
Stewart,  has  not  been  too  late  to  rescue 
his  heroic  Chief.     [**  Order  !  '*] 

The  ATTORNEY  GENEKAL  (Sir 
Hekey  jAXfEs) :  I  have  received  a  copy 
of  this  document,  and  it  certainly  bears 
no  printer's  or  publisher's  name  ;  but  as 
the  fact  of  that  pubHcation  may  be  made 
the  subject  of  proceedings  for  the  re- 
covery of  a  penalty,  I  shall  not  express 
any  positive  opinion  as  to  whether  an 
offence  has  been  committed  or  not.  But 
I  understand  that  the  pith  of  my  hon^ 


Friend's  Question  is  whether,  as  repre- 
senting the  Crown,  I  should  institute 
proceedings  against  the  publisher  and 
printer  for  having  committed  this  alleged 
offence  if  his  name  were  furnished  to 
me  ?  Well,  apart  from  the  consideration 
that  the  power  of  procedure  is  in  the 
hands  of  any  person^ — and  certainly  in 
relation  to  questions  arising  out  of  poli- 
tical and  electoral  contests  it  is  not  ad- 
vit^nble  for  the  Government  unnecessa^ 
rilj  to  take  part  in  proceediugi^ — I  can 
only  in  this  case  apply  the  rule  that  I 
have  vi?ry  frequently  to  apply  to  the 
m*>re  general  law  where  the  printer's 
and  publisher's  name  is  not  afiBxed  to 
any  placard,  apart  from  political  con- 
siderations. The  principle  that  I  apply 
is  to  consider  what  wcis  the  object  of  the 
suppresBion  of  the  name,  and  what  is  the 
efl'ect  that  has  been  produced  by  the 
name  not  being  published.  Well,  as  to 
the  suppression  of  the  publisher's  name 
here,  I,  of  course,  will  receive  any  infor- 
mation my  hon.  Friend  ia  good  enough  to 
communicate  to  me  on  the  subject ;  but, 
looking  into  the  document,  I  cannot  sup- 
pose there  was  any  intention  in  the 
suppression  of  the  name,  because  I  feel 
even  now,  after  the  explanation  of  the 
hon.  Baronet,  although  we  may  feel 
some  curiosity  to  discover  the  source  of 
the  information  which  caused  him  to 
say  that  the  Government  had  received 
information  of  the  capture  of  General 
Gordon,  I  think  those  who  received 
this  intelligence  from  a  Gentleman  in 
his  position  would  not  have  any  reason 
to  doubt  the  truth  of  the  statement  as  it 
was  communicated  to  them.  As  to  th© 
result  which  was  producod  by  the  pub- 
lication, I  do  not  believe  my  hon.  Friend 
the  i [ember  for  Scarborough  (Mr,  Caine) 
will  feel  that  the  result  has  been  a  very 
disastrous  one.  The  more  immediate 
result  of  the  publication  has  been  in- 
conveniencej  because  it  caused  the  hon. 
^lomber  to  spend  the  greater  part  of  the 
'^polling"  day  in  a  waggonette,  ex* 
plaining  to  the  electors  that  the  infor- 
mation was  entirely  unfounded ;  and  I 
believed  that  he  announced  to  their 
great  satisfaction  that  General  Gordon 
not  only  was,  but  for  a  number  of  years 
would  be,  in  a  state  of  perfect  security 
at  Khartoum,     [**  Order !  "] 

Mr.  SPEAKEK:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  now  travelling 
beyond  the  limits  of  an  answer  to  the 
auestion.     [  Cries  of  * » Name  !  "] 


1 1 11         Belgium—  Antwerp         [COMMONS  1       M&rnatmiaJ  ExhihUim.      1112 


Mb.  LABOUOHERE  :  As  the  hon. 
Baronet  has  intimated  his  readiness  to 
answer  any  Question  that  may  be  put 
to  him,  I  should  like  to  ask  him  whe- 
ther he  will  give  the  House  the  source 
of  his  information  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  must  appeal  to 
the  House  not  t^  allow  the  matter  to  go 
further.  The  course  taken  Ly  the  hun. 
Baronet  was  not  taken  in  his  capacity 
of  a  Member  of  this  House,  nor  had  it 
any  relation  to  any  of  the  proceedings 
of  this  House, 

NAVY— BREECH-LOADING  GUNS. 

LoED  EUSTACE  CECIL  asked  the 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  If  he  could 
state  how  many  IS  and  J  3-ton  gune  of 
the  new  pattern  breechloader  have  been 
applied  for  by  the  Admiralty  to  re -arm 
the  Navy ;  and,  how  many  such  guns 
have  been  already  delivered  by  the  War 
Office,  or  by  contract  ? 

8iR  THOMAS  BRASSEY:  Twenty- 
two  18-ton  guns  have  been  taken  in  the 
Estimates,  Three  have  been  delivered 
to  the  Navy  for  experimental  purposes. 
Fifteen  are  ready  at  Woolwich,  except 
that  the  sighting  is  not  complete,  pend- 
ing a  decision  as  to  the  brand  of  powder 
to  be  used.  The  remaining  four  are  in- 
complete, but  will  be  ready  in  time  for 
the  Imperiemfi,  for  which  ship  they  are 
intended.  Of  the  4 3- ton  guns,  15  were 
taken  in  the  Estimates.  Ten  have  been 
actually  delivered.  Four  are  being  pro- 
ceeded with  for  the  VolUngwood^  and 
will  be  ready  in  time.  The  remaining 
gun  ie  a  spare  gun,  and  is  well  ad- 
vanced. 

NAVr-H.M,a  "AGAMEMNON" 
AND  **AJAX." 

SiK  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  If  the  distance 
between  the  two  screw  shafts  of  the 
Agamemnon  and  Ajajf^  respectively,  h 
18  feet  from  centre  to  centre;  if  the 
screws  are  I  7  feet  4  inches  in  diameter  ; 
if  this  leaves  eight  inches  of  space  be- 
tween the  rudder  and  the  twin  screws 
on  either  side;  whether  this  defect  in 
construction  fullj^  accounts  for  tho  po  wer- 
lessness  of  the  rudder  at  rates  gf  speed 
exceeding  nine  knots  ;  and,  whether  any 
enlargement  of  the  rudder  ie  likely  to 
remedy  this  evil  ? 

8iH  TKOMiVS  BEASSEY :  The  dia- 
tance  between  the  two  screw  shafts  of 
the  two  Tesoels  is  28  feet.    The  diameter 


of  the  Fcrewp  is  17  feet.  These  correc- 
tions will  show  that  the  remaining  Ques- 
tions are  based  on  a  misconception  of 
the  facts. 

ALKALI  WORKS  REGULATION  ACT, 
1881 -DEATHS  AT  RUNCORN. 

Mb.  WAEBUETON  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
tho  death  of  two  children  from  suffoca- 
tion  by  chlorine  gas  at  the  Soap  and 
Alkali  Works  near  Runcorn ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  noxious  vapours,  de* 
struttive  to  vegetation  and  life,  are  con-' 
stantly  allowed  to  escape  from  thea 
works;  and,  whether  he  will  take  steps 
to  compul  the  owners  of  these  works  to 
adopt  measures  for  the  prevention  of 
this  danger  in  the  neighbourhood  in 
future  ? 

Mb,  GEOEGE  RUSSELL  :  We  have. 
made  inquiry  respecting  the  deaths 
the  two  children  referred  to  by  the  hon^ 
Gentleman,  and  have  to-day  received  i 
copy  of  the  depositions  made  at  the  in* 
quest  and  of  the  verdict  of  the  jury.  I  reJ 
grot  to  say  that  it  is  true  that  the  deal'  ' 
of  two  children  were  caused  by  an  emia-1 
sion  of  chlorine  gas  from  tho  bleachingfl 
powder  plant  of  the  Runcorn  Soap  and  J 
Alkali  Company's  works  at  Runcor 
This  emission,  the  jury  state  in  tUeii 
verdict — 

'*  Was  due  to  an  error  of  judgment,  and 
misadventure  on  the  part  of  the  man  in  okarge 
ia  opening  the  door  of  a  chamber  at  the  workf." 

The  Reports  received  from  the  Inspector 
under  the  Alkali,   &c.  Works  Regula- 
tion Act,  1881,  as  to  the  works  in  quea 
tion  have  been  satisfactory.  So  far  troi] 
the  Board  being  aware  that  noxious  va- 
pours destructive  to  vegetation  and  life  ^ 
are  constantly  allowed  to  escape  froB 
these  works,  they  believe  from  the  Ro-T 
port  of  their  Chief  Inspector  under  the 
Act  that  the  escape  of  gas  on  the  occa- 
sion referred  to   was  altogether  excep- 
tional,   and  that  the  rule   is  that  the 
requirements  of  the  Act  are  fulfilled. 
The    depositions   which  have  been  re*j 
oeived  to-day  will  be  considered,  with 
view  to  determining  whether  the  case  is"' 
one  for  a  prosecution  under  the  Act. 

BELGIUM— ANTWERP   INTERNA- 
TIONAL  EXHIBITION. 

Sir  henry  TYLER  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether,  in  view  of   the  im* 
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portanoe  to  British  trade  of  the  forth- 
coming Interaational  Exhibition  at 
An  twerp »  Her  Majesty's  Q^overnment 
will  appoint  a  Commisftioiier  to  aot  in 
concert  with  the  Commission  appointed 
by  the  Belgian  Government,  and  to  givo 
attention  to  British  interests  at  the  Ex- 
hibition ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICfE : 
The  question  of  the  appointment  of  a 
Commissioner  is  at  present  under  the 
consideration  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE— THK  COK- 
SULAR  REPORTS-SWAGES  IN  GER- 
MANY. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  he  has  observed  that  a  Report  by 
Consul  General  Oppenheimer  as  to 
wages  in  machine  factories  in  Ger- 
many, just  poblished  by  the  Foreign 
Office,  is  rendered  almost  valueless  for 
comparison  by  the  total  omission  of  all 
reference  to  the  number  of  hours  in  the 
working  day ;  and,  if  he  will  take  steps 
to  have  this  omission  rootified  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZ MAURICE  r 
Mr.  Oppenheimer  will  be  instructed  to 
forward  a  supplementary  Report  con- 
taining the  information  asked  for  by  the 
hon.  Member, 

WESTERN  HIGHLANDS  AND  ISLANDS 

(800TLAND)— THE  CROFTERS  OF 

SKYE. 

Mr.  FRA8ER-MACKINT0SH  asked 
the  Secretary  of  Statn  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  it  is  true,  as 
announced  in  The  Inverness  CowriVr  news- 
paper of  4th  November,  1884,  that 
armed  policemen,  specially  drilled,  have 
been  sent  to  the  Island  of  Skye,  and  a 
steamer  chartered  to  lie  off  the  Island  ; 
and,  whether  he  will  at  once  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  Copies  of  the 
communication  or  communications  from 
the  local  or  police  authority  to  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  subject,  also  of  the 
reply  or  replies  made,  sanctioning  this 
step  ? 

SiH  WILLIAM  HARCOITRT  :  We 
are  in  communication  with  the  Local 
Authorities  in  the  county  of  Inverness 
as  to  what  measures  are  necessary  in 
order  to  protect  the  police  from  any 
attacks  made  upon  them  in  the  execu- 
tion of  their  duty.  These  communica- 
tions are  not  j%i  complete.     When  thi^^y  « 


are  so»  I  shall  have  no  objection  to  lay 
them  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

PERSONAL  ESTATES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL, 
Mr.  COCHRAN'-PATRICK  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate,  referring  to  what  was 
said  when  the  Personal  Estates  (Scot- 
land) Bill  passed  the  Second  Reading 
last  Session,  If  he  is  in  a  position  to 
make  any  statement  on  the  subject  to 
the  House  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoue)  :  Communications  have  been 
passing,  which  I  hope  may  result  in  a 
satisfactory  basis  for  legislation  being 
arrived  at 

SOUTH  AFRICA— BECHUANALAND— 

THE  MURDER  OF  MR.  BETHELL. 

8m  FREDERICK  MILNKR  asked 
the  Uuder  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies^  If  he  is  aware  that  full  and 
complete  details  of  the  murder  of  Mr. 
Christopher  Belhell  appeared  in  Th$ 
Kimherhy  Independent  of  Uth  August; 
if  he  is  able  to  explain  how  it  hap- 
pened that  these  details  were  not  re- 
ceived at  the  Colonial  Oftice  before  23rd 
October  J  whetheri  on  receipt  of  Com- 
mander Betheirs  letter  of  22nd  August, 
asking  for  the  particulars  of  the  mur- 
der of  his  brother,  the  Colonial  Office 
cabled  to  Sir  Hercules  Robinson^  or  if 
they  only  wrote  by  post ;  whether  the 
Government  have  instructod  Sir  Her- 
cules Robinson  to  cable  back  the  steps 
he  thinks  necessary  to  take  for  tha 
arrest  of  the  murderers  of  Mr.  Bethell, 
and  when  we  may  expect  to  hear  what 
has  been  decided  on  ;  and,  it  he  can 
explain  how  it  was  that  the  letter  from 
Mr.  Assistant  Commissioner  Wright 
(No.  98),  written  to  Mr.  William 
Bethell,  of  Rise,  and  which  was  re- 
ceived at  the  Colonial  Office  on  23rd 
October,  was  not  delivered  to  Mr. 
Bethell  till  29th  October,  the  day  on 
which  the  South  African  Debate  took 
place,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the 
particulars  contained  in  that  letter  must 
necessarily  have  been  of  great  service 
to  those  who  were  introducing  the  case 
of  Mr.  Bethell  ? 

Mr,  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  In  reply 
to  the  first  Question,  I  have  to  say  there 
is  no  mention  in  the  newspaper  referred 
to  of  the  names  of  the  murderers,  or  any 
evidence  to  prove  their  Identity,  two 
points  which  I  have  already  several  times 
said  are  obviously  necessary  elemente  on 
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which  to  base  any  stepa  for  their  puniBh- 
maat.  The  first  and  only  oommuuica- 
tif>n  which  gavo  those  details  was,  as  I 
have  already  said,  Mr.  Wright's  de- 
spatch. In  reply  to  the  third  Question, 
the  Colonial  Office  did  not  cable — ^only 
sent  a  despatch.  In  reply  to  the  fourth 
Question,  we  have  received  a  telegram 
from  Sir  Hercules  Robinson,  who  bad 
conBulted  his  Attorney  Goneral,  and  we 
are  submitting  the  question  to  our  own  ^ 
Law  Officers  to  see  if  we  can  meet  the 
legal  difficulties  which  the  High  Com- 
missioner  brings  before  us.  I  shall  be 
glad  to  show  that  telegram  to  the  hon. 
Member  privately;  hut  I  think  he  will 
understand  that  to  make  it  publio  until 
we  are  able  to  say  what  course  we  have 
decided  on  would  be  very  inconvenient. 
As  to  the  last  Question,  I  find,  on  in- 
quiry at  the  Dopartmeiit,  that  the  expla- 
nation of  the  delay  of  four  days,  one  of 
which  was  a  Sunday,  in  sending  to  Mr. 
William  Bethell  the  letter  referred  to 
13  the  oversight  of  a  clerk  in  the  Depart- 
ment, caused  by  the  pressure  of  getting 
the  Papers  prepared  for  Parliament,  in- 
eluding  this  one,  whtcU  was  the  very 
last  received*  I  must  be  allowed  very 
strongly  to  repudiate  the  insinuation 
contained  in  the  latter  pai't  of  the  Ques- 
tion. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— 
SPECIAL  RESIDENT  MAGISTRATES. 
Mb.  O^BEIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  any  new  arrangements  are  to 
be  made  with  respect  to  the  offices  of 
the  Special  Resident  Magistrates  in  Ire- 
land; and,  if  so,  whether  the  House 
will  be  afforded  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing these  arrangements  before  they 
comn  into  force  ? 

Kit.  CAMPBELL  -  BAJNTNEEMAN : 
No  new  arrangements  regarding  Divi- 
sional Resident  Magistrates  in  Ireland 
are  intended, 

RAILWAYS  (INDIA)— NEW  RAILWAYS. 
Mr.  E.  stanhope  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether  it 
is  a  fact  that  sanction  has  been  given  to 
the  oonstruetion  of  a  Railway  between 
Urn  balls  and  Kalka,  and  of  another  to- 
wards Ootaoamund  ;  and,  whether  it  is 
intended  to  proceed  with  these  two  Rail- 
ways at  a  time  when  the  traffic  returns 
of  Indian  Hallways  are  ehowing  a  oon- 
Biderable  falling  oii,  a  ad  when  the  jKjlicy 
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Reprei^ntation, 

of  the  emigration  of  Government  De- 
partments to  the  hill  stationa  is  being 
reconsidered  ? 

Mh.  J.  K.  CROSS:  The  line  froi 
Umballft  to  Kalka  is  one  of  those  whioli^ 
have  been  surveyed  ;  but  no  intimation 
of  sanction  to  its  construction  has  reached 
the  India  Office*  The  line  towards  Oota- 
camund  is  not  one  which  Oovernmont 
has  contemplated  constructing.  Pro* 
moters  of  a  Company  for  making  such  a 
line  have  been  in  negotiation  with  the 
Government  of  Madras  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  }  but  no  terms  have  yet 
been  arrived  at. 

EDUCATION,  SCIENCE,  AND  ART  DE- 
PARTMENT (^IDMINISTRATION). 

ViscoTOT  LYKINGTON  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  If  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  give 
effect  at  an  early  date  to  the  recommen- 
dations embodied  in  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  Education,  Seience, 
and  Art  Administration  ? 

Mh.  GLADSTONE:  We  propose  on 
an  early  day — I  cannot  name  the  day 
exactly — to  adopt  measures  founded  upon 
the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee. 

INDIA-SUPPER  BURMAH. 

MajorGeneral  ALEXANDER  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
atrocities  recently  committed  in  Upper 
Burmah  ;  aod^  whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty Vs  Government  to 
take  any  action  in  the  matter? 

Mk.  J.  K.  CROSS:  Perhaps  I  may 
answer  this  Question,    The  Secretary  of 
State  has  seen  with  regret  the  report  iaj 
the  newspapers  of  the  horrible  atrocities 
said  to  have  been  perpetrated  at  Mac 
dalayj    but  he  is  not   aware   that   th€ 
Government  of  India  contemplate  inter 
ference  in  the  internal  atfairs  of  Burmal 
which  is  an  independent  State. 

PARLIAMENTARY  REPRESENTATION 
— BORUUGII  UF  SLIGO. 
Mr.  sexton  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  If  he  has  received  a 
Copy  of  the  following  Resol a tion, unani- 
mously adopted  at  the  last  meeting  of 
the  Sligo  Board  of  Guardians  : — 

**Tbat  this  Board  urge  on  the  G  it  J 

the  necessity  and  justieo  of  reiurnii  .i 

its  representatioQ  in  tho  Imperial  1  t, 

of  which  it  was  deprived  tnimy  ye^s  I 

Ihftt  we  respectfully   reiiuett  the  0-  :          aj 
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to  take  tho  matter  into  consideration  in  any 
•oheTne  of  Rodisfcribution  which  they  may  in» 
troduca  thia  HeAsion  of  Parliamonti  particularly 
to  aa  the  popalation^  the  tradOf  and  general 
importaDce  of  8Ugo  has  vastly  increased  since 
the  Borough  was  diafranchiaod,  Sligo  boing 
now  the  moat  important  town  in  th«  West  of 
Ireland ; '' 

whether  he  is  aware  that  a  Resolution, 
identical  in  import,  has  been  adopted  by 
the  Corporation  of  SHgfo  ;  and,  whether, 
in  view  of  the  lai>s6  of  time,  nearly 
twenty  jeara,  since  the  disfranchisement 
of  Sligo,  the  growth  of  a  new  consti- 
tuency there,  the  increasing  population 
and  importance  of  the  town,  and  the 
almost  total  lack  of  urban  representa- 
tion in  the  prorince  of  Gonnaught,  be 
will  include  in  his  forthcoming  Redis- 
tribution Bill  a  proposal  to  re-enfran- 
chiae  the  Borough  of  Sligo  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  do  not  com- 
plain of  the  hon.  Member,  or  challenge 
the  propriety  of  his  asking  this  Ques- 
tion ;  but  I  think  he  will  see  that  I  can- 
not say  more  than  that  the  case  of  Sligo 
shall  be  fairly  considered.  If  I  did  say 
more,  it  is  quite  obvious  it  would  be 
regarded  by  every  community  ia  the 
country  as  premature. 

EOTPT  (EXPEDITIONAUY  FORCE  UP 
TIIE  NILE)  —  INSTRUCTIONS  TO 
GENERAL  L(.)RD  WOLSELEY. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  If,  before  a  further 
Vote  of  Credit  is  asked  for  in  connection 
with  the  operations  in  the  Soudan,  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Copy  of  the 
instructions  sent  to  Lord  Wolseley,  de- 
fining the  relative  position  between  him- 
self and  General  Gordon,  in  the  event 
of  the  relief  of  the  latter? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  In  replying  to 
this  Question  I  must  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  an  answer  given  by  my 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  who  stated  that  he  did  not  con- 
sider it  desirable  that  the  instructions 
to  Lord  Wolseley  should  be  made  pub- 
lic until  he  was  in  a  position  to  act  upon 
them.  We  still  adhere  to  that — that  it 
is  not  desirable  to  publish  those  instruc- 
tions, 

Mb.  ONSLOW  asked  what  was  to 
prevent  the  publishing  of  instructions 
as  to  whether  Lord  Wolseley  was  to 
supersede  General  Gordon  when  they 
met? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  i  It  is  not  in  my 
power  to  indicate  whether  Lord  Wolsr- 


ley  will  think  proper  to  act  on  these  in- 
structions. If  we  find  it  to  the  public 
convenience  we  shall  be  ready  to  publish 
the  instructions, 

E(4YPT  (FINANCE,  &c.)— THE  EARL  OP 
NORTHBROOK'8  REPORT* 

Mb.  BOUEKE  asked  the  First  Lord 

of  the  Treasury,  When  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  be  prepared  to  state 
what  they  propose  to  recommend  to  the 
Khedive  in  pursuance  of  the  inquiry 
and  advice  of  Lord  Northbrook  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  My  noble  Friend, 
by  great  activity  and  exertion,  has  com- 
pleted a  most  onerous  and  laborious  in- 
quiry in  a  very  short  time  ;  but  Her  Ma- 
jesty ^s  Government  have  not  ji^t  been 
put  in  possession  of  his  Report.  My 
Ooileagues  have  only  to-day  received 
the  first  preliminary  intimation  of  any 
recommendation  that  he  is  to  make; 
and,  therefore,  all  I  can  say  h  what  I 
have  stated  before — that  we  shall  lose 
no  time,  as  soon  as  we  have  had  an  op- 
portunity of  considering  the  recommen- 
dation, in  announcing  to  the  House  oup 
decision. 

EGYPT  CIHE  EXPEDITION  UP  THE 
NILE)— THE  VOTE  OF   CREDIT. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  When  he  will  be  in  a 
positioQ  to  make  a  statement  to  the 
House  as  to  the  estimated  cost  of  the 
Soudan  Expedition? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  time  for 
making  in  detail  any  statement  in  re- 
lation to  the  Soudan  Expedition  will 
be  when  the  Vote  is  proposed.  Perhaps 
the  hon.  Gentleman  rather  intends  to 
ask  what  course  we  propose  to  take  in 
regard  to  that  proposal ;  and  I  have  to 
say  that  as  soon  as  we  are  clear  of  the 
Franchise  Bill  we  shall  choose  the  earliest 
day  that  is  in  our  power  for  proceeding 
with  it,  consistently  with  giving  full  in- 
formation to  the  House. 

THE     NATIONAL     LIBERAL    CLUB  — 

OPENING    CEREMONY  —  THE    AD- 

DRESS   TO   THE   PRIME  5IINISTER 

—PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Mr.  BROADHtmST  :  I  should  Hka 

to  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  Houae  for 

a  moment,  while  I  make  a  personal  ex- 

?lanation,    affecting  my  official   work- 
'he  noble  liord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock 'Lord  Randolidi  Churchill)  is  ru- 
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ported  to  have  said  last  night  that  I 
hadi  in  connection  with  some  other  per- 
eous»  been  working-  up  an  address  to 
the  Prime  Minister,  I  beg  to  say  that 
there  is  not  the  sh'ghtest  foundation  iov 
any  of  the  statements  so  made,  neither 
as  to  the  connection  of  myself,  nor  as  to 
any  of  the  other  facts  which  the  noble 
Lord  mentioned  in  his  speech  laat  night. 

LIGHTHOUSE  ILLmilNANTS* 
COMMITTEE. 
Mr.  gray  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  an  articlo  in  Th6 
Financifil  N&wi  of  October  17th,  to  the 
effect  that  ''The  Improved  Gas  and  Oil 
Burner's  Company"  is  about  to  be 
voluntarily  wound  up ;  that  the  capital 
of  this  Company  consisted  of  £50,000, 
in  10,000  shares  of  £5  each,  of  which 
£30,000— £25, 000  in  shares,  and  £5,000 
in  cash — was  to  have  been  paid  to  Sir 
James  N.  Douglas  for  certain  patent 
rights  for  improved  burners,  &c- ;  that 
£17^500  in  shares  was  to  have  been 
given  to  Messrs.  Hopcroft  and  Co.  for 
their  services  in  constituting  the  Com- 
pany, and  procuring  the  subscription  of 
the  remaining  1,500  shares;  that  if  un 
these  1,500  shares  £1  10*.  per  share 
only  has  been  paid  up  ;  whether  this  is 
the  same  Sir  James  N.  Douglas  who  is 
Engineer  to  the  Trinity  House ;  whe- 
ther Sir  James  N.  Douglas  has  received 
any  portion  of  the  £6,000  he  wag  to  have 
]>een  paid  in  cash  ;  whether,  at  the  time 
he  was  negotiating  the  sale  of  his  pa- 
tents for  a  very  large  sum  to  the  Com' 
pany  above-named,  it  was  proposed  to 
place  him  on  the  Illuminants  Oommitteo^ 
which  was  to  judge  of  the  respective 
merits  of  his  and  rival  patents  for  the 
improved  illumination  of  lighthouses ; 
whether  this  led  to  the  resignation  of 
Piofessor  Tyndall ;  and,  whether  the 
Board  of  Trade  contemplate  instituting 
any  inquiries  with  regard  to  the  trans- 
actions between  the  eogiaeor  of  the 
Trinity  House  and  the  Improved  Gas 
and  Oil  Humerus  Company  ? 

Mr,  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  have  seen 
the  article  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
alludes,  and  which  refers  to.  among 
others,  the  Eagineer  to  the  Trinity 
House,  who  has  informed  the  Elder 
Brethren  that  he  has  received  in  cash 
£600  out  of  the  £5,000  which  he  was 
to  have  been  paid  ia  cash.  Ho  further 
states  that  the  sum  so  received  is  about 
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one-fourth  of  the  money  expended  by 
him  out  of  his  own  pocket  in  perfecting 
the  invention »  The  two  Parliamentary 
Papers  which  were  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  last  Session  will  show  the 
whole  history  of  the  Illuminants'  Com- 
mittee, and  contain  all  the  information 
in  my  possession  as  to  the  resignation 
of  Professor  TyndalL  Before  the  forma- 
tion of  the  Committee,  the  positions  of 
Sir  James  Douglas — who  had  given  the 
free  use  of  his  patents  to  the  Lighthouse 
Boards— and  of  Mr,  Wigham,  the  well- 
known  gas  engineer,  of  Dublin,  who, 
being  a  manufacturer  and  contractor, 
held  patents  of  which  he  retained  the 
benefit,  were  much  considered.  It  waa 
originally  proposed  that  both  should 
assist  the  Committee,  but  that  neither  ] 
of  them  should  be  a  member  of  the  • 
Committfo.  This  was  found  incon- 
vonient,  and  the  Committee  was  en- 
larged 80  as  to  include,  among  othor 
membert',  both  Sir  James  Douglas  and 
Mr.  Wigham.  The  facts  wiU  b©  found 
fully  stated  in  the  Letter  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  of  the  1 1th  of  May,  1883.  The 
Trinity  House  are  acquainted  with  all 
the  fact3»  and  are  satisfied  of  the  perfect 
integrity  of  their  engineer.  It  is  not, 
therefore,  my  intention  to  institute  Any 
further  inquiry, 

Mr,  GBAY  said,  he  would  take  on 
opportunity  of  calling  attention  to  the 
subject,  and  perhaps  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  could  say  whether  tbe  ad- 
ministration of  the  Trinity  Board  would 
form  portion  of  the  subject  for  inquiry 
by  the  Boyal  Commission  on  Shipping  ? 

Mr,  OHAMBEKLAIN  :  No,  «ir;  it 
will  not. 

CBIMINAL  LAW   (IRELAND)  — THE 
TRIAL   OF  MR.  FITZGERALD, 

Mr.  O'BBIKN  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Solioitor  Oeneral  for  Ireland  a  Question 
as  to  which  I  do  not  think  he  will  re- 
quire Notice*  It  is,  \\Tiether,  at  the 
trial  of  Mr.  Fitzgerald  yesterday,  19 
Catholic  jurors  were  ordered  by  the 
Crown  to  stand  by ;  and,  whether,  at 
the  trial  of  Messrs.  Cornwall  and  Kirwan 
the  other  day  in  Jiuhlin,  no  juror  waa 
ordered  to  stand  by ;  and,  whether  ho 
can  offer  any  explanation  of  the  differ- 
ence in  the  mode  of  procedure  ? 

The  SULICXTOR  GENEBAL  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  :  I  am  in- 
formed that  19  persons  were  challenged 
by  the  prisoner,  and   18  were  ordered  to 
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fltand  back  by  tlie  Crown,  andfbat  thore 
were  three  Roman  Oatholica  on  the  jurj. 
Beyond  that  I  know  nothiDg. 

ORDER  OF  THE  DAT. 


I 


» 


REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 

BILL,— [Bill  L] 

\Mf,  OUdstoHt,  Mr.  Atiomtif  Genrralt  Mr.  Trt* 

vel^an,  The  Lord  AdtacaU.) 

SECOND    READING, 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  GL.4J)ST0NE,  in  mo^dng  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said : 
Sir,  there  ts  an  opinion  more  or  less 
widely  prevalent  that  when  a  measure 
of  great  importance  has  to  be  proposed 
to  the  House  of  Commons  the  speech  in 
which  it  is  submitted  to  the  House  ou^ht 
to  be  of  proportionate  length.  Upon  this 
oceasion  I  think  an  exception  may  be 
fairly  made  to  that  rule.  This  is  a  t^u^^^s- 
tion  which  has  been  thoroughly  dis- 
cussed.  It  is  a  question  immediatelv 
connected  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Franchise  Bill.  I  do  nut  even  know  in 
what  position  we  stand  with  regard  to 
any  hostile  Motion  on  the  subject.  The 
Notice  Paper  of  to-day  contains  no  such 
hostile  Motion,  It  may  be  that  there 
will  be  a  revival  of  the  Notice  which  ap- 
peared on  that  Paper  some  days  ago ; 
but  even  if  there  is,  I  should  \hlnk  it 
would  be  an  abuse  of  the  time  and  the 
patience  of  the  House  to  discuss  it  in 
detail.  In  truth,  mj  great  desire  on  this 
ooeasion  is  to  avoid  everything  that  could 
partake  of  a  controversial  or  polemical 
character,  and  that  for  this  reason — that 
fhe  declarations  and  intentions  of  Her 
Ifajesty's  Government  have  been  so  fully 
placed  before  the  House  on  former  occa- 
sions that  it  will  probably  be  enough  to 
merely  refer  to  them  now  without  repeat- 
ing them.  It  is  known  from  those  former 
declarations  how  entirely  impossible  it 
must  be  for  us  to  consent  either  to  tho 
union  of  the  two  subjects  of  tho  Fran- 
chise and  Redistribution  in  a  single  Bill, 
or  to  their  simultaneous  treatment  in  two 
Bills ;  and  this  simply  for  the  reason  that 
in  our  view  the  paramount  interest  con- 
cerned in  this  great  question,  which  casts 
every  other  into  the  shade,  is  that  of  the 
franchise,  and  that  we  can  do  nothing 
which,  in  our  opinion,  tends  in  any  way 
to  place  in  jeopardy  the  passing  of  a 
measure  which  has  for  its  object  the  ex- 
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tension  of  the  franchise.  In  our  view, 
if  wo  were  to  consent  to  either  the  union 
of  the  two  subjects  in  a  single  Bill,  or 
to  their  simultaneous  treatment  in  sepa- 
rate Bills,  wo  should  sacrifice  not  only 
our  power  as  an  Executive  Qovernment 
representing  the  Crown — although  tfiat 
would  be  no  light  matter  \  but  we  should 
sacrifice  what  is  far  greater  and  more 
important — namely,  the  title  of  the  ma- 
jority of  this  House  to  retain  an  effec- 
tive control  over  the  Business  of  this 
House,  and  to  bring  to  an  issue  within 
a  reasonable  time  within  the  walls  of 
this  House  any  measure  which  they  may 
deem  it  necessary  to  pass.  I  do  not  wish 
to  debate  the  question  ;  but  it  is  because 
we  know  and  we  conceive  that  the  ma- 
jority of  this  House  would  lose  that  con- 
trol entirely  were  we  to  consent  to  either 
of  the  courses  to  which  I  have  just  re- 
ferred—it is  on  that  ground,  and  that 
ground  alone,  that  we  have  found  it 
necessary  to  make  our  opinions  and  in- 
tentions so  clear  to  the  House  upon  for- 
mer occasions^  that  I  think  I  may^  as  I 
have  already  said,  be  content  merely  to 
refer  to  them  without  repeating  them. 
There  is  oae  other  subject  upon  which  I 
wish  to  say  a  few  words.  It  is  a  subject 
which  has  been  referred  to  from  time  to 
time  in  the  course  of  these  debates;  it  is 
the  possibility  and  the  justice  of  di*aw- 
ing  a  distinction  between  warning  and 
menace.  It  has  been  to  us  a  matter  of 
absolute  obligation  not  to  keep  back  iai 
absolute  silence  the  apprehensions  wa 
feel  in  connection  with  the  prolongation 
and  exasperation  of  the  present  contro- 
versy. Apart  from  the  use  of  disrespect- 
ful language,  and  apart  from  entering 
into  invidious  details,  any  attempt,  how- 
ever cautious  and  limited,  to  refer  to 
that  subject,  has  been  treated  with  evi- 
dent sincerity  by  persons  of  great  dis- 
tinction in  this  House  as  an  undisguised 
resort  to  menace.  If  that  be  so,  thea 
it  follows  that  no  person,  in  pointing ottfS 
to  the  person  whom  he  loves,  or  to 
body  of  persons  whose  privilege 
wishes,  on  the  whole,  to  preserve,  can,« 
even  with  tho  most  friendly  intentions  ^ 
impress  upon  him  or  them  the  danger  of 
pursuing  a  certain  course.  Surely  it  is 
an  extravagant  proposition  to  say  tha^ 
on  that  subject  he  must  be  altogethelE 
silent.  It  would  be  a  course  most  un- 
natural to  pursue  in  the  incidence  of 
private  life,  If  my  house  is  on  lire,  and 
mv   friend   is  t^leepiug    in    one    of  tliQ^ 
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chambers  withiB  reach  of  the  conflagra- 
tioTi»  am  Ij  in  awakening  him  and 
endeavouring  to  persuade  hira  to  rise,  to 
conceal  from  him  the  motive  that  leads 
me  to  do  so,  and  exhort  hira  to  get  up 
and  go  out  into  the  cold  without  inform- 
ing him  of  my  reasons  for  doing  so? 
The  argument  is  just  as  etrong  in  what 
I  admit  to  be  a  case  not  correspondiDg 
with  the  one  I  have  suggested  in  every 
respect.  It  is  the  question  of  an  Insti- 
tution^ and  of  those  who  guide  and  direct 
the  fortunes  of  that  Institution.  It  is 
not  insolent,  it  is  not  wantonness  to  utter 
such  a  warning.  It  is  a  sense  of  duty — 
nay,  it  is  a  friendly  duty,  which  requires, 
with  a  due  regard  to  the  proprieties  of 
the  case,  and  to  the  respect  which  every 
person  ought  to  pay  to  an  established 
great  power  in  the  State,  that  some  indi- 
cation ^  careful  io  its  formj  and  respect- 
ful  in  its  language— [**  Hear,  hear!^*] 
— ahould  be  conveyed  to  those  concerned 
of  the  consequences  which  may  seem  to 
come  within  the  range  of  anticipation. 
I  said  respectful  in  its  language,  and  I 
admit  the  justice  of  that  limitation  ;  but 
I  have  not  yet  heard  it  said  that  any 
language  used  by  mo  on  this  subject 
was  dierespectfuL  I  am  only  seriously 
saying  this — that  we  cannot  admit  the 
justice  of  those  who  denounce  as  menace 
even  the  most  careful  and  limited  intima- 
tion of  danger.  We  cannot  subscribe 
to  such  a  proposition,  and  we  must  pro- 
test against  the  handing  over  to  imagi- 
nation and  feeling  the  work  that  ought 
to  be  done  drily  and  cautiously  with  a 
practical  understanding  by  practical 
men  in  a  great  political  and  national 
crisis.  Although,  as  I  have  said,  the 
immediate  question  relating  to  the 
reasons  for  pasj-ing  a  Bill  to  extend 
household  sufirage  to  counties  may  be 
held  to  be  exhausted,  there  are  certain 
conterminous  questions  on  which  it  may 
be  useful  that  I  should  address  a  few 
words  to  the  House,  and  the  more 
especially  on  that  nearest  of  all  conter- 
miuous  questions,  of  which  we  have 
heard  so  much  in  the  course  of  this  dis- 
cussion— namely,  that  relating  to  the 
redistribution  of  seats.  This  is  a  ques- 
tion of  great  interest,  historically  and 
politically  ;  and  I  am  the  more  glad  to 
approach  it,  because  in  what  I  have  to 
say  I  shall  not  find  it  necessary  to  use 
either  otTensive,  or^  T  hope,  even  contro- 
versial language.  This  question  in 
183 1-2  constituted  the  bulk  of  the  con* 
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troversy  which  was  then  before  th© 
country — I  mean  the  bulk  in  a  Parlia- 
mentary sense  ;  and  if  we  are  to  divide 
into  two  great  portions  the  Beform  Act 
of  1832,  we  may,  perhaps,  say  with  truth 
that,  at  that  time  and  under  the  circura- 
stances  of  that  epoch,  the  part  which 
related  to  disfranchisement  and  the  re- 
distribution of  seats  was  even  more  im- 
portant than  the  enfranchisement  uf  the 
middle  classes  by  means  of  the  £10 
suffrage.  At  that  time  the  great  and 
Constitutional  principle  which  was  at 
issue,  and  which  was  conscientiously 
brought  forward  by  the  Tory  Party  and 
gallantly  fought  and  maintained  by  them, 
not  without  much  countenance  from  high 
Constitutional  authorities,  was  that  it 
was  necessary  to  retain  within  the  walla 
of  the  Eopresentative  Chamber  a  large 
non-representative  element.  That  was 
a  subject  which  no  doubt  separated,  by 
an  almost  immeasurable  chasm,  the  two 
Parties  in  the  State  upon  that  great 
occasion.  Happily,  there  is  no  such 
principle  now  at  issue — there  is  no  such 
chasm  now  to  fill  up.  I  am  able,  I  may 
almost  say,  to  compliment  the  Party 
opposite  upon  the  readiness  which  many 
of  them  have  shown — and  which  it  is 
not  beyond  hope  all  may  show — ^to  deal 
fairly  with  the  question  of  redistribu- 
tion, if  they  can  only  get  over  tho^e 
phantom  fears  which  some  of  them  are 
still  possessed  of  in  respect  of  the  ex- 
tension of  the  franchise.  I  rejoice  to 
know  that  there  is  now  no  such  differ- 
ence between  us  in  principle  upon  the 
subject-matter  of  redistribution  as  sepa- 
rated Parties  in  1B31-2.  Nor  do  we  ap- 
proach the  question  of  redistribution  aa 
we  approach  the  question  of  the  fran- 
chse,  nor  is  one  to  be  regarded  from  the 
same  point  of  view  as  the  other.  The 
question  of  the  franchise  was  one 
of  extreme  simplicity,  especially  as  we 
invited  the  House  to  handle  it ;  but  the 
question  of  redistribution,  quite  apart 
from  Party  tactics,  is  not  necessarily  of 
extreme  complexity.  The  question  of 
tbo  franchise  was,  in  our  point  of  view, 
the  paramount  question  that  would  not 
admit  of  compromise  or  delay.  We  were 
reproached  with  a  severe  and  rigid  ad- 
herence to  the  provisions  of  our  Bill 
when  it  was  passing  through  Committee. 
I  admit  that»  having  reduced  it  to  that 
simple  outline,  it  was  a  case  in  which  we 
were  compelled,  as  far  as  we  were  con- 
cerned, to  invite   the  House  to  adhert; 
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subBtantially  to  the  main  proyiaioiis  of 
•  the  Bill.  But  thie  question  of  redlst ri- 
llution,  however,  from  its  complexity,  is 
Ijiecessarily  more  open  to  yariety  ;  and 
Tfortuuately,  as  it  la  much  leas  a  subject 
fof  vital  differencea  between  the  respec- 
I  tive  Parties,  we  desire?,  and  we  not  only 
[desire,  but  we  feel  that  we  should  en- 
[cLeavour  if  possible— and  I  cannot  ?ay 
[yet  whether  it  mil  be  pogalble — to  make 
[the  measure  of  redistribution  what,  un- 
[ fortunately,  we  could  not  make  the  mea- 
Ifture  with  regard  to  the  franchise,  the 
J  "Work,  not  merely  of  thR  majority  of  the 
iHouse,  hut  one  which  should  receive  the 
1  approval  of  the  House  at  large.  I  do 
Knot  say  it  will  be  possible  to  attain  that 
laim ;  but  I  do  say  it  is  our  duty  to  strive 
I  to  attain  it,  and  not  only  our  duty*  but 
tit  will  be  our  satisfaction  to  strive  for  it ; 
land  if  we  are  able  to  carry  the  great 
[mass  of  opinion  in  this  House  without 
freference  to  Party  differences,  I  can  only 
laay  that  it  will  heighten  the  satisfaction 
[■with  which  wo  shall  regard  the  consura* 
Lination  of  a  great  woik.  No  doubt  it  is 
I  true  that  Gentlemen  opposite  differ  en- 
itirely  from  moat  of  us,  andcertaioly  from 
[myself,  in  the  relative  importance  which 
I  they  give  to  these  two  great  subjects.  I 
ibelieve  I  am  not  overstating  the  case — 
[in  fact,  if  possible,  I  am  understating  it 
-when  I  say  that  while  they  admit  the 
[extension  of  the  franchise  to  be  a  good, 
[they  regard  it  only  as  a  conditional  good  ; 
land  if  the  condition  of  attendant  redis- 
ktribution  does  not  accompany  the  fran- 
ichise,  then  the  franchise  is  in  their  view 
I  not  a  good,  but  an  evil.  That  is  to  me 
unintelligible-  I  do  not  think  the  coun- 
try has  been  able  at  all  to  enter  into  that 
L  proposition  so  as  to  see  that  it  has  a 
erious  meaning.  I  quite  grant  that 
rithin  the  limits  of  the  Party  it  has 
been  largely  accepted  and  echoed.  But 
"  never  can  depart  from  the  prnposition 
that  in  our  view  the  franchise  is  the 
[main  matter,  and  that  though  the  ex- 
[tension  of  the  franchise  is  a  much  greater 
[good  accompanied  with  x'edistribution* 
[yet  that  it  is  a  good  in  itself  whether  re* 
I  distribution  accompany  it  ornot.  Though 
[I  have  alluded  to  that  difTerence  of  opi- 
[liion  I  have  not  done  so  for  the  purpose 
I  of  pressing  it,  but  for  the  purpose  of 
f  illustrating  what  I  have  said  with  regard 
to  redistribution »  We  hail  every  symp- 
tom that  we  can  detect  of  any  possible 
approximation  with  regard  to  the  bases 
[oi  a  measure  of  thatkind^  and  it  will  not 
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he  our  fault  if  indications  of  that  kind 
fihall  be  unhappily  frustrated.  There 
are  certain  main  principles  of  redistribu- 
tion in  respect  to  wlxich  I  think  tho 
House  will  agree  with  me  that  we  must 
look  upon  them  as  beyond  question  or 
dispute*  Any  measure  of  redistribution 
which  is  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the 
case  at  the  present  date^  and  which  may 
givea  reasonable  hope  of  something  like 
permanence  in  the  settlement  of  them, 
must  ho  a  large  one.  The  second  pro- 
position is  that  evidently  it  must  be  a 
measure  which  shall  give  very  consider- 
able satisfaction  to  the  principle  of  popu- 
lation or  numbers,  as  compared  with  the 
present  regulations  or  the  present  system 
of  the  electoral  areas.  In  the  third 
place,  I  think  that  all  will  probably 
admit — though  there  may  be  some  dif- 
ference in  the  interpretation — it  ought 
not  to  be  of  needless  complexity.  N%vj 
simple  it  cannot  be.  Its  propositions 
and  provisions  cannot  be  reduced  to  a 
very  limited  number ;  but  needless  com- 
plexity ought  not  to  be  introduced  into 
any  part  of  our  electoral  system.  Fur- 
ther—and to  this  I  attach  immense  Im- 
portance— it  must  be  equitable  and 
liberal  as  between  the  great  divisions  of 
the  country— and  in  Bpeaking  of  thes© 
great  divisions  I  have  avoided  the  term 
•*  the  three  countries  "  known  to  the  Con- 
stitution, because  it  is  not  unnatural  to 
substitute  the  number  four  for  the  num- 
ber three,  and  speak  of  England,  Scot- 
land, Ireland,  and  Wales.  Further,  the 
measure  ought  to  be  just  between  tho 
different  classes  of  tho  community,  and 
the  different  pursuits  to  which  those 
classes  belong.  These  are  the  leading 
proposition??  from  which,  in  their  essence 
and  principle,  there  ought  to  be  no  de- 
viation ;  but  in  the  application  of  them 
there  is  much  ground  for  temperate  con- 
sideration, and  for  some  sacriiice  of  opi- 
nion and  of  prepossessions  with  a  view 
to  unity  and  concord,  Forexample^I  have 
spoken  of  the  principle  of  population, 
and  of  the  large  scope  that  it  will  be  ne- 
cessary, in  any  satisfactory  measure  of 
redistribution,  to  allow  to  that  principle  ; 
but,  of  course,  the  question  arises — 
Shall  that  principle  be  the  only  one 
taken  into  view,  or  shall  it  be,  to  some 
extent,  restrained  and  limited  by  other 
qualifying  considerations  ?  Shall  any- 
thing be  allowed  to  prescription  and  pos- 
session— to  privilege  which  has  been 
long  enjoyed,  and  which  ha«  not  been 
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abused,    as    compared    with    privilege 
Tvhich  is  about  for  the  first  time  to  be 
conferred  ?  Shall  w©  have  regard  in  any 
degree,  and,  if  so,  in  what  degree,  to  the 
principle  of  the  community  ae  distinct 
from  the  individual^ — ^the  historical  ex- 
iatence  of  certain  oommuuities — or  shall 
those   communities  be  reckoned   a  a    eo 
many     individuals,    according     to    the 
figure  of  their  population,  aud  thrown 
into  hotch-potch  to   take  their   chance 
with  the  ret*t  ?     Shall  the  most  concen- 
trated  populations — and   especially,    of 
course,   tbe  great  concentrated  popula- 
tion  of  and   about  the   Metropolis — be 
treated  upon  exactly  the  same  principle 
as  was  recom mended  with  great  ability 
by  my  right  hon.   Friend  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  in  the 
last  Session  of  Parliament — that  is   to 
eay,  treated  upon  the  same  principle  and 
basis  as  the  more  dispersed  and  remote 
populations?     Shall  any  distinction  be 
drawn,    and   to   what   extent,    between 
urban  and  rural  pursuits  ?    Because  it 
must  be  observed   that  the   distinction 
between  urban  a  ad  rural  pursuits,  and 
80  applied  as  to  intraduce  complex  forms 
of  districts  and  geographical  divisions, 
is  of  itself  a  distinct  deviation  from  the 
pure    principle    of   population.     Now, 
these     are     points     upon    which    un- 
doubtedly the  ultimate  character  of  the 
measure  of  redistribution  will  greatly, 
and,  perhaps,  principally  depend.    They 
are  points  upon  which   probably  all  of 
us  have,  in  one  on©  sense  or  another,  a 
prejudice  and  a  prepossession,     I  have 
my  own  prepossession,  to  some  extent,  in 
regard  to  the  whole  of  them  ;  but  I  feel, 
at  the  same  time,  that  there  are  points 
in  regard  to  which  prepossession  does 
not  amount  to  principle>  and  having  re- 
spect to  the  great  good  of  a  vast  enfran- 
chisement being  accomplished — if  it  be 
accomplished — I  think  that  upon  points 
of  that  kind  regard  ought  to  be  had  to 
the  prospects  of  harmony  and  peace,  and 
the  immense  advantage  of  carrying  in  a 
great  legislative  change  the  largest  pos- 
sible body  of  friendly  and  contented  opi- 
nion.    That  is  language  which  I  hope 
will  not  be  thought  to  deviate  in  any 
manner  from  the  propositions  and  pro- 
fessions  with  which  I  set  out.      I  am 
bound  to  say  that  I  proceed  upon  this 
principle  and  basis  — that  it  is  absolutely 
impossible  to  construct  any  large  mea- 
sure of  redistribution,   in   my  opinion, 
which  shall  not  be  a  measure  favourablo 

Mr,  Oladitom 


on  the  whold  to  popular  liberty*    I  am 
sorry  that  in  a  great  and  august  Aa- 
sembly  ingenuity  has  been  exercised  to 
import  from  across  the  Atlantic  words 
which  belong  to  the  vocabulary  of  slang. 
1  shall  not  recite  any  of  these  words ; 
but  I  do  think  that  the  standard  of  Par- 
liamentary language  is  not  unimportant, 
and  that  there  is  an  increasing  necessity 
for  paying  attention  to  it.      I  frankly 
own   I   can   conceive   making   a   small 
measure  of  redistribution   which   shall 
be  a  surreptitious  and  dishonest  mea- 
sure ;  but  if  the  measure  be  a  large  one 
^I  do  not  know  what  human  ingenuity 
can  accomplish — I  am  sure  that  no  in- 
genuity which  I  can  command^  or  which 
my  Colleagues  can  command,  could  by 
any  possibility  enable  us  to  produce  such 
a  measure  other  than  favourable  to  the 
general  liberties  of  the  people.     There- 
fore, it  is  our  desire  to  approach  the 
subject  in  a  large  and  comprehensive 
spirit.     I  will  not  inquire  from  what  cir- 
cumstances^ or  through  whose  agency, 
we   have   been   compelled   to   see    this 
question    down     to    the    present    date 
handled  to  a  very  great  extent,  perhaps 
almost  entirely,  in  association  with  those 
ideas  which  belong  to  onr  Party  con- 
tests ;    but  there    are  reasons  why  wo 
may  entertain  some  hope  of  a  change. 
As  to  redistribution,  we  have  no  reason 
to  abandon  ae  yet  the  hope  that  there  ia 
not  the  amount  of  difference  of  opinion 
which   prevails  on  the   subject   of  the 
franchise.      As  to  the  franchise,  every 
observer  must  have  been  led  to  the  be- 
lief that  the  opinion  is  spreading — not 
in    circles   of  Liberal   politics   alone — 
that  the  time  is  nearly  exhausted,  and 
that  the  franchise  cannot  be  safely  with- 
held,    and    that    all    efforts    from    all 
quarters  ought  to  be  directed  to  a  safe 
and  fair  adjustment  of  redistribution* 
If    it   be   true    that  there  is   a  gene- 
rally   diffused,     and,    perhaps,    almost 
unanimous  desire  for  a  large  measure 
of  redistribution  on  tbe   opposite   side 
of  the  House,  far  be  it  from  us  to  say 
that  such  a  desire  proceeding  from  that 
quarter  is  to  be  treated^ with  lessrespeot, 
or  is  entitled  to  leas  sympathy,  than  if 
it  appeared  simply  as  our  own  opinion 
originating  within  our  own  camp.  Well| 
Sir,  if  that  be  so,  I  am  inclined  to  regret 
that  we  are  obliged  again  to  have  a  con- 
test— if  we  are  to  have  a  contest — on  the 
question  of  tho  union  of  the  two  Bills. 
So  far  as  we  are  concerned|  it  is  a  fight 
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which  has  been  fought  out  already,  and 
belonging  to  the  past.  So  far  aa  argu- 
ment and  reason  are  concerned,  we  are 
content  with  what  we  have  said ;  we  be- 
lieve, rightly  or  wrongly,  that  the  nation 
ia  of  our  mind.  On  those  propositions 
we  cannot  go  back  ;  short  of  those  pro- 
positions we  have  every  disposition  to 
join  hands.  If  we  have  in  any  manner 
postponed,  or  if  we  are  still  holding  over 
our  official  and  oolJeetive  decisions  on 
any  of  the  points  of  this  great  question, 
it  is  not  because  we  have  been  slack  and 
neglectful  in  preparing  ourselves  to  de- 
cide them,  but  it  ia  because  we  know 
that  from  the  moment  an  official  decision 
is  taken  there  is  a  danger  that  considera- 
tions of  Party  may  oume  to  group  them- 
selves around  it,  and  because  we  are 
anxious  as  long  aa  we  can^  and  to  the 
utmost  degree,  to  keep  the  important 
pointB  of  this  question  out  of  that  dan- 
gerous association.  It  is  on  these  prin- 
ciples, and  animated  by  these  views,  that 
we  desire  to  go  forward*  If  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  do  not,  beyond  what 
necessity  and  propriety  require,  enter 
upon  the  details  of  any  old  conflict  now 
to  be  renewed,  it  is  mainly  from  the  fear 
that  the  renewal  of  that  conflict  will  not 
tend  to  the  objects  we  ought  all  to  have 
in  view,  and  that,  our  work  having  been 
done,  the  attempt  to  do  it  over  again 
might  rekindle  fires  scarcely  yet  extin- 
guished. I  have  no  doubt  there  will  be 
a  disposition  in  the  House  generally  to 
conduct,  bx  a  dispassionate  and  tranquil 
spirit,  any  debates  that  may  arise.  We 
have  contributed,  I  think — at  least,  I 
have  endeavoured  to  contribute  by  the 
assurances  I  have  given — ^to  a  practical 
and  to  a  speedy  progress.  I  believe  that 
the  more  speedy  our  progress  may  be  in 
the  stages  of  this  measure,  the  better  it 
will  be  for  the  vast  issues  that  are  in- 
volved in  its  passing,  and  the  more  un- 
mixed will  be  the  satisfaction  with  which, 
when  the  Eoyal  Assent  is  grven,  it  will 
be  entered  upon  the  Statute  Book,  as  it 
will  also  be  enshrined  in  the  memories 
of  the  people. 
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Motion  made^  and  Question  proposed, 
*'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (a/r.  Oladstme,) 

^tB.  E.  STANHOPE,  in  rising  to 
move — 

'*TbAt,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  any 
measure  purporting  to  provide  for  the  better 
BepresentAtion  of  tbe   People   ia  Parliament 


miiflt  bo  nccompdmed  by  proviiionB  for  a  proper 
arrangement  of  electoml  areaa,^' 

said  :  In  the  absence  of  ray  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph ChurehiIl)-^['*  Hear,  hear!  *'  and 
n  //iwj^^.] — who,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  is 
suffering  from  severe  domestic  affliction 
—a  fact  that  might  have  averted  that 
somewhat  deplorable  cheer — I  rise  to 
move  the  Amendment  wbioh  stands  in 
his  name.  I  am  sure  the  House  gene- 
rally will  not  only  feel  sympathy  with 
the  noble  Lord  in  his  bereavement,  but 
may  also  regret  the*  unworthy  substitute 
that  has  been  provided  for  the  very  able 
and  incisive  speech  which  the  llouse 
has  undoubtedly  expected*  Wo  have 
heard  a  speech  from  the  Prime  Minister 
couched  in  terms  of  moderation,  and  I 
desire  to  imitate  him  so  far  as  I  am  able. 
I  will  go  further,  and  say  that  amongst 
those  vague  generalities  which  form  so 
large  a  portion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech  there  are  some  propositions 
in  which  I  am  happy  to  be  able  to  concur 
with  him.  We  desire  just  as  much  aa 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  a  settle- 
ment of  the  question  should  be  arrived 
at  favourable  to  the  general  liberties  of 
the  people.  We  desire  equally  with  the 
Government  to  make  every  effort  to 
secure  a  safe  and  fair  adjustment  of  this 
question ;  and  I  am  only  sorry  that,  aa 
on  a  former  occaBion,  we  have  not  bad  a 
corresponding  effort  on  tbe  part  of  the 
Prime  Minister  to  enable  us  to  come  to 
such  a  settlement.  For  my  own  part,  I 
should  have  wished  that  it  had  been 
absolutely  unnecessary,  in  consequence 
of  some  statements  that  might  have  fallen 
from  the  Pi*ime  Minister,  for  me  to  move 
this  Amendment.  I  had  hoped,  OTen 
against  hope,  that  at  the  eleventh  hour 
we  might  have  had  some  assurance  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  moat 
reasonable  proposition  we  have  always 
put  forward  would  in  some  way  be  met 
by  tbe  Government.  That  proposition 
was  so  reasonable  that  it  was  actually 
put  forward  ayear  ago  by  most  of  the  prin- 
cipal Leaders  of  the  Party  opposite,  and 
there  are  a  good  many  who  at  this  mo- 
ment cordially  agree  with  it.  If  there 
had  been  a  will  I  do  not  think  there 
would  have  been  any  difficulty  in  finding 
a  way.  The  difficulties  might  have  been 
got  over,  and  this  controversy  might 
have  ended  in  a  manner  honourable  to 
both  Parties,  and  advantageous  to  the 
country.     I  have,  therefore,  been  very 
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ULucIi  disappointed  by  what  has  fallen 
from  the  Prime  Minister,  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  laid  down  some  general 
priiif^iples,  about  which  I  will  say  a 
word  or  two  later;  but  I  am  uaable 
to  detect  in  hia  speech  any  aymptom. 
of  a  desire  to  meet  the  views  we  have 
consistently  put  forward,  or  any  solid 
guarantee  to  secure  what  we  have 
at  heart.  This  disappointment  is  un- 
doubtedly iutensifiedi  inasmucli  as  every 
principal  argument  hitherto  put  for- 
ward in  support  of  the  proposition  that 
we  oupjht  to  eoparate  franchise  from 
redistribution  has  been  oaormously 
weakened,  if  not  altogether  disposed  of, 
during  the  last  six  months.  Take  one 
of  these  arguments  which  has  done  good 

j  iorvice  during  the  Recess — the  argu- 
ment of  time.  It  was  said  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  that  it  was  not  possible, 
within  the  limits  of  a  single  Session,  to 
pass  both  a  Franchise  and  a  Redistribution 
Bill.  How  does  the  matter  now  stand  ? 
We  are  here»  in  the  midst  of  an  Autumn 
Session,  with  a  prospect  of  adjourning 
to  the  full  Session  in  the  year  to  come. 
The  principle  of  the  Franchise  Bill 
is  now  accepted  by  both  sides.  And 
more  than  that,  the  details  of  that  Bill 
have  been  discussed  and  decided  upon 
in  this  House.  Therefore,  the  main  argu- 
ment upon  which  hon*  Gentlemen  have 
hitherto  relied,  tbat  it  is  impossible  to 
deal  simultaneously  with  the  two  BillSi  is 

i  invalid.  The  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  speaking  in  March,  gave 
his  views  upon  this  subject.  He  dwelt 
upon  the  enormous  importance  of  deal- 
ing with  all  branches  of  this  question  as 
consecutively  as  pose i hie.  Ho  said  that 
it  would  be  much  to  the  ad%''antage  of 
the  country  that  both  branches  of  the 
subject  should  he  dealt  with  in  one  Par- 
liament, in  one  Session,  and,  if  possible, 
in  a  single  BilL  The  noble  Lord  laid 
down  certain  conditions  which  must  be 
fulfilled  before  the  advantage  of  dealing 
in  that  manner  with  both  branches  of 
the  subject  could  be  secured.     He  said — 

•*  But  there  is  only  one  way,  in  which  such  a 

thing  OBiL  be  accompllBhed,   and   that    would 

rliave  been  by   the  existence  of  Eome  general 

ngreefneni  upon  the  subject,   some  admiBsion 

ron  the  part  of  the  House  generally,  that  the 

time  had  now  come  when  the  xneaBure  which 

had  been  grnnted  in  1867  to  the  boroughs  must 

he  GJttended  to  the  counties,  and  by  tin  equally 

general  admission    that   the  most   grave    and 

glaring  anomalies  which  still  exist  in  the  dia* 

Itribution  of  political  power  mu/»t  also   be  re« 

'  -(3  ffamard,  [286]  700-   1.) 
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Those  conditions,  I  maintain,  have  been 
fulfilled  ;  and  I  therefore  claim  the  vote 
of  the  noble  Tiord  in  favour  of  my  pro- 
posal. In  introducing  the  Bill  at  the  be- 
ginning of  last  Session,  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter further  urged  that  there  was  a  poli- 
tical objection  of  a  very  grave  kind  to  the 
simultaneous  passage  of  the  two  Bills — 

"  Where  the  two  measurea  are  mixed  together, 
those  who  think  their  local  interests  are  touched 
by  the  measures,  oppose  the  extension  of  the 
franchise  for  fear  of  the  redistribution  which  Ib 
to  follow/*— (/^(«/.,  [285]  128,] 

At  the  time  that  argument  was  used  I 
thought  there  was  a  good  deal  of  force 
in  it ;  but  it  must  be  perfectly  obvioua 
that  there  is  now  no  fear  of  that  kind. 
The  principle  of  the  Franchise  Bill  is 
now  accepted  generally ;  and  the  conduct 
of  anyone  who  attempts,  directly  or  in- 
directly, to  oppose  the  franchise,  for  fear 
of  after  consequences,  will  be  detected 
and  resented  by  the  country.  There  is, 
also,  the  leverage  argument  that  is  put 
forward.  It  is  said  that  without  the 
leverage — I  might  call  it  coercion — that 
will  be  brought  to  bear  by  the  previous 
passage  of  the  Franchise  Bill,  it  will 
be  im possible  to  pass  a  redistribution 
scheme,  I  venture  to  say  that  exactly  the 
opposite  is  the  fact.  Sux> posing  the  Fran- 
chise Bill  were  passed,  can  anybody  doubt 
that  it  is  extremely  probable  that  the  zeal 
of  hon.  Members  opposite  for  this  great 
measure  of  Heform  will  be  considerably 
damped,  and  that  they  would  immedi- 
ately discover  that  although  the  ]Redis- 
tribution  Bill  was  of  great  importance, 
there  were  numerous  other  questians 
which  could  not  brook  an  hour's  delay  f 
The  only  true  lever,  in  my  opinion,  for 
the  passing  of  that  most  difficult  Eedis- 
tribution  Bill  through  the  House,  is  to 
have  the  Franchise  Bill  in  reserve.  The 
true  propelling  power  is  that  the  Fran- 
chise Bill  should  not  yet  be  parsed.  One 
of  the  contentions  of  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite is  that  the  country  is  most  keenly 
alive  to  the  necessity  of  extending  this 
household  franchise  to  the  counties,  I 
wiU  add  something  to  that.  I  will  admit 
that  in  consequence  of  the  agitation 
during  the  Hecess  there  are  persons  in 
the  country  previously  indifferent  to  this 
subject  who  have,  at  any  rate,  been  led 
to  expect  this  privilege.  Will  anyone 
suppose  that  they  will  brook  delay  in 
this  matter  ?  If  they  have  a  Franchise 
Bill  accompanying  or  following  the  Re- 
distribution Bill  they  will  take  care,  be- 
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cause  tbeir  iinmediBte  interests  are  con- 
cemedf  that  no  undue  delay  shall  take 
place  in  this  matter.  I  trust,  then, 
that  I  have  been  able  to  show  that 
the  force  of  arguments  that  were 
put  forward  in  support  of  separate 
ing  francbiso  from  redistribution  has 
been  diminished  by  what  has  taken 
place  during  the  past  few  months.  After 
all^  those  arguments  dealt  only  with  a 
question  of  procedure.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  senior  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouehere),  who,  with  a 
brutal  frankness,  often  knocks  the  right 
nail  on  the  head,  has  said  boldly — 

*'  Irrespective  of  Party  tactics,  it  is  unques- 
tionable thiit  the  production  of  the  Franchise 
Bill  and  Redistribtition  should  go  together." 

But  if  we  turn  now  for  a  moment  from 
the  arguments  that  have  been  alleged  in 
favour  of  separating  franchise  frum  re- 
distribution to  those  we  have  endea- 
voured persistently  to  put  forward  on 
behalf  of  tbeir  being  simultaneously 
pressed  on  the  attention  of  the  House, 
the  House  will  see  that  our  contention 
has  never  been  based  on  procedure  or 
tactical  coneidorations^  but  based  entirely 
and  solely  on  principle*  They  will  see, 
further,  that  nothing  whatever  has  oc- 
curred during  the  Hecess  to  modify  iu 
any  way  the  concJusions  at  which  we 
arrived,  or  the  grounds  on  which  we 
support  them.  We  have  desired,  and 
we  have  always  put  forward  our  desire  in 
the  plainest  terms,  a  complete  measure. 
We  aesire  it  because  we  think  it  would 
be  lair  and  just  to  all  parties  and  to  all 
classes.  We  desire  it  in  the  interests  of 
peace  and  order,  and  of  the  early  settle- 
ment  of  this  question  ;  and  we  desire  it 
because  we  believe  it  is  the  only  settle- 
ment which  would  provide  a  permanent 
strengthening  of  the  foundations  of  the 
Constitution,  We  know  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  say — ^'*0h,  but  your  con- 
tention has  been  put  to  the  country,  and 
the  country  has  decided  against  you." 
How?  and  when?  and  where?  [An 
hon*  Membeb  :  Hyde  Park,]  We  have 
not  yet  been  taught  it  is  any  part  of  the 
Constitution  of  this  country  that  ques- 
tions of  great  poUtical  importance  should 
be  decided  by  a  show  of  hands,  or  even 
by  manhood  sutfrage.  When  a  dead- 
lock upon  a  political  issue  arises  in 
this  country  wo  beliwvo  the  only  way 
to  decide  it  is  by  a  reference  to  the 
constituencies.  But  that  is  just  what 
you  want  to  avoid.     Certainly,  so  far 


as  we  have  been  able  to  form  any 
iiidgnient  from  the  proceedings  of  the 
Recess^  there  has  been  nothing  to  make 
us  in  any  way  hesitate  iu  the  belief  that 
the  country  thoroughly  understands  and 
appretiiatea  the  position  we  have  put 
forward,  \^Ironical  Mlnhterial  cHmts.^  I 
am  glad  to  hear  hon,  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site cheer.  Let  us  take  a  test  case. 
There  are  many  hon,  and  learned  Gen- 
tlemen sitting  on  that  side  of  the  House 
who  belong  to  the  Profession  of  Law, 
to  which  I  once  had  the  honour  to  be- 
long. Many  of  them  are  possessed  of 
the  greatest  and  highest  attainments, 
and  are  well  qualified  for  a  seat  on  the 
Judicial  Bench,  How  is  it  that  with 
these  Gentlemen  of  great  merit  and 
with  that  wide  area  of  choice  almost 
every  vacancy  on  the  Judicial  Bench  is 
tilled  from  the  outside?  I  suspect  tho 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Lord  Richard  Grosvenor)  could  supply 
an  answer  to  the  question.  Then*  a 
more  effective  and  less  logical  attempt 
to  answer  our  case  is  in  the  form  of  an 
attack  on  the  House  of  Lords,  ranging 
from  the  vulgar  and  coarse  attack  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark  (Mr. 
Thorold  Rogers)  to  what  I  may  call  the 
deprecatory  style  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
The  Prime  lUinister  deprecates  the  at- 
tack on  the  House  of  Lords.  That  re- 
minds me  very  much  of  what  we  used  to 
observe  when  wo  visited  the  Righi  Hotel. 
There  is  a  notice  at  the  hotel  to  the 
effect  that  visitors  desiring  to  see  the 
sun  rise  must  not  wrap  themselves  up 
in  their  blankets.  8o  the  noble  Lord 
the  Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury told  his  constituents  in  Wales 
that  it  was  the  greatest  mistake  to 
suppose  that  the  Liberal  Party  was  in 
favour  of  the  abolition  of  the  House 
of  Lords.  That  remark  was  taken  up 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  who  com- 
mented upon  it  in  this  way — 

**  I  do  not  think  the  nohln  Lord  meant  what 
hd  said.  1  take  hid  words  in  tho  non-ntitural 
Sonne,  What  he  meant  wft» — *  Do  not  nail  hii 
eora  to  the  pump.*  Taking  it  in  that  aense,  I 
think  Lord  Richard  Grosvenor  roaliy  intended 
to  encourage  ua  to  go  on  with  gr«&t  meetings 
like  thia/' 

And  the  meeting  at  which  he  spoke  thus 
was  one  for  the  abolition  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  But  this  is  be.^ide  the  question. 
When  the  time  comes  it  will  be  per- 
fectly easy  to  show — indeed,  it  cannot 
be  denied — that  the  House  of  Lords  hi^a 
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acted  in  a  thoroughly  Constitutional 
manner  in  the  courso  it  has  fallowed^ 
and  that,  io  the  words  of  the  Duko  of 
Argyll,  written  not  very  long  ago — 

'*  There  ia  no  conceivable  constitution  of  a 
Second  ChaniLer  which  would  not  include  the 
power  of  withholding  ita  assent  from  particular 
measures  where  there  is  any  real  doubt  of  public 
opinion,  until  after  an  appeal  to  the  conati- 
tuencies." 

But,  as  I  have  said,  this  is  alto|2;ether  be- 
side the  question.    Grant  that  the  House 
of  Lords  ia  wrong,  unconFtitutional,  and 
foolish,  yet  that  does  not  affect  our  posi- 
tion in  this  House  ;  and  we,  the  eleutod 
Chamber,  representing  public  opinion, 
are  entitled  to  protect  popular  rights,  and 
are  bound  to  insist  on  the  fullest  infor- 
mal ion  and  the  amplest  guarantees  he- 
fore  we  allow  this  great  scheme  of  Eefoi-m 
to  become  law.     What  information  and 
what    guarantees    have    we    received  ? 
Shortly  before  this  Session  began  there 
was  a  rumour  that  the  Government  in- 
tended to  produco  a  Bill  dealing  with 
redistribution,  and  that  as  soon  as  tho 
Franchise   Bill  passed  this  House  the 
Bedi^tribution  Bill  would  be  iutfoduced, 
I  confess  that  I  never  credited  that  ru- 
mour.    It  did  not  seem   to   me   at   all 
possible.     If  it  were  sr»,  I  should,   in- 
deed, congratalato  the  Hou^e  of  Lords 
that  it  had  escaped  tho  servile  condition 
to  which  this  House  is  apparently  to  be 
reduced*     But  even  if  a  Bill  had  been 
introduced,  I  think  it  would  have  been 
easy  to  show  that  it  would  Lave  afforded 
no  real  security  either  to  us  or  to  the 
House   of  Lords.     The   essence  of  re- 
distribution, as  the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man has  said,  is  in  the  details  of  the 
measure.    It  would  he  impossible  for  the 
Government  to  pledge  itself   that  any 
Bill  which  they  laid  on  the  Table  and 
which  went  to  a  second  reading  would 
be  anything  like  the  Bill  which  would 
emerge  from  the  House;    and  even    if 
they  desired  to  pledge  themselves  to  it, 
I  question    very  much   if   they    would 
have  the  power  to  fulfil  it.     We  have 
had  a  statement  to-night  from  the  Prime 
Mtn later,  who  has  again  discussed  the 
general  principles  on  which  be  thinks 
the   Redistribution    Bill    ought    to    be 
framed.     I  presume  that  on  this  occa- 
iion  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  speaks, 
not  only  his  own  individual  opinion,  but 
also  the  sentiments  of  his  Colleagues, 
because  there  was  great  inconvenience 
in  the  course  he  adopted  on  the  former 
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occasion.     I  hope  we  are  no  longer  to 
be  put  in  a  position  of  having  a  stat^- 
ment  made  by  the  Prime  Minister  which 
expresses  his    own    individual   opinion 
only.     But  we   want  much  more  tbaa 
that.    We  want  not  only  the  statement  of 
opinion  f»n  the  part  of  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  and  on  the  part  of  his  Col- 
leagues, but  we  want  that  statement  to 
be  put  in  such  a  form^  on  the  authority 
of  til 6  Government  as  a  whole,  that  we 
shall  be  able  to  deal  with  it  and  to  con- 
sider it.     I  note  a  very  remarkable  omia- 
pion   in  the   speech   of  the   right  hon. 
Gentleman.     He  has  told  us  nothing  on 
the  subject  of  boundaries.     Can  anyone 
doubt,  if  you  are  going  to  pa?s  an  ade- 
quate Redistribution  Bill,  that  we  must 
have    some    inquiry    into    boundaries  ? 
If   such  Redistribution  Bill  is^   as  has 
been  said,   to   be  passed  within   mea- 
surable time,   some   steps  ought   to  bo 
taken   to   inquire  into    the   bonndarjea 
of    boroughs.      But    the    fact    is,   tho 
Government  are  still  fencing  with  this 
«iuestion   of  redistribution ;  and  I  can- 
not help   thinking   the  country   is    be- 
ginning to  ask — '*  Why,  if  you  have  all 
these  fine  general  principles,  do  you  not 
produce  your  Bill  ?  '*     If  it  is  such  a  fair 
Bill  that  even  the  Tory  Party  will  not 
specially  quarrel  with    it,  why   should 
you  be  afraid  of  tho  country  seeing  it  ? 
I  am  of  opinion  that,  with  one  or  two 
exceptions,    the   right   hon.    Gentleman 
has  thrown  very  little  additional  light 
on  the  Rubject  by  what  he  has  said  to- 
day.    Amid  a  good  deal  of  vague  state- 
ment, he  has   enunciated  one  principle 
which  we  have  heard  with  satisfaction 
— namely,  that  he  wished  to  make  the 
Bill  just  between  different  classes  and 
different  pm^suits.    That  is  going  fur- 
ther than   the  principles  be  advocated 
when  he  introduced  the  Bill  last  Session, 
and  we  are  glad  to  welcome  that  ad- 
vance.    But,  in  estimating  any  suggea- 
tions  made  by  the  Prime  Minister  for 
the  drafting  of   a  Redistribution   Bill, 
we  are  obliged  to  reduce  them  to  this 
test — namely,  that  we  must  always  keep 
steadily  in  view  the  principle  on  which 
we  have  been  throughout  acting.     Bear- 
ing this  in  mind,  have  the  suggestions  of 
tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  done  anything 
to  meet  and  assist  us  in  dealing  with 
the  question  ?     Our  principle  always  has 
been  that  this  measure  must  be  consi- 
dered as  a  whole.     But  we  have  not  had 
the  Bmallest    assistance    or  suggestion 
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from  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  that  ho 
will  move  one  single  atep  to  help  us  in 
that  matter.  It  ia  said  that  wo  upon 
this  side  of  the  House  have  been  ac- 
customed to  look  upon  this  question 
with  a  view  to  the  interest  of  our  own 
Party.  We  should  be  more  than  human 
if  we  did  not  consider  that  to  a  reason- 
able extent ;  we  should  be  untrue  to 
our  con&tituents  if  we  did  not  consider 
very  carefully  any  scheme  in  its  bear- 
ing upon  the  prospects  of  the  Constitu- 
tional  Pai-ty.  But  I  want  to  coasidor 
the  matter  from  a  higher  point  of  view. 
Let  us,  free  from  the  glamour  of  Party 
prejudice,  ask  ourselves  this  simple 
question — What  do  wo  desire  when  we 
set  to  work  to  reform  our  Constitution 
— what  object  of  national*importance  do 
we  set  before  us  ?  I  assume  that,  in  the 
first  plaoe,  wo  desire  to  make  the  House 
more  perfectly  representative.  The  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  said  the  other  day  that 
he  wanted  a  House  better  calculated  to 
understand  the  wants  of  the  countrj'. 
That,  I  think,  is  a  most  inade- 
quate  description.  What  we  want  is 
a  House  of  Commons  not  only  better 
calculated  to  understand,  but  to  repre- 
sent  the  wants  of  the  country.  Wo 
require  for  that  a  system  of  represen- 
tation varied  according  to  the  require- 
ments of  the  different  parts  of  the  Three 
Kingdoms,  and  so  adjusted  to  its  needs 
as  to  afford  an  opportunity  for  the  ex- 
pression not  of  all  opinions,  for  that 
would  be  ridiculous,  but  of  all  substan- 
tial bodies  of  public  opinion.  Is  there 
anything  in  this  Bill  that  gives  such  an 
assurance?  There  is  nothmg  of  this 
sort  either  in  the  Bill  or  in  the  tipeech 
of  the  Prime  Minister  with  the  excep- 
tion of  a  single  sentence,  which  I  was 
glad  to  hear,  and  there  is  no  guaran- 
tee that  one  class  will  not  be  wholly 
swamped  by  others.  Important  interests 
and  important  classes  are  altogether 
effaced  by  this  Bill.  One  class — the 
agricultural  labourers  —  are,  I  know, 
likely  to  be  better  represented.  Thftt  is 
very  d*3sirable  and  very  reasonable.  Not 
that  I  admit  that  their  interests  have 
been  neglected.  I  do  not  think  many  hon. 
Members  will  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentloman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  when  he  spoke  of  the  whole- 
sale robbery  of  the  agricultural  labourers 
— ^an  evil,  by- the- bye,  which,  since  he  has 
been  a  Member  of  the  House,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  has  never  lifted 


even  his  little  finger  to  prevent.  I  may 
call  as  a  witness  the  Colleague  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman — ^namely,  the  pre- 
sent Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster, who,  in  his  annual  speeches  de- 
livered in  the  last  Parliament  on  the 
enfranchisement  of  the  agricultural  la- 
bourer, used  to  bring  forward  special 
grievances  and  wrongs  of  that  class,  and 
to  tell  the  House  that  they  required  to 
be  redressed.  It  is  a  remarkable  fact, 
however,  that,  after  about  three  or  four 
years,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  withdrew  that  contention,  ac- 
knowledging frankly  that  the  particular 
grievances  to  which  he  had  been  wont 
to  point  had  all  been  dealt  with  by  the 
House,  and,  he  might  also  have  added, 
by  a  Conservative  Government.  But, 
oven  assuming  it  was  true  that  the  in- 
terests of  the  agricultural  labourer  were 
neglected,  it  only  strengthens  my  case. 
The  more  we  have  allowed  his  interest 
to  be  overlooked  amid  the  pressure  of 
other  matters,  the  more  important  is  it 
that  we  should  now  take  every  security 
when  we  enfranchise  the  peasant  that 
his  votes  shall  not  be  swamped  by  the 
artizans  who  are  already  fully  repre- 
sented. Again,  I  presume  that  we 
wished  to  make  the  House  a  more 
efftcient  engine  for  doing  the  work  of 
government.  None  of  us,  I  suppose, 
hold  that  the  legislation  of  18G7  has 
been  particularly  fortunate  in  that  re* 
spect.  But  let  ua  put  the  saddle  on 
the  right  horse.  Everybody  knows  that 
if  is  not  the  constitueaoiea  who  tell 
their  Members  to  be  silent.  Many  of 
the  constituencies,  so  far  from  thinking 
that  their  Bepresentatives  stated  their 
grievances  or  expressed  their  views  too 
much,  consider  rather  that  they  fall 
short  in  that  respect.  If  I  might  ven- 
ture to  say  what  are  the  chief  dangers 
ahead  they  are  these.  Pirst  of  all  there 
is  a  danger  of  this  House  becoming  too 
sensitive  to  public  opinion.  That  is  a 
danger  already  in  existence,  and  I  could 
quote  cases  in  point.  Even  at  the 
present  time  safeguards,  which  most  of 
us  believe  to  be  desirable  in  the  true 
interests  of  the  country,  are  lightly 
abandoned  because  of  the  pres-sure  of 
outside  opinion,  mainly  uninstructed  and 
influenced  by  vague  clamour.  There  is 
a  possibility  that  that  danger  will  be  in- 
definitely increased.  Then  there  is  a  con- 
siderable danger  that  political  convul- 
sions will  become  more  severe,  and  that 
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the  swing  of  the  pendulum  of  public 
opinion  from  side  to  side  will  be  dan- 
gerous to  the  true  interests  of  the  Em- 
pire both  at  home  and  abroad.  But  if 
we  desire  to  moderate  the  swing  of  the 
pendulum — if  we  desire  to  check  by 
wholesome  restrain ta  the  violent  oacilla- 
tiooa  of  public  opinion,  is  there  any 
other  way  that  we  can  do  this  than  by 
taking  care  that  minorities  are  fairly 
represented  ?  If  we  desire  to  enable  this 
House  to  resist  unreasoniog  and  unrea- 
aonable  clamour,  we  must  take  care  to 
protect  the  independence  of  individual 
opinion,  and  provide  adequate  guaran- 
tees that,  in  the  adjustment  of  political 
power  which  we  propose,  it  shall  not 
all  fall  into  the  hands  of  the  wire-pullers. 
These  are  very  grave  questions ;  and 
in  my  humble  opinion  not  only  the 
true  interests  and  liberty  of  the  people^ 
but  even  the  existence  of  the  Empire, 
depend  upon  our  looking  facts  fairly 
in  the  face,  and  upon  our  not  allow- 
ing ourselves  to  be  led  into  delibe- 
rately accepting  an  incomplete  scheme 
of  electoral  reform  blindfolded,  and  in 
the  dark.  First,  we  want  more  infor- 
mation, and  then  we  want  some  sub- 
stantial guarantees,  that  this  great  ques- 
tion of  electoral  reform  shall  not  be  put 
before  us  piecemealj  but  that  we  shall 
have  an  opportunity  of  considering  and 
dealing  with  it  as  a  whole,  and  providing 
that  it  shatl  come  into  operation  as  a 
whole.  It  is  because  we  have  been  un- 
able to  detect  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  or  in  the  Bill,  atiy 
guarantee  of  a  substantial  character  for 
securing  these  important  results  that  it 
is  my  duty  now  to  move — 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Houae,  anj 
xneMuro  purporting  to  ^ride  for  the  better 
Eepreaentotion  of  the  People  in  Parliament 
tnuft  bo  accompanied  by  provisionB  for  a  proper 
amngsment  of  electoral  EiFeaB,*' 

Ma,  EOROYD.  in  seconding  the 
Amendment^  said,  he  rose  under  a  feel* 
ing  of  sadness  at  the  unexpected 
intelligence  of  the  loss  of  a  public  ser- 
vant whose  high  character,  great  abi- 
lity, eminent  courtesy,  and  temperate- 
nees  in  the  examination  of  all  public 
questions  had  been*  he  was  sure,  appre- 
ciated in  every  part  of  the  country,  and 
not  the  least  by  those  who  sat  on  the 
Opposition  Benches,  He  was  sure  that, 
under  the  circumstances,  every  man 
must  feel  less  disposed  to  say  one  word 
upon  that  discussion  which  would  add 

Mr.  B.  Stanhopt 


to  the  bitterness  of  Party  controversy. 
He  sincerely  hoped  that  in  discharging 
the  duty  which  had  fallen  upon  him  he 
might,  at  least,  avoid  saying  anything 
which  would  be  likely  to  raise  any  addi- 
tional obstacles  in  the  way  of  a  fair  eet- 
tlement  of  the  question.  He  believed 
that  there  was  no  serious  difference  of 
opinion  between  any  part  of  the  House 
in  regard  to  the  main  lines  of  a  fair  and 
equitable  settlement  of  the  great  ques- 
tions of  Beform;  but  he  could  not  help  , 
regretting  that  they  were  puzzled  and . 
nonplussed  by  the  ill-judged  separation 
of  that  question  into  two  portions, 
neither  of  which  could  be  completely 
examined  unless  the  House  was  in  pos- 
session of  the  other.  All  that  the  Con- 
servative Party  had  to  fear  in  connectioa  j 
with  that  was  an  unfair  arrangement  of 
the  question  of  redistribution — an  ar- 
rangement which,  while  it  might  in 
some  respects  appear  to  be  just  and  im- 
partial, would  yet  reduce  to  an  absolute 
|)olitical  nullity  the  voice  of  important 
interests  in  this  country.  He  would  not 
go  over  the  ground  of  the  relative  claims 
of  different  portions  of  the  country,  aa 
that  was  a  question  which  did  not  touch 
the  argument  he  wished  to  take.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  held  out  to  them  no 
solution  whatever  of  the  difficulty.  His 
speeches  held  out  no  offer  of  accommo- 
dation. They  were  merely  repetitions, 
in  moderate  and  courteous  terms,  of  a 
demand  for  absolute  surrender.  They 
were  asked  now  to  give  up,  under  the 
mere  name  of  a  compromise,  all  that 
they  considered  Tital  to  the  interest  of 
the  constituencies.  The  experience  of 
the  last  four  months  had  been  alluded 
to  both  to-day  and  on  previous  occasions; 
but  he  claimed  that  in  that  experience 
the  Conservative  Party  had  found  no 
reason  to  doubt  the  wisdom  of  the  posi- 
tion they  had  taken  up.  Although  the 
country  had  been  stirred  up  by  Party 
managers  from  one  end  of  it  to  the 
other,  hon.  Members  opposite  could  not 
point  to  one  single  convert  from  the 
Conservative  ranks.  In  the  ranks  of 
the  working  men  who  supported  the 
Conservative  cause  they  found  most 
energetic  supporters  of  the  stand  which 
had  been  made  on  the  subject.  They 
had  learnt  the  result  of  an  election  in  a 
constituency  which  already  possessed 
household  suffrage  ;  and,  in  his  opinion, 
that  election  could  not  be  pointed  to  as 
any   evidence  of   a  change  of  opinion 
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[favourable    to    the   Govemmsnt.      He 
would   rather,  however,  ask  hon,  Oen- 
Kllemen  opposite  to  consider  how  abso- 
(lutely  uadnss  and  impossible,  from  the 
Conservative  point  of  view,  must  be  the 
means  taken  on  tbe  platform  and  in  the 
I  Press   to   make   them   recede  from  the 
f  position    they   had   taken   up.       What 
would  be  their  position  in  the  eyes  of 
their  constituents  if  they  were  to  do  so  ? 
They  would  never  again  be  able  to  face 
]  them.   No  ;  they  might  be  fairly  beaten 
at   the   General  Electian,   or  by   some 
I  other  means  they  might  be  overruled; 
[in  that  case  they  would  be  able  to  know 
how    to    take  it;    but,    at  least,  they 
were  bound  to  prove  themselves  faith- 
ful to  the   trust  committed  to  them  by 
[their    cooiitituencies,    and    to   maintain 
[  that  to  alter  the  franchise  in  the  way 
I  proposed    would    tend  to  political    in- 
l justice  which  it  was  impossible  to  ex- 
Faggerate,     To  pass  the  present  measure 
[without  redistribution  would  aggravate 
fthe  existing  inequalities  of  the  franchise 
[five-fold.   I'hey  were  told  that  the  effect 
of  the   Franchise  Bill    was   simply  to 
place  householders  in  counties  in  exactly 
the  same  position  politically  as  in  bo- 
roughs.    As  a  matter  of  fact  it  did  no 
fiuch  thing.     Let  them  take  the  case  of 
a  large  population  which  had  been  made 
[the  sitbi^^ct  of  remark  and   discussion 
I  during  the  last  few  months — the  case  of 
I  Accriogton.      There  were  many  house- 
I holders   there  who   were    also   holders 
of    rateable    property,   and   who    were 
anxiously   looking  for  a  reform   which 
fihould  place  them  on  a  par  with  the 
property-owning  houeeboklers  at  Black- 
burn and  Burnley.    What  he  wanted  to 
[point   out  was  that  if  Accnngton  was 
[made  a  borough  under  a  Redistribution 
[Bill,    the  provident   men    there    would 
[enjoy  twice  as  much  political  power  as 
[their  less  thnfty  neighbours  who   were 
[not  property-owners.    But  if  Aceriugtoa 
I  was  left  in  the  constituency  of  North- 
rEast  Lancashire  these  men  would  eojoy 
[the  glorious  distinction  of  being  made 
[householders  in  the  same  hour  in  which 
[they  would  be  disqualified  a^  owners  of 
I  rateable  property.    That  would  show  the 
^absolute   necessity   of    taking   the   two 
questions  of  Beform  and  Redistribution 
together.    Then  the  Prime  Minister  had 
warned  them  lest,  in  separating  the  two 
questions^  they  should  bring  forward  an- 
other question  besides  that  of  the  frau- 
,  ohise.     But  they  were  not  left  to  choose 


whether  an  attack  was  to  be  made  on 
a  part  of  the  Constitution  or  not;  all 
that  they  had  to  choose  was  whether 
that  attack  should  be  an  open  and 
declared  one,  or  veiled  and  disguised 
in  some  other  form.  For  his  own 
part,  he  iufinitely  preferred  an  open 
attack ;  and  if  the  House  of  Lords  was 
to  be  deprived  of  its  real  place  and 
power  in  the  Constitution,  he  hoped  it 
would  be  by  open  attack  and  by  fair 
discussion  in  the  country,  and  not  by  a 
side  wind.  Not  by  the  adoption  of 
measures  which  would  reduce  the  House 
of  Lords  to  a  mere  nulhfcy^ — to  the 
shadow  of  a  name — and  which  would 
for  ever  eliminate  it  from  a  real  place  in 
the  Constitytiou  of  the  country.  They 
had  been  reminded  of  the  danger  of 
raising  a  great  Constitutional  question  ; 
he  thought  that  it  was  evident  that  the 
very  method  of  bringing  forward  the 
Franchise  Question,  and  the  action 
which  had  provoked  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
his  eide  of  the  House  to  opposition,  was 
in  itself  raising  a  Constitutional  ques- 
tion of  the  first  order.  They  considered 
that  Constitutional  questions  had  been 
raised  not  only  by  the  manner  in  which  the 
Franchise  Bill  bad  been  treated^  but  still 
more  by  the  way  in  which  it  bad  been 
introduced  ;  and  on  that  point  he  would 
like  to  ask  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  peculiar  ciroumstances  under  which 
the  Franchise  Bill  was  examined  by  that 
House  last  ^Session,  It  had  been 
brought  into  that  Hoxise  cot  and  dried 
by  the  Prime  Minister,  and  it  had  been 
understood  that  no  alteration  of  that 
Bill  was  to  be  permitted  in  its  passage 
through  the  House,  They  all  knew 
that,  whatever  might  be  the  opinions  of 
many  hon.  Members  opposite  as  to  its 
details,  the  expression  of  those  opinions, 
to  a  large  extent,  by  speech,  was  limited, 
and  by  vote  almost  entirely  forbidden. 
Tbey  all  knew  that  under  the  pressure  of 
the  Party  system  very  important  matters, 
which  ought  to  have  been  the  subject  of 
considerable  discussion,  had  been  passed 
over  ;  and  the  only  reply  to  remon- 
strances was  that  it  was  necessary,  lor 
the  enfranchisement  purposes  uf  the 
Government,  that  the  Bill  should  pass 
substantially  as  it  stood.  Were  they  to 
have  questions  of  the  first  Constitu- 
tional magnitude  brought  solemnly 
before  that  House^  and  then  practically 
withdrawn  from  discussion  ?  Was  not 
that  a  curtailment  of  the  duties  and 
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the  swing  of  the  pendulum  of  publio 
opinion  from  side  to  side  will  be  dan- 
gerous to  the  true  interests  of  the  Em- 
pire both  at  home  and  abroad.  But  if 
we  desire  to  moderate  the  swing  of  the 
pendulum — if  we  desiro  to  check  by 
wholesome  restraints  the  violent  odoilla- 
tions  of  public  opinion,  is  there  any 
other  way  that  we  can  do  this  than  by 
taking  care  that  minorities  are  fairly 
represented  ?  If  we  desire  to  enable  this 
House  to  resist  unreasoning  and  unrea- 
Bonable  clamour,  we  must  take  care  to 
prfjtect  the  independence  of  individued 
opinion,  and  provide  adequate  guaran- 
tees that,  in  the  adjustment  of  political 
power  which  we  propose,  it  shall  not 
all  fall  into  the  hands  of  the  wire-pullers. 
These  are  very  grave  questions ;  and 
in  my  humble  opinion  not  only  the 
true  interests  and  liberty  of  the  people, 
but  even  the  existence  of  the  Empire, 
depend  upon  our  looking  facts  fairly 
in  the  face,  and  upon  our  not  allow- 
ing ourselves  to  be  led  into  delibe- 
rately accepting  an  incomplete  scheme 
of  electoral  reform  blindfolded,  and  in 
the  dark.  First,  we  want  more  infor- 
mation, and  then  we  want  some  sub- 
stantial guarantees,  that  this  great  ques- 
tion of  electoral  reform  shall  not  be  put 
before  us  piecemeal,  but  that  we  shall 
have  an  opportunity  of  conaidering  and 
dealing  with  it  as  a  whole,  and  providing 
that  it  shall  come  into  operation  as  a 
whole.  It  is  because  we  have  been  un- 
able to  detect  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  or  in  the  Bill,  any 
guarantee  of  a  substantial  character  for 
securing  these  important  results  tbat  it 
is  my  duty  now  to  move^ — 

*♦  That|  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  any 
measore  purporting  t^  provide  for  the  better 
RepreBentation  of  the  People  in  Parliament 
must  bo  accompanied  by  provisiona  for  a  proper 
arrangwinent  of  electoral  areaa/' 

Mr.  EOROYD,  in  seconding  the 
Amendment,  said,  he  rose  under  a  feel- 
ing of  sadness  at  the  unexpected 
intelligence  of  the  loss  of  a  public  ser- 
vant whose  high  character,  great  abi- 
lity* eminent  courtesy,  and  tempera te- 
ness  in  the  examination  of  all  public 
questions  had  been,  he  was  sure,  appre- 
ciated in  every  part  of  the  country,  and 
not  the  least  by  those  who  sat  on  tlje 
Opposition  Benches,  He  was  sure  that, 
under  the  circumstances,  every  man 
must  feel  less  disposed  to  say  one  word 
upon  that  discussion  which  would  add 

Mr.  K  Stanhope 


to  the  bitterness  of  Party  controversy* 
He  sincerely  hoped  that  in  discharging 
the  duty  which  had  fallen  upon  him  he 
might,  at  least,  avoid  saying  anything 
which  would  be  likely  to  raise  any  addi- 
tional obstacles  in  the  way  of  a  fair  set- 
tlement of  the  question.  He  believed 
that  there  was  no  serious  diflferenco  of 
opinion  between  any  part  of  the  House 
in  regard  to  the  main  lines  of  a  fair  and 
equitable  settlement  of  the  great  ques- 
tions of  Keform ;  but  he  could  not  help 
regretting  that  they  were  puzzled  and 
nonplussed  by  the  ill-judged  separation 
of  that  question  into  two  portions, 
nuither  of  which  could  be  completely 
examined  unless  the  House  was  in  pos- 
session of  the  other.  All  that  the  Con- 
servative Party  had  to  fear  in  counectioa 
with  that  was  an  unfair  arrangement  of 
the  question  of  redistribution — an  ar- 
rangement which^  while  it  might  in 
some  respects  appear  to  be  just  and  im- 
partial, would  yet  reduce  to  an  absolute 
political  nullity  the  voice  of  important 
interests  in  this  country.  He  would  not 
go  over  the  ground  of  the  relative  claims 
of  different  portions  of  the  country,  as 
that  was  a  question  which  did  not  toucJi 
the  argument  he  wished  to  take.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  held  out  to  them  no 
solution  whatever  of  the  difficulty.  His 
speeches  held  out  no  oflfer  of  accommo- 
dation. They  were  merely  repetitionfl, 
in  moderate  and  courteous  terms,  of  a 
demand  for  absolute  surrender.  They 
were  asked  now  to  give  up^  under  the 
mere  name  of  a  compromise!  all  that 
they  considered  vital  to  the  interest  of 
the  constituencies.  The  experience  of 
the  last  four  months  had  been  alluded 
to  both  to-day  and  on  previous  occasions; 
but  he  claimed  that  in  that  experience 
the  Conservative  Party  had  found  no 
reason  to  doubt  the  wisdom  of  the  posi- 
tion they  had  taken  up.  Although  the 
country  had  been  stirred  up  by  Party 
managers  from  one  end  of  it  to  the 
other,  hon.  Members  opposite  could  not 
point  to  one  single  convert  from  the 
Conservative  ranks.  In  the  ranks  of 
the  working  men  who  supported  the 
Conservative  cause  they  found  most 
energetic  supporters  of  the  stand  which 
had  been  made  on  the  subject.  They 
had  learnt  the  result  of  an  election  in  a 
constituency  which  already  possessed 
household  suflrage  ;  and,  in  his  opinion, 
that  election  could  not  be  pointed  to  aa 
any   evidence  of   a  change  of  opiBton 
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favourable  to  the  Qt)vernment.  He 
would  rather,  however,  ask  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen apposite  to  consider  how  abso- 
lutely useless  and  impossible,  from  the 
Conservative  point  of  view,  must  be  the 
means  taken  on  the  platform  and  in  the 
Press  to  make  them  recede  from  the 
position  they  had  taken  up.  What 
would  be  their  position  in  the  eyes  of 
their  constituents  if  they  were  to  do  so  ? 
They  would  never  again  be  able  to  face 
them.  No  ;  they  might  be  fairly  beaten 
at  the  General  Elet'tton,  or  by  some 
other  means  they  mi^ht  be  overruled; 
in  that  case  they  would  be  able  to  know 
how  to  take  it ;  but,  at  least,  they 
were  bound  to  prove  themselves  faith- 
ful to  the  trust  committed  to  them  by 
their  constituencies,  and  to  maintain 
that  to  alter  the  franchise  in  the  way 
proposed  would  tend  to  political  in- 
jUBtiee  which  it  was  impossible  to  ex- 
aggerate. To  pass  the  present  measure 
without  redistribution  would  ajj^gravate 
the  existing  inequalities  of  the  franchise 
five- fold.  They  were  told  that  the  effect 
of  the  Franchise  Bill  was  simply  to 
place  householders  in  counties  in  exactly 
the  same  position  politically  as  in  bo- 
roughs. As  a  matter  of  fact  it  did  no 
such  thing.  Let  them  take  the  case  of 
a  large  population  which  had  been  made 
the  subject  of  remark  and  discussion 
during  the  last  few  months— the  case  of 
Accrington.  There  were  many  house- 
holders there  who  were  also  holders 
of  rateable  property,  and  who  were 
anxiously  looking  for  a  reform  which 
should  place  them  on  a  par  with  the 
property-owning  householders  at  Black- 
burn aiid  Burnley.  What  he  wanted  to 
point  out  was  that  if  Accrington  was 
made  a  borough  under  a  Redistribution 
Bill,  the  provident  men  there  would 
enjoy  twice  as  much  political  power  as 
their  lees  thrifty  neighbours  who  were 
not  property-owners.  But  if  Accrington 
was  left  in  the  constituency  of  North- 
East  Lancashire  these  men  would  enjoy 
the  glorious  distinction  of  being  made 
householders  in  the  same  hour  in  which 
they  would  be  disqualified  as  owaers  of 
rateable  property.  That  would  show  the 
absolute  necessity  of  taking  the  two 
questions  of  Reform  and  Redistribution 
together.  Then  the  Prime  Minister  had 
warned  them  lest,  in  separating  the  two 
questions,  they  should  bring  forward  an- 
other question  besides  that  of  the  fran- 
ohise.     But  they  were  aot  left  to  choose 


whether  an  attack  was  to  be  made  on 
a  part  of  the  Constitution  or  not;  all 
that  they  had  to  choose  was  whether 
that  attack  should  be  an  open  and 
declared  one,  or  veiled  and  disguised 
in  some  other  form.  For  his  own 
part,  he  infinitely  preferred  an  open 
attack ;  and  if  the  House  of  Lords  was 
to  be  deprived  of  its  real  place  and 
power  in  the  Constitution,  he  hoped  it 
would  be  by  open  attack  and  by  fair 
discussion  in  the  country,  and  not  by  a 
side  wind.  Not  by  the  adoption  of 
measures  which  would  reduce  the  House 
of  Lords  to  a  mere  nuUity^ — to  the 
shadow  of  a  name — and  which  would 
for  ever  eliminate  it  from  a  real  place  in 
the  Constitution  of  the  country.  They 
had  been  reminded  of  the  danger  of 
raising  a  great  Constitutional  question  ; 
be  thought  that  it  was  evident  that  the 
very  method  of  bringing  forward  the 
Franchise  Question,  and  the  action 
which  had  provoked  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
his  side  of  the  Houso  to  opposition,  was 
in  itself  raising  a  Constitutional  ques- 
tion of  the  first  order.  They  considered 
that  Constitutional  questions  had  been 
raised  not  only  by  the  manner  in  which  the 
Franchise  BiU  had  been  treated,  but  still 
more  by  the  way  in  which  it  had  been 
introduced  ;  and  on  that  point  he  would 
like  to  ask  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  peculiar  circumstances  under  which 
the  Franchise  Bill  was  examined  by  that 
House  last  Session.  It  had  been 
brought  into  that  House  cut  and  dried 
by  the  Prime  Minister,  and  it  had  been 
understood  that  no  alteration  of  that 
Bill  was  to  be  permitted  in  its  passage 
through  the  House.  They  all  knew 
that,  whatever  might  be  the  opinions  of 
many  hon.  Members  opposite  as  to  its 
details,  the  expression  of  those  opinions, 
to  a  large  extent,  by  speech,  was  limited, 
and  by  vote  almost  entirely  forbidden. 
They  all  knew  that  under  the  pressure  of 
the  Party  system  very  important  matters, 
which  ought  to  have  been  the  subject  of 
considerable  discussion,  bad  been  passed 
over  ;  and  the  only  reply  to  remon- 
strances was  that  it  was  necessary,  for 
the  enfranchisement  purposes  of  tho 
Government,  that  the  Bill  should  pass 
substantially  as  it  stood.  Were  they  to 
have  questions  of  the  first  Constitu- 
tional magnitude  brought  solemnly 
before  that  House,  and  then  practically 
withdrawn  from  discussion  ?  Was  not 
that  a  curtailment  of  the  duties  and 
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pririlegfla  of  the  House  ?  Tliat  was  a 
matter  more  important  than  the  mere 
passing  of  a  Bill ;  and  lie  said,  with  the 
moat  positive  knowledge,  that  io  any 
large  constituency  such  as  be  repre- 
sented, where  there  were  gi*eat  bodies 
of  working  men  attached  to  the  Constitu- 
tion, this  symptom  was  regarded  as  a 
most  serious  one.  It  was  not  merely 
that  the  Privileges  of  the  House  of 
Lords  were  in  danger,  but  those  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  If  this  Bill  were 
to  be  passed  through  the  House  with 
little  real  examination  or  discussion  on 
important  questions  of  detail,  as  in  last 
Session,  a  most  important  diminution 
in  the  powers  and  privileges  of  that 
House  would  have  been  silently  accom- 
plished* The  Franchise  Bill  was  not  a 
simple  measure  ;  and  the  point  to  which 
he  had  drawn  attention,  the  exclusion  of 
the  property  vote,  was  of  the  gravest 
importance  both  in  its  social  and  poli- 
tical  aspects.  As  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Mr.  S.Smith),  stated  the  other 
day^  the  working  classes  of  this  country 
were  divided  into  two  olasses^  one  not 
unprosperoufl,  who  protected  themselves 
to  a  considerable  extent  by  their  own 
organizations,  and  thus  maintained  their 
position  with  great  and  increasing 
ability,  but  outside  these  there  were  the 
incapable  and  incompetent  classes,  who 
could  not  readily  obtain  employment.  If 
they  were  to  give  no  predominance  to  the 
provident  over  the  improvident  class  of 
working  men,  they  would  be  taking  from 
the  hands  of  the  class  most  oapable  of 
influencing  them  for  good  one  of  the 
fittest  instruments  for  that  purpose. 
The  only  reply  he  could  obtain  from  the 
Prime  Minister  on  this  important  sub- 
ject was  a  brief  speech  of  two  minutes* 
duration ;  and  in  the  same  way  many 
other  points  were,  upon  the  slightest 
pretext,  withdrawn  from  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House  in  such  a  manner  that 
they  might  well  ask  whether  this  was 
the  Bill  of  the  House  of  Commons  or 
the  Bill  of  the  Executive.  This  ques- 
tion  was  the  question  to  be  considered, 
and  was  considered  by  the  masses  of  in- 
telligent working  men  in  this  country^ 
and  was  of  suoh  importance  as  to  over- 
shadow the  importance  of  any  Franchise 
Bill  whatever.  The  anxiety  of  those 
who  had  long  been  associated  with  the 
great  masses  of  population  in  this 
country,  who  knew  their  habits,  their 
wants,  and  their  feeEngs,   their  great 
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and  prevailing  anxiety  was  that  the 
better  part  should  prevail.  That  waftj 
the  way  to  insure  peace  and  social  order 
among  that  portion  of  the  working 
classes  who  at  present  were  so  difficult 
to  raise.  If  they  were  to  take  awaj^j 
such  an  instromant  as  this  for  the  exer* 
cise  of  political  iuilueuce,  for  the  solution 
of  great  social  questions,  and  the  ad- 
vancement of  the  lower  orders  of  the 
people,  those  who  could  best  exercise  it 
would  not  be  able  to  do  so;  and  they 
would  then  be  striking  a  fatal  blow  at 
the  future  political  safety  of  this  country. 
In  the  name  of  those  for  whom  bespoke, 
owners  of  property — men  entitled  to  be 
heard— men  who  knew  how  to  raise  them- 
selves, he  must  express  an  earnest  hope 
that  the  House  would  not,  in  important 
matters  like  these,  sacrifice  the  highest  in- 
terests of  the  country  to  any  circumstances^  . 
however  pressing,  or  however  important, 
in  the  eyes  of  the  Executive.  He  would 
only  add,  in  conclusion,  with  regard  to 
the  whole  matter,  that,  in  his  opinion,  the 
real  differences  between  the  two  Parties, 
were  so  small  that  half-a-dozen  thought- 
ful men  drawn  from  each  side  coul<f 
have  framed  a  solution  that  would  havflr] 
been  generally  accepted  ;  and  he  hopejj 
they  would  still,  every  one  of  them,  M&4] 
their  influence  to  bring  about  a  peaceful  ■ 
settlement  of  the  question.  But  he 
could  not  say,  after  the  speech  of  the  i 
Prime  Minister  that  night,  that  he  sa^ 
much  prospect  of  a  compromise.  Thd 
speech  of  the  right  hon,  Gentleman  was 
in  tone  and  temper  a  most  moderate  an  J 
courteous  speech ;  but  in  its  essence  wb 
there  one  single  note  of  accommodation! 
Was  there  anything  that  could  b^ 
ofiPered  to  them  as  a  solution  of  the' 
difficulties  that  pressed  upon  thorn  ? 
The  Oonservative  Party  throughout  had 
been  absolutely  pn^pared  to  join  in  a 
reasonable  and  fair  settlement  of  the 
question  ;  but  the  doubt  on  the  Con- 
servative side  wfis  with  regard  to  the 
question  of  Kedistribution.  They  could 
not  submit  to  a  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion which  might  put  them  in  this 
position— that  the  scheme  of  Eedistribn- 
tion  would  be  so  arranged  that  certain 
populations  would  be  thrown  into  the 
mass  of  the  county  population  for  the 
sake  of  putting  them  into  an  area  that 
properly  should  have  no  influence  at 
all.  The  Government  must  either  trust 
their  political  opponents  and  disclose 
their  intentions,  or,  if  they  refused  to  do 
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that,  they  could  not  call  upon  the  Ouu- 
aervative  Party  to  place  that  coniidence 
in  them  which  they  themselves  refused 
to  extend  to  their  opponents. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  •*  That  **  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  ordw  to  add  the  worda 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  Uouae,  any  meastire 
parportiug  to  provide  for  the  better  Repreacnta- 
tion  of  the  People  in  Parliament  must  be 
accompanied  by  provisions  for  a  proper  arrange- 
ment of  electoral  areas," — {Mr.  E.  Stanhope^  \ 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  ho  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Queation." 

Mr.  QORST  said,  he  was  disposed  to 
think  that  the  differences  between  the 
two  sides   of  the    House  were  now  so 
small   that    half-a-dozen  sensible   men 
might  easily  settle  all  that  was  between 
them  in  a  few  minutes.     Ho  could  not 
a^ee  with  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Ecroyd) 
that  this  was  a  rjuestion  on  which  there 
was  no  possibility  of  compromise.   From 
the  appearance  of  the  House,  it  was  very 
evident  that  the  House  in  general,  and 
the   Conservative   Party   in    particular^ 
took  very  little  interest  in  the  discussion 
of  this  Amendment  j  and  that  was  not 
fiuiprising,  because  it  was  only  the  old 
question  which  had  been  brought  for  ward 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North 
Leioestershix^e  (Lord  Jolin  Manners),  and 
it  had  been  discussed  ad  nam&am,     He^ 
therefore,   defied  anybody  to  say  any- 
thing new  on  the  subject.     He  was  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment  as  an  abstract 
Motion ;  and  if  he  could  support  it  without 
impeding  the  progress  of  the  Franchise 
Bill,  he   should  he   perfectly  ready  to 
follow    the    hon.    Gentleman    into    the 
Lobby*     He  wished,  however,  to  point 
out  that  since  this  (j^uestion  was  discussed 
last  Session  a  great  many  things  had 
happened.     In  the  first  place,  they  were 
defeated  in  the  House  of  Commons  by  a 
very  large  majority.     If  Parliamentary 
government  was  to  be  carried  on  at  all, 
there    must   be    some    questions    upon 
which  the  minority  must  yield   to  the 
majority  ;  and  if  there  was  any  question 
upon  which  the  minority  should  yield  to 
the  majority,  be  should  say  it  was  on  a 
question  of  procedure.     He  had  taken 
no  part  in  the  agitation  of  the  autumn  ; 
but,  as  a  looker  on,  he  could  discover 
no  very  clear  evidence  on  the  part  of  the 
country  that  it  desired  to  disassociate  itself 


from  the  vote  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
The  Leaders  of  the  Conservative  Party 
were  just  as  anxious  as  the  Gt)vernment 
to  agree  to  the  extension  of  the  fran- 
chise, and  that  had  always  been  their 
position  in  times  past  [A  lauffh.']  Well, 
for  10  years  he  had  found  hiniself  in 
perfect  harmony  with  his  Leaders  on  this 
question,  and  he  was  always  in  favour 
of  extending  household  suffrage  to  the 
countie.s.     But  not  only  was  the  Conser- 
vative Party  anxious  to  extend  the  fran- 
chise ;  the  Government  and  their  sup- 
porters were  equally  anxious  to  pass  a 
Redistribution  Bill.   That  was  the  situa- 
tion between  them.  What  guarantee  had 
they  that  the  Government  would  carry 
their  promises  out?     He  was   as  sus- 
picious as  most  people  of  the  pledges  of 
the  Government ;  but  he  confessed  that, 
on  this  particular  matter  of  redistribu- 
tion, the  Government  were  as  solemnly 
pledged  and  bound  as  they  could  possibly 
be,  and  that  they  could  not  go  back  from 
the  pledges  they  had  given  to  the  coun- 
try without  laying  themselves  open  to  a 
charge  of  gross  breach  of  faith.     II  they 
had  ft  security  that  some  Bill  would  be 
brought   in   by  the  Government,   what 
security  had  they  that  the  Bill  would  be 
a  fair  Bill  ?     Well,  in  the  first  place,  he 
did  not  see  any  radical  difference  between 
the  two  Parties  asregardedredistribution 
and  the  principles  which  should  be  ap- 
plied  to  it.    They  were  all  agreed  that  tho 
ohange  must  be  in  the  direction  of  repre- 
sentation in  accordance  with  numbers, 
without   rigid   mathematical  apportion- 
ment.    There  must,  of  course,  be  ano- 
malies, unless  they  liad  equal  electoral 
districts.     When    the    Prime    Minister 
enunciated  the  principles  of  ;hi8  redistri- 
bution  scheme,  he  observed  that  they 
met  with  the  general  assent  of  Membera 
on  the  Conservative  side.     Therefore,  he 
supposed  that  in  these  principles  enun- 
ciated by  the  Prime  Minister  there  were 
no  points  of  difference   that  ought  to 
crento   a   great   crisis.     There  was  one 
point,  however,  on  which  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister did  not  touch,  and  that  was  the 
representation  of  minorities ;    hut  that 
was  not  a  Party  question.     Then,  as  to 
the  charge  that  the  Government  might 
manipulate  the  redistribution  of  seats  so 
OS  to  gain  an  advantage  for  their  own 
Party,  he  said  boldly  that  that  was  a 
task  they  eould  not  perform.     He  did 
not  say  it  was  impossiDle  to  manipulate 
a  scheme  of  ropreBeutation  with  regard 
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to  small  boroughs,  for  which  men  could 
be  returned  at  the  will  of  some  noble- 
man. If  there  was  any  talk  of  retaining 
boroughs  of  the  kind,  he  did  not  deny 
that  there  would  be  room  for  some  mani- 
pulation ;  but  if  they  were  going  to  con- 
struct large  and  important  constituen- 
cies, with  an  adequate  number  of  elec- 
tors, he  defied  the  cleverest  election 
agent  in  the  world  to  manipulate  a 
scheme  of  the  kind.  This,  however,  was 
a  point  with  regard  to  which  there  was 
much  nervous  timidity  on  his  side  of  the 
House;  but  he  did  not  see  it  in  that 
light.  Both  Parties  were  often  mistaken 
as  to  the  efEeot  a  particular  provision 
would  have  upon  their  respective  inte- 
rests. Two  instances  would  show  this. 
In  1 867  there  was  a  great  Party  struggle 
as  to  whether  the  urban  element  should 
be  drawn  within  the  boroughs  by  an  ex- 
tension of  boundaries,  or  left  in  the 
counties.  Both  Parties  believed  the  new 
voters  would  be  Liberal,  and  the  Conser- 
vatives feared  they  would  swamp  the 
existing  county  voters.  The  Liberals 
had  their  way ;  but  the  result  had  been 
that  the  new  voters  had  proved  one  of 
the  most  Conservative  elements  in  the 
State,  and  the  Metropolitan  counties, 
which  consisted  almost  wholly  of  that 
class,  had  returned  Conservative  Mem- 
bers from  that  time  to  the  present. 
Again,  in  the  case  of  the  minority  vote, 
which  was  inserted  by  the  House  of 
Lords  on  the  Motion  of  Lord  Cairns, 
and  which  affected  seven  counties  and 
five  boroughs  returning  36  Members, 
according  to  the  majorities  these  places 
should  return  21  Conservatives  and  15 
Liberals,  whereas  the  actual  representa- 
tion was  18  Conservatives  and  18  Libe- 
rals. But  the  most  powerful  security 
against  an  improper  manipulation  of  the 
seats,  even  if  that  were  possible,  was 
the  dread  of  the  Government  of  public 
opinion,  which  assuredly  would  resent 
any  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  break  its  pledges.  If  there  was 
one  thing  which  had  been  made  more  clear 
than  another  by  the  agitation  of  the  pre- 
sent autumn  it  was  that  the  majority  of 
the  people  desired  a  complete  measure  of 
Eeformtobe  passed  in  the  present  Parlia- 
ment; and  he  believed  that  public  opinion 
would  punish  whichever  of  the  two  Par- 
ties in  that  House  tried  to  defeat  their 
wishes.  He  had  heard  it  said  that  the 
(Government  wanted  to  pass  the  Fran- 
chise Bill  and  then  to  dissolve ;  but  if 
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they  carried  out  that  intention  it  would 
be  a  most  disastrous  thing  for  them- 
selves. If  they  were  to  carry  out  such 
an  intention,  they  could  not  take  the 
opinion  of  the  country  under  more  un- 
favourable circumstances.  They  would 
be  appealing  to  boroughs  which  were 
condemned  by  anticipation,  and  to  coun- 
ties which  their  laches  had  deprived  of 
their  just  share  of  representation,  and 
they  would  be  appealing  to  people  who 
were  indignant  at  their  breach  of  faith. 
All  these  securities  for  the  passing  of  a 
Bill  for  the  redistribution  of  seats  being 
in  existence,  what  was  the  position  of 
the  two  political  Parties  at  the  present 
moment?  The  Tory  Party  were  no 
longer  in  the  position  of  having  to  dis- 
simulate their  love  for  the  extension  of 
household  sufirage  to  the  counties, 
while  the  Liberal  Party  were  pledged 
up  to  the  hilt  to  the  introduction  of  a 
fair  measure  for  the  redistribution  of 
seats.  The  difference  between  the  two 
Parties,  therefore,  was  very  small — ^it 
having  been  reduced  to  a  mere  question 
of  procedure.  In  such  circumstancee  it 
would  be  most  discreditable  to  our  Par- 
liamentary system  if  the  two  Parties 
could  not  agree  upon  some  mode  of  pro- 
cedure by  which  their  mutual  objects 
would  be  attained.  But,  unfortunately, 
there  were  obstacles  to  that  agreement. 
The  first  of  those  obstacles  was  furnished 
by  the  speeches  delivered  on  platforms 
in  the  country,  and,  he  was  sorry  to  say, 
even  in  that  House,  by  hon.  Members 
who  had  no  desire  to  come  to  an  agree- 
ment, who  wished  to  keep  the  wound 
open,  and  who  had  motives  which  went 
far  beyond  the  passing  of  the  Franchise 
and  the  Bedistribution  Bills,  and  who 
desired  to  stir  up  dissension  in  the  con- 
stituencies. These  were  the  men  who 
rubbed  the  sore  when  they  should  bring 
the  plaster.  He  hoped,  however,  that 
the  House  would  discourage  all  such 
persons,  and  all  such  speeches.  The 
next  obstacle  to  a  satisfactory  settlement 
of  the  question  was  that  the  Leaders  of 
both  sides  of  the  House  were  unwilling 
to  trust  Parliament  to  legislate  with 
freedom.  They  wanted  to  have  a  rope 
round  the  neck  of  Parliament.  The 
Leaders  on  his  own  side  of  the  House 
were,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  using  the 
2,000,000  of  capable  citizens,  whose 
ri^ht  to  enfranchisement  they  had  ad- 
mitted, as  a  sort  of  lever,  to  foroe  from 
the  Government  a  Bedistribution  BUI, 
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when  no  compulsion  was  necesgnry  to 
attain  that  object.  He  had  rathor  a 
strong  opinion  with  regard  to  the  wis- 
dom of  using  the  rights  of  those 
2,000,000  of  persona  for  that  purpose. 
In  his  humble  judgment,  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  had  got  hold  of  a  very  ugly 
and  dangerous  edged  tool  in  this  mat- 
ter. It  was  not  impossible  that  the 
2, 000^000  of  capable  citizens  might  re- 
sent their  rights  being  made  use  of  in 
this  way  for  the  purpose  of  puttiog  a 
acrew  upon  the  Government;  and  he 
thought  that  they  wouKl  probably  look 
to  tbe  votes  of  hon.  Members  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Franchise  Bill 
rather  than  to  their  speeches.  If  he 
were  a  county  Member  he  should  be 
sorry  to  have  to  face  the  newly-enfrao- 
chised  electors  whom  tbey  had  deprived 
of  their  privileges  until  they  had  got 
concessions  from  the  Government  on  the 
mere  question  of  procedure.  He  did  not 
acquit  the  Prime  Minister  in  this  matter, 
because  he  had  been  attempting  to  use 
the  Franchise  Act,  when  passed,  as  a 
lever  to  force  the  passage  of  a  Eedistri- 
bution  Bill  by  a  Parliament  quite  willing 
to  pass  it  without  force.  He  thought 
that  tbe  solid  sense  of  the  country  would 
repudiate  any  attempt  to  coerce  Parlia- 
ment, or  to  induce  them  to  act  other- 
wise than  with  perfect  freedom.  Ho 
hoped  that  the  detenni nation  to  repu- 
diate all  kinds  of  coercion  would  find  aa 
echo  on  both  sides  of  the  House.  Hold- 
ing those  views,  hi  a  desire  would  be  to 
pass  the  Franchise  Bill  nem.  con,  through 
the  House  of  Commons,  Why  should 
any  Party  in  that  House  desire  to  make 
enemies  of  the  new  voters  ?  They  could 
not  keep  them  out  if  they  would,  and 
they  would  not  keep  them  out  if  they 
could.  As  he  had  said,  the  people 
would  look  more  to  their  votes  than  to 
the  speeches  of  hon.  Members ;  and  he 
believed  that  Members  on  the  Opposi- 
tion side  who  might  hereafter  become 
candidates  for  populous  constituencies 
would  find  it  very  hard  to  explain  their 
conduct  in  voting  against  the  second 
reading  of  tbe  Franchise  Bill.  They 
might  profess  a  desire  for  the  enfran^ 
chisement  of  the  county  householder; 
but  they  would  find  a  great  number  of 
people,  both  in  boroughs  ami  counties, 
who  would  say — *'If  they  voted  against 
the  franchise  they  do  but  flatter  with 
their  lips  and  dissemble  in  their  double 
hearts."     Why  should  the  Conservatife 


Party  run  their  heads  against  a  stone 
wall  upon  a  mere  question  of  procedure? 
If  there  was  to  bo  a  Tory  Party  in  the 
future  they  must  rely  upon  that  solid 
Consorvative  sentiment  which  history 
had  proved  existed  among  the  masses 
of  the  people  of  this  country.  The  days 
of  privilege  and  of  exclusiveness  had  gone 
by  for  ever.  The  Opposition  had  a  great 
case  to  bring  against  the  Government 
before  the  constituencies.  They  had  a 
case  of  disaster  in  our  foreign  relations, 
and  of  indifference  to  our  Imperial  in- 
terests. If  they  were  so  ready  to  im- 
peach the  Gk>vernment,  why  not  impeach 
them  before  the  country  at  large — why 
should  they  make  a  futile  attempt  to 
pack  the  jury  and  make  enemies  by  alien- 
ating those  whom  they  could  not  get 
rid  of  by  any  chance  ?  Supposing  that 
the  screw  was  put  on  the  Government, 
and  violent  measures  were  used  for  the 
purpose  of  inducing  them  to  proceed 
with  their  Eedistribution  Bill,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  passing  the  Franchise 
Bill,  in  the  way  he  had  suggested,  una- 
nimously through  the  House  of  Com- 
mons would  give  the  Opposition  an 
enormous,  lever  with  the  constituen- 
cies. A  great  number  of  the  Members 
on  the  Government  side  of  the  House, 
he  believed  J  woidd  very  cordially  ap- 
prove of  that  course.  Whatever  might 
be  the  fate  of  the  Bill  in  the  other 
House,  he,  for  one»  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  give  hon.  Members 
every  opportunity  of  doing  their  duty. 
That  duty,  he  understood^  was  to  make 
the  most  rapid  progress  they  possibly 
could  according  to  the  procedure  indi- 
cated by  the  Government  with  a  com- 
plete measure  of  Beform  which  the 
country  desired  to  see  passed.  He  re- 
gretted very  much  that  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister in  his  speech  did  not  announce 
any  definite  intention  of  introducing  and 
proceeding  with  the  Eedistribution  Bill 
as  soon  as  the  Franchise  Bill  had  passed 
that  House  j  and  he  hoped  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  take  into  con- 
sideration the  possibility  and  the  pro* 
priety  of  adopting  such  a  course.  If 
the  Government  did  adopt  that  course, 
he  would  promise  to  give  them  the  most 
cordial  and  candid  assistance.  He  be- 
lieved that  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
there  were  a  large  number  of  Members 
who  were  sincerely  desirous  of  seeing 
this  question  settled  ;  and  ho  hoped  that 
both  a  Franchise  and  n  Bodistributlon 
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Bill  would  become  law  durmg  the  pre- 
sent Session, 

Me.  FIETH  observed,  that  it  was  a 
most  interesting  question  how  far  tho 
admirable  speech  which  had  just  been 
addressed  to  the  House  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  was  inspired,  and  how  many 
followers  he  had  in  the  House.  It  was 
to  bo  regretted  that,  so  far  as  was  at 
present  known,  the  hon,  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  not  3^et  persuaded  his 
Leaders  to  adopt  bis  views  on  the  sub- 
ject  under  consideration*  Those  views 
were  only  new  as  entertained  by  a  Con- 
flervfttive,  for  the  Liberals  had  been 
placing  them  continuously  before  the 
country  during  the  last  three  or  four 
months.  The  anxiety  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  to  pass  the  Franchise  Bill  was 
one  of  the  most  remarkable  features  of 
the  present  situation.  It  was  now  said 
that  the  question  at  issue" should  be  left 
for  the  decision  of  the  constituencies. 
He  did  not  know  why  they  should  not 
be  satisfied  with  the  reference  to  the 
constituencies  in  1880.  There  was  one 
point  in  the  tactics  of  the  Conservatives 
which  led  him  to  doubt  the  reality  of 
their  anxiety  for  the  Franchise  BilL  He 
could  not  understand  their  tactics,  be- 
cause if  the  Franchise  Bill  were  passed 
and  redistribution  were  brought  for- 
ward, a  great  number  of  ditficulties 
would  arise  which  would  give  their  op- 
ponents  the  opportunity  of  dividing  tlie 
Liberal  Party.  It  might  bo  asked  why 
the  Goryrmuent  did  not  introduce  a  Re- 
distribution Bill  at  once.  The  answer 
was— and  it  seemed  to  him  an  excellent 
one^ — ^that  the  difficulties  attending  re- 
distribution were  such  that  many  Mem- 
bers might  take  advantage  of  them  for 
the  purpose  of  throwing  the  Franchise 
Question  over  altogether.  It  was  per- 
fectly evident  that  if  the  Government 
were  to  introduce  any  He  distribution 
Bill  whatever  until  the  Franchise  Bill 
was  passed  there  would  be  such  opposi- 
tion directed  against  it  from  various 
points  as  to  enable  the  franchise  scheme 
altogether  to  bo  destroyed.  Eediatribu- 
tion  took  a  much  longer  time  for  discus- 
sion in  1832  than  the  Franchise  Bill; 
and  he  ventured  to  say  that  if  a  Bedis- 
tribution  Bill  proprjsed  only  to  disfran- 
chise B  rid  port,  Eye,  and  Woodstocki 
the  whole  time  of  Parliament,  having 
regard  to  the  capacity  for  discussion  of 
the  Eepresentativee  of  tlsose  oonstituen- 
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cies,  would  be  taken  up  by  those  Mem- 
bers alone.  Having  regard  to  their 
experience  of  the  time  occupied  by  the 
Franchise  Bill  last  Session,  it  was  very 
surprising  to  find  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Nortb  Devon  stating  at 
Newcastle  that  the  Eedistribution  Bill 
could  easily  have  been  passed  together 
with  the  Franchise  Bill  last  Session.  It 
was  said  that  if  the  Francliise  Bill  was 
passed  without  redistribution  it  would 
create  a  number  of  anomalies;  but  those 
anomalies  would  not  be  greater  than  the 
present  ones.  He  was  glad  to  find  that 
the  Prime  Minister  had  adopted  so  firm 
a  tone  ;  and  he  hoped  that,  having  takea 
up  their  present  attitude,  the  Govern- 
ment would  maintain  it,  and  would  not 
introduce  a  measure  of  redistribution 
until  the  Franchise  Bill  was  safe  through 
the  House  of  Lords, 

Me.  DALRYMPLEsaid,  he  gathered 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down  thought  the  present  Parliament 
could  not  deal  with  the  question  of  re- 
distribution ;  and  he  further  contended 
that  no  measure  of  redistribution  ought 
to  be  introduced  until  the  Franchiso 
Bill  had  passed  through  the  House 
of  Lords,  He  (Mr.  Dalrymple)  inferred 
from  that,  that  if  the  Government  then 
found  themselves  face  to  face  with  th© 
inherent  difficulties  of  redistribution, 
which  had  been  so  graphically  described, 
they  would  decide  not  to  deal  with  that 
question,  but  to  go  to  the  country  on  the 
Franchise  Bill  alone.  He  was  not  dis- 
posed to  complain  of  the  speech  of  tho 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gorst),  who  had  a  perfect  right  to 
his  independent  opinion,  whicli  he  al- 
ways expressed  in  the  House.  But  if  he 
were  inc-lined  to  complain  of  it  at  all,  he 
thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  been  sufficiently  punished  by  tlie 
elftisive  and  laboured  eulogium  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Chelsea  (Mr.  Firth). 
He  (^Ir.  Dalrymple)  could  not  help 
thinking,  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
Chelsea  denied  the  possibility^  of  dealing 
with  the  complete  question  of  Reform 
in  one  Session,  that  it  would  not  have 
been  so  vei^  impossible  if  only  the  Gh)- 
vernnientj  in  the  Session  in  which  they 
intended  to  deal  with  the  question  bo- 
fore,  had  not  brought  forward  a  great 
mass  of  other  legislation  with  which 
they  did  not  seriously  intend  to  deal.  He 
referred,  of  course,  to  such  measures  aa 
the  Bill  for  the  Government  of  London, 
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which  certainly  was  a  questioa  not  suit- 
able  to  be  introduced  in  a  Session  in  which 
Parliament  was  to  be  asked  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  Refona.  Unlike  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
— with  many  of  whose  remarks  he  found 
^  himself  in  considerable  agreement — be 
intended  to  support  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lin  coin  shire  (Mr.  E,  Stanhope).  He 
was  always  sorry,  in  reference  to  the 
Franchise  Bill,  if  a  constructjon  were 
put  on  a  vote  in  favour  of  such  an 
Amendment  that  it  was  a  vote  against 
the  Bill,  and  there  was  none  who  felt 
that  more  keenly  than  he  did,  for  it  so 
happened  that  he  enjoyed  the  singular 
privilege  of  being  the  only  sur^avingCon- 
servative  Member  who  voted  in  1874  with 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr,  Trovelyan). 
It  was  true,  as  he  explained  in  a  eubse 
quent  year,  that  he  did  not  think  it  wise, 
year  after  year,  to  press  the  question 
on  a  then  reluctant  Parliament,  and  he 
gave  effect  to  that  opinion  by  a  vote  in, 
[he  thought,  1876.  At  all  event?,  having 
always  considered  that  an  extension  of 
the  franchise  was  a  necessary  corollary 
of  the  legislation  of  1867,  he  had  no 
difilxoulty  in  resuming  in  the  present 
year  the  attitude  which  he  formerly  took 
up  when  the  question  was  not  quite  so 
I  popular  as  it  was  now.  He  could  not  help 
I  noticing,  in  passing,  when  reference  was 
made  to  the  conversion  of  Members  of 
I  the  Conservative  Party  on  this  question, 
I  the  number  of  conversions  that  had 
'  taken  place  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  When  they  heard  the  Conser- 
vative Party  charged  with  being  secretly 
opposed  to  the  extension  of  the  fran- 
chise and  with  distrust  of  the  people, 
ho  could  not  help  remembering  that,  in 
some  of  those  years  when  the  pre* 
I  Bent  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
'caster  brought  forward  this  qnestiun, 
1  his  right  hon.  Friend  complained  that 
[  he  had  three  great  opponents  to  contend 
against — the  Prime  Minister  of  that  day, 
Tha  Timf$  newspaper,  and  what  be  then 
described  as  the  late  Solicitor  General, 
The  late  Solicitor  General  to  whom  he 
'  referred  was  the  present  Home  Secre- 
tary. So  that  if  there  had  been  conver- 
sions on  the  Conservative  side  of  the 
House,  conversions  on  the  other  side 
had  been  equally  notorious,  and  not  of 
60  very  remote  a  date.  But  passing 
from  that,  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  and 
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learned  Member  for  Chatham  in  what  he 
said  as  to  the  approximation  which  had 
taken  place  between  the  opinions  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  with  reference 
to  this  question.  It  was  admitted  tbat 
the  principle  of  the  extenfiion  of  the 
franchise  was  now  accepted  by  both 
sides  ;  but  he  presumed  still  to  hold  that 
the  question  which  they  had  urged  both 
in  and  out  of  Parliament  was  also  of 
paramount  importance — that  they  should 
have  the  whole  measure  of  the  Govern- 
ment scheme  of  Reform  before  them. 
He  saw  two  maps  the  other  day  in  an 
able  evening  journal,  which  professed 
to  give  an  account  of  the  number  of 
meetings  held  in  the  country  on  the  one 
side  or  the  other  during  the  Becees* 
He  did  not  know  that  he  attached  spe- 
cial importance  to  the  number  of  meet* 
ings,  or  to  the  number  who  attended  the 
meetings,  on  one  side  or  the  other.  He 
should  think  from  the  nature  of  the 
cose  it  was  highly  probable  that  a 
greater  number  of  meetings  was  held  in 
favour  of  the  Franuhise  Bill,  because  if 
they  asked  people  to  believe  the  Fran- 
eliise  Bill  was  in  danger,  undoubtedly 
they  could  get  numerous  and  largely 
attended  meetings  in  support  of  the  Bill. 
Many  of  those  who  got  up  the  meetings 
knew  perfectly  well  the  Franchise  Bill 
was  not  really  in  danger,  and  that  what 
was  contended  for  on  the  Conservative 
side  was  not  that  the  Franchise  Bill 
should  not  pass,  but  that  they  should 
have  the  whole  scheme  of  Reform  before 
them.  He  had  heard  with  satisfaction 
much  of  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter to-night.  He  recognized  not  only 
the  conciliatory  spirit  of  that  speech,  but 
he  regarded  with  satisfaction  the  sketch 
of  the  scheme  of  Bedistributiou  which  the 
right  hon  Gentleman  had  put  before 
them.  He  recognized  in  that  sketch 
something  of  the  sketch  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  put  before  the 
House  last  Session.  But  why,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  anxious  to 
advance  his  scheme  of  Reform,  as  he 
believed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was, 
did  he  not  go  one  step  further,  and 
having  shadowed  forth  the  seheme  of 
Redistribution,  undertake  to  lay  it  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  after  the  Franchise 
Bill  had  passed  this  House  ?  If  he  had 
done  that  it  would  not  only  have  been 
conciliatory,  it  would  have  been  much 
more;  it  would  have  shown  the  House  and 
the  country  that  he  was  anxious  to  meet 
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the  fair  demand  which  the  Conservative 
Party  had  made— a  demand  which  was 
acoording  to  precedent — and  by  so  doing 
he  would  have  found  he  would  have 
greatly  facilitated  the  passing  of  the 
measure  of  Heform.  He  eometimea 
wondered  if  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
seriously  disputed  the  contention  which 
the  Conservatives  made.  It  was  difB- 
cult  for  him  to  believe  that  they  did  not 
feel  the  force  of  that  contention,  e8X3e- 
oially  as  it  wa^  well  known  that  they 
only  contended  for  what  had  been 
granted  in  former  times — namely,  the 
exhibition  of  the  full  scheme  of  Eeform 
— a  contention  which,  when  the  last  mea- 
sure of  Reform  was  before  Parliament, 
was  advocated  by  two  men  who  were 
now  Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment at  the  present  time.  They 
had  heard  a  good  deal  about  a  crisis  at 
the  present  time.  He  had  sometimes 
been  inclined  to  question  what  the  nature 
of  the  crisis  was.  It  was  not  seriously 
stated,  he  thought,  that  it  was  a  crisis  of 
the  country ;  but  was  it  really  a  crisis  of 
the  Franchise  Bill  ?  Could  that,  for  one 
moment,  be  said  to  he  true  ?  If  it  had 
been  said  hitherto,  it  could  not  he  said 
after  what  had  passed  to-night.  He  be- 
lieved,  if  crisis  there  were,  it  was  a 
crisis  of  the  Government.  The  differ- 
ence of  opinion  which  existed  was  not 
a  difference  of  opinion  between  the 
House  of  Parliament  and  the  country. 
It  waa  a  difference  between  the  majority 
of  the  other  House  and  the  Minister  of 
the  day.  As  he  had  said,  he  believed  if 
the  ilinister  of  the  day — a  phrase  he 
used  in  preference  to  the  Ministry  of  the 
day— had  gone  one  step  further  than  he 
did  to-night,  and  had  promised  to  lay  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  a  scheme  of  Re- 
distribution on  something  like  the  lines 
which  he  had  described,  ue  believed  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  found 
that  much  of  the  difficulty  with  which 
he  had  to  contend  would  disappear.  He 
agreed  entirely  with  the  spirit  of  part  of 
the  remarks  of  the  Prime  Minister  when 
he  spoke  of  dealing  with  this  question, 
not  io  a  partizan  or  Party  spirit,  but  in 
a  wider  and  more  generous  spirit.  He 
(Mr.  Dalrymple)  did  not  envy  the  man 
who  had  hoped,  out  of  this  present  excite- 
ment with  reference  to  the  Reform  Ques- 
tion, to  catch  the  passing  breeze  of  par- 
tizan  support.  He  did  believe,  as  had 
been  said  more  than  onLt^,  that  there 
was  nothing  in  the  issua  between  them 
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which  could  not  easily  be  settled  if  only 
there  was  a  disposition  to  settle  it. 
But,  as  the  hon,  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  pointed  out»  there  was  an  ele- 
ment which  rendered  the  settlement  of 
the  question  a  difficult  one,  and  that 
was,  that  there  was  a  number  of  Gentle- 
men in  the  House,  and  a  certain  num- 
ber of  persons  outside  the  House,  who 
were  looking  beyond  the  present  contro- 
versy, and  were  endeavouring  to  import 
into  it  notions  of  a  more  extended 
change  than  had  anything  to  do  with  it. 
He  had  a  doubt  whether,  in  the  event 
of  the  passing  of  this  measure,  those 
persons  would  easily  be  disposed  to  part 
with  their  cry  against  the  House  of 
Lords,  Bat,  be  that  as  it  might,  ha 
could  only  say  that  while  he  supported 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  with 
the  utmost  heartiness,  believing  that 
the  Conservatives  were  contending,  as 
they  were  in  the  early  part  of  the  year, 
for  what  was  absolutely  just— namely, 
that  they  should  see  the  complete  scheme 
of  the  Government — he  did  sincerely  de- 
sire, as  there  waa  a  considerable  ap- 
proximation of  opinion  between  the  two 
sides  of  the  House  on  this  question,  that 
there  might  still  he  found  a  means  of 
reconciling  the  differences  which  re- 
mained ;  and  he  believed  it  was  quite 
within  the  jxiwer  of  Her  Majesty^s  Go- 
vernment, if  they  were  so  disposed,  to 
introduce  a  scheme  of  Eedistribution 
which  would  strengthen  the  representa- , 
tive  institutions  of  the  country,  and' 
which  would  give  satisfaction  to  both 
Parties  in  the  State. 

Mr.  GREGOEY  said,  that,  while  re- 
cognizing the  conciliatory  speech  of  the 
Prime  Minister  as  one  worthy  of  himself] 
and  of  thf^  occasion,  the  real  question  was 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
not  go  one  step  further  than  he  had 
done.  He  could  not  help  thinking  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke,  not  from 
an  abstract  idea  of  the  question,  but 
from  a  concrete  one— that  he  had,  in  fact, 
a  complete  scheme  in  his  own  mind, 
and  if  it  was  not  actually  framed, 
yet  it  was  in  such  a  condition  as  would 
shortly  enable  it  to  be  laid  on  the 
Table,  He  (Mr, Gregory)  was  as  anxious 
as  any  hon.  Member  to  pursue  a  concili- 
atory course  on  this  occaaion ;  and  he 
would,  therefore,  seriously  entreat  the 
Prime  Minister,  if  he  had  such  a  scheme 
as  that  suggested,  to  lay  it  at  once  on 
the  Table.   They  were  very  much  in  the 
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position  of  litigants  who  approximated 
closely  to  each  other  on  material  points 
at  issue,  and  who  only  needed  the  inter- 
position of  one  or  two  judicious  friends 
to  arrive  at  a  comploto  settlement.  If 
the  Prime  Minister  would  communicate 
the  details  of  his  Bill  to  some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen of  moderate  opinions,  whose 
weight  and  authority  were  recognized 
by  the  Conservative  Party,  and  if  its  de- 
tails were  discussed  on  both  sideSj  some 
settlement  might  be  arrived  at,  and  a 
measure  might  be  produced  acoeptablo 
generally  to  the  country.  The  Prime 
Minister  was  bound  to  lay  before  the 
House  the  details  of  the  measure  which 
he  had  shadowed  forth,  and  to  do  so  be- 
fore he  called  upon  it  for  a  final  vote  in 
regard  to  the  measure  now  before  it. 

Ma.  ILLINGWOETH  said,  that  in 
the  speeches  to  which  the  House  had  al* 
ready  listened  it  was  manifest  that  what 
was  in  the  mind  of  every  speaker  was 
really  the  subject  of  Redistribution,  and 
not  that  of  Franchise.  He  thought  no 
stronger  evidence  could  be  adduced  of 
the  wisdom  which  dictated  the  policy  of 
the  Government  in  separating  these  two 
questions.  If  they  had  the  two  subjects 
before  them,  Members  would  have  passed 
from  one  subject  to  tho  other,  and  it 
woidd  have  been  almost  impossible  to 
maintain  an  orderly  debate.  He  thought 
that,  if  they  might  judge  from  the 
speeches  that  had  been  already  made, 
the  Conservative  Party  had  become  re- 
conciled to  the  passage  of  the  Franchise 
Bill.  That  being  so,  he  could  only  won- 
der that  this  measure  should  bo  again 
delayed,  and  that  the  Conservative  Party 
did  not  co-operate  in  getting  it  out  of  the 
way  80  as  to  make  progi^ess  with  the 
serious  question  of  Redistribution,  He 
had  had  many  opportunities  of  judging 
public  opinion  as  shown  at  large  meet- 
inge  in  various  parts  of  the  country  ;  and 
he  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  no  issue 
could  be  80  destructive  to  the  power  of 
the  Conservative  Party  as  a  repetition 
of  the  action  of  the  House  of  Lords  with 
regard  to  this  Bill.  If  it  were  again  re- 
jected, it  would  be  almost  impossible 
for  the  Conservative  Party  to  stand  up 
against  the  odium  which  would  be  gene- 
rated throughout  the  country  during  the 
%vinter.  He  maintained  that  the  Bill 
which  they  were  now  discussing  was  in 
itself  a  compromise.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr* 
Gbrst)  had  expressed  a  wish  that  the 
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Prime  Minister  had  gone  a  step  further • 
and  given  them  some  assurances  as  to 
the  Redi8tril>ution  Scheme,  and  had  said 
that  under  those  circumstances  the  Bill 
would  have  had  an  easy  passage  through 
that  House.  But  even  if  the  Liberal 
Party  were  disposed  to  bring  in  a  one- 
sided Redistribution  Bill  they  would  be 
powerless  to  carry  it.  If  they  were  to 
attempt  anything  like  jerrymandering, 
they  would  lose  all  their  popularity  and 
power  in  the  country.  Ho  hoped  the 
Conservative  Party  would  do  all  that 
was  necessary  in  influencing  a  noble 
Lord  who  exercised  such  an  influence  in 
**  another  place,"  He  was  satisfied  the 
longer  the  settlement  of  this  question 
was  put  off  the  more  drastic  would  its 
nature  be.  For  his  own  part^  he  should 
prefer  that  there  should  be  a  general 
understand iug  come  to,  by  means  of 
which  the  present  measure  should  be  al- 
lowed to  pafis  through  both  Houses^  and 
by  which  a  Redistribution  Bill  might  be 
placed  on  the  Statute  Book  as  soon  as 
possible.  As  to  the  Redistribution 
Scheme  which  the  Government  would 
propose,  he  feared  it  was  not  such  a 
soheme  as  would  be  acceptable  to  the 
Advanced  Liberal  Party ♦  The  words  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham (Mr.  Gorst)  should  be  well  weighed. 
He  believed  the  Liberal  Party  had  done 
with  compromise,  and  he  trusted  the 
Government  would  not  move  one  step 
further  in  that  direction,  and  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  say  the  country  would  ratify 
the  course  they  had  taken. 

Mr.  BIDDELL;  Sir,  when  I  came 
into  the  House,  I,  as  an  independent 
Member,  did  not  know  on  which  side 
I  was  going  to  vote,  for  I  felt  convinced 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) would  have  suggested  some  prac- 
tical course  satisfactory  to  both  Parties  ; 
but  though  he  has  spoken  with  great 
suavity  and  gentleness— to  use  his  own 
term — yet  he  has  done  nothing  of  the 
sort ;  the  Bill,  therefore,  is  no  forwarder 
than  it  was  months  back.  In  the  Recess 
the  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  made  a  most  states- 
manlike, conciliatory  speech,  which  I  was 
delighted  to  read  j  but  I  much  regret 
that  nothing  has  come  of  it.  After  all, 
what  do  the  Lords  require  ?  Simply  that 
they  should  have  a  general  knowledge 
of  Part  2  before  they  pass  Part  1  of 
this  great  Reform  Bill,  I  tbink,  seeing 
how  the  two  Parts  so  intimately  affect 
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OHO  another,  their  request  a  reasonable 
one.  But  for  the  sake  of  arg^ument  let  us 
aesume  that  it  ia  a  whim  or  prejiulico  of 
the  Lords ;  it  would  then  be  well  for  the 
GovernmeDt  to  humour  it,  for  the  purpose 
of  speedily  passing  the  BilL  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  then  show  that 
his  anxiety  to  pasa  the  Bill  was  p^eater 
than  his  apparent  dislike  to  the  Lords. 
TheGovernoient  has  argued  against  such 
a  course ;  but,  under  the  force  of  circum- 
stancee,  thej  could  most  honourably  pur- 
sue it.  We  are  told  that  the  Bedistri- 
bution  Bill  is  now  ready ;  but  tbe  Go- 
vernment practically  tells  its  supporters 
that  if  it  lets  them  know  what  it  con- 
tained, they  would  not  pass  the  Franchise 
Bill.  A  more  unjust  red eeti on  could  not 
be  cast  upon  them^  for  more  faithful 
followers  no  Government  ever  had  ;  for, 
indeed,  hardly  one  faithless  Member  can 
be  found  amongst  them.  The  Govern- 
ment views  could  easily  be  made  public, 
without  formally  placing  them  oa  the 
Table,  either  of  this  or  the  other  House. 
I  cannot  appreciate  the  secrecy  of  the 
Government,  for,  if  I  mistake  not,  our 
countrymen  hate  secrecy,  but  will  fully 
value  opennesB  and  candidness.  States- 
manship is  shown  in  devising  good  mea- 
sures, and  proclaiming  them  to  the  coun- 
try. The  Premier  has  indicated  that  he 
would  give  more  information  respecting 
the  Seats  Bill,  but  it  has  not  been  asked 
for.  I  would  now  ask,  are  boroughs  of 
less  than  10,000  inhabitants  to  lose  their 
Members  ?  Are  those  of  40,000  to  be 
winged  by  losing  one  Member  ?  Is 
groupingof  large  towns  to  be  carried  out, 
thus  preventing  the  counties  being 
swamped  by  town  population  ?  And  is 
the  anomaly  to  be  continued  of  county 
residents  being  unable  to  vote  for  their 
property  in  the  boroughs,  while  the 
residents  in  the  latter  are  still  to  vote  in 
respect  of  their  freeholds  in  the  counties  ? 
Even  now,  if  the  Government  would  pur- 
sue this  course  and  treat  the  House 
with  confidence  and  adopt  a  concilia- 
tory course,  my  vote  eh  all  not  be  found 
in  oppoi^ition  to  them. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  said,  he 
warned  hon.  Members  opposite  not  to  be 
misled  by  the  quiet  tone  within  the 
House  into  thinking  a  similar  state  of 
feeling  prevailed  without.  In  the  country 
the  agitation  had  reached  a  point  which 
might  be  dcFcribed  as  alarming.  It  w^as 
no  satisfaction  to  him  to  see  such  a 
growth  of  sentiment  out-of-doors,  as  he 


desired  to  see  great  Constitutional  ques- 
tions settled  in  a  Constitutional  manner, 
and  not  by  a  wild  demagogic  agitation. 
Out-of-doors  this  question  was  coming 
almost  exclusively  to  be  regarded  as 
struggle  between  the  two  Houses,  hni 
the  issue  was  which  should  prevail — tha 
elective  or  the  hereditary?  Was  that 
the  state  of  things  which  Conservatives 
could  regard  with  much  satLsfaction  ? 
He  had  no  desire  to  soe  the  agitationj 
assume  a  revolutionary  character,  whicili 
it  would  certainly  assume  if  it  continue  ' 
much  longer.  He  could  foresee  during 
the  coming  winter  a  state  of  thingiiJ 
which  they  would  all  deplore  if  the  i 
Franchise  Bill  were  thrown  out  a  second 
time.  There  was  great  distress  prevail- 
ing, and  serious  questions  as  to  tho 
soundness  of  our  social  system.  If  the 
Peers  invited  this  agitation,  it  would  not 
only  be  directed  against  the  Upper 
House,  but  against  the  aristocracy  and 
the  holders  of  property  generally.  He 
felt  deeply  afraid  that  there  would  merge  ] 
out  of  the  strife  a  new  Party  like  the 
Social  Democrats  of  Germany,  and  that 
the  guidance  of  Parties  would  pass  houi 
the  hands  of  wise  statesmen  into  that 
of  extreme  and  violent  men  who  were 
watching  thoir  opportunity.  It  was  con- 
siderations of  that  kind  which  made 
him,  as  a  moderate  man,  desire  to  see  a 
E^peedy  settlement  arrived  at.  True  Con- 
sei-vatism  would  best  be  shown  in  the 
effecting  of  a  speedy  settlement  of  this 
question.  If  the  irritation  w^hich  existed 
led  to  the  wrecking  of  this  measure, 
history  taught  them  that  in  a  few  years 
a  much  stronger  one  would  have  to  be 
assented  to,  and  that  either  the  Tories 
or  Liberals  would  have  to  pass  a  Bill 
for  manhood  suffrage  and  equal  electoral 
district?.  All  men  must  see  that  wat 
the  goal  to  which  they  were  drifting. 
There  were  many  hon.  Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House  who  had  no  desire  to 
swamp  Conservative  feeling,  and  who 
would  not  be  parties  to  any  unfair 
scheme  of  Eedistrihution,  if  such  were 
proposed,  which  he  was  certain  the  pre- 
sent Government  would  not  do.  He  could 
not  conceive  that  any  lines  of  redistri- 
bution could  be  drawn  more  fair  or 
more  just  than  those  shadowed  forth  by 
the  Prime  Minister  in  his  opening  speech. 
It  would  be  a  hopeless  task  to  try  and 
pass  the  two  measures  combined.  The 
Government  possessed  no  means  of 
driving  this  complicated  measure  through 
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the  Housei  except  the  oertainty  that  the 
Franc  hi  8©  Bill  would  pass  into  law  at  a 
given  tirao-  That  heiDg  the  fact,  he  could 
not  conceive  the  excessive  unwillingness 
there  was  to  permit  the  Franohiae  Bill 
to  pass*  The  statesmanlike  speech  of  tb  e 
hon.  and  learned  Mouibcr  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gorst)  gave  great  comfort  to  him 
(Mr.  Samuel  Smith)  and  to  others,  ami 
it  held  out  some  hope  that  this  great 
controversy  might  be  brought  to  a  close 
without  a  violent  dislocation  in  the  coun- 
try. Terrible  times  wero  in  store  for 
them  if  this  question  was  kept  open  for 
a  year  or  two.  He  hoped  the  two  Houses 
of  Parliament  would  soon  join  in  passing 
this  Billj  which  preserved  the  ancient 
character  of  our  Constitution. 

Mr.  a,  F.  EGEKTON  said,  he 
thought  a  rather  one-sided  view  had 
been  taken  of  the  agitation  which  had 
raged  throughout  the  countrj^  during 
the  Eecess.  He  did  not  wish  to  mini- 
mizo  the  importance  of  the  agitation. 
It  had  doubtless  intensified  Radical  feel- 
ing; but  ha  doubted  whether  the  Cod- 
servative  working  men  had  been  affected 
in  the  slightest  degree  by  the  agitation. 
He  spoke  with  some  knowledge  of  work- 
ing men,  as  he  employed  6,000  of  them 
in  Lancashire,  and  he  represented  a 
constituency  the  great  mass  of  which 
consisted  of  colliers  and  other  working 
men.  As  far  as  his  own  experience 
went,  ha  found  no  diminution  of  the 
Conservative  feeling  which  undoubtedly 
did  exist  before  the  autumn  agitation. 
He  would  appeal  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend's  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Groaa's)  tes- 
timony with  regard  to  the  meeting 
held  at  Wigan  a  short  time  ago. 
The  colliers  in  8outh  Lancashire  were, 
to  a  very  great  extent,  Conservatives, 
and  the  colliers  were  a  very  fair  re- 
presentative olass  of  the  working  men 
througbout  that  county.  He  did  not 
know  what  the  agitation  might  be  worth 
in  other  parts  of  the  country.  There 
had  been  a  great  deal  of  sound  and  fury 
in  it»  and  large  meetings  had  been  held 
both  by  Liberals  and  Conservatives,  The 
real  question  before  them  was,  whether 
the  Conservatives  were  justified  in  their 
contention  that  redistribution  ought  to 
be  considered  in  connection  with  the  ex- 
tenaion  of  the  franchise?  ,The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  might  be  quoted  in  support  of 
that  contention  \  but  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  quoted  he  generally  re- 
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torted  that  the  quotation  was  a  lie^  or 
used  words  to  that  effect.  When,  how- 
ever, his  contradiction  was  analyzed,  it 
simply  amounted  to  this — that  a  quota- 
tion which  applied  to  a  state  of  things 
when  the  Conservatives  were  in  Office 
was  totally  inapplicable  to  a  state  of 
things  existing  when  the  Liberals  were 
in  Office.  He  might  also  quote  in  sup- 
port of  the  Conservative  contention  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of  8tate 
for  War  (the  Marquess  of  HartingtonJ 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Fawcett) 
whose  loss  they  had  now  to  deplore. 
However,  he  would  not  go  into  that 
question,  because  he  thought  it  had 
been  debated  sufficiently.  Ho  believed 
that  the  Conservatives  had  made  out 
their  case,  not  only  in  the  House  and  in 
**  another  place,*'  but  also  in  the  coun- 
try J  and  the  more  the  country  examined 
the  justice  of  their  contention  the  more, 
he  was  convinced,  would  it  be  convinced 
of  the  justice  of  their  arguments, 

Mr.  ELTON  said,  he  thought  that 
on  his  side  of  the  House  sentiments  had 
been  expressed  with  which  the  other 
side  perfectly  agreed.  It  afforded  him 
great  pleasure  to  recognize  the  spirit  of 
conciliation  and  good  feeling  which  the 
Prime  Minister  had  shown  in  his  speech. 
Throughout  the  excitement  of  the  autumn 
he  (Mr.  Elton)  had  been  one  among  the 
small  minority  who  had  always  thought 
the  question  in  dispute  was  a  thing  that 
ought  to  be  settled ;  and  as  we  belonged  to 
a  nation  remarkable  for  its  common  sense, 
he  had  always  believed  that  it  would  be 
settled,  and  he  could  not  give  up  that 
belief.  The  Prime  Minister  laid  down 
certain  principles  which  woidd  animate 
him  in  dealing  with  redistribution,  and 
though  they  differed  from  the  principles 
w^hich  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  per- 
sonally laid  down  on  a  previous  oeca^ 
eion,  he  thought  the  differences  were  in 
some  respects  for  the  better.  What  had 
frightened  the  Conservative  Party  on  a 
former  occasion  was  the  idea  that  there 
was  to  be  one  rule  to  apply  to  Ireland 
by  which  the  same  number  of  Members 
wore  to  be  given  to  her  as  ahe  had  now, 
and  another  to  apply  to  Scotland  by 
which  she  was  to  hare  more,  the  Tesnlt 
of  which  two  rules  would  be  that  Eng- 
land would  Buii'er.  Ho  thought,  how- 
ever, from  what  had  been  said,  that  the 
different  portions  of  the  United  King- 
dom would  be  regarded  from  the  same 
point  of  view.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  the  Prime  Mimeter  had  asked  on  a 

former  occasion,  '*  What  18  it  you  Oon- 
seTvative  Gentlemen  fear?**  The  fear 
was  two-fold ;  one  was  that  there  would 
be  a  General  Election  on  the  present 
constituencies  without  redistribution,  so 
that  the  agricultural  iaterest  would  be 
swamped ;  and  the  other  was  that  there 
would  be  a  Eedistribution  Scheme^ 
aa  to  which,  though  they  could  not 
exactly  define  the  fear,  they  had  distinct 
warning  that  it  would  be  one  which 
they  would  never  pass  except  under  pres- 
sure of  time.  But  those  two  fears  had 
been  somewhat  allayed  by  the  concilia- 
tory tone  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  thought  they  should 
know  a  little  more  about  the  rules  of 
redistribution,  something  that  would  not 
consist  in  mere  generalities.  Those  rules 
could  be  drawn  up  by  any  three  sensihlo 
men  on  either  side  of  tho  House,  and 
when  they  were  drafted  the  victory  of 
the  Conservative  Party  would  have  been 
won.  They  wanted  to  come  to  business, 
and  they  wanted  to  come  to  figures,  and 
he  was  quite  sure  that  if  they  did  eo 
their  unanimity  would  bo  wonderful. 

Mr.  THOROLD  R0GER8  said,  that 
after  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope),  who  stated  that  he 
had  *  *  made  a  vulgar  and  coarse  speech 
about  the  House  of  Lords,**  he  felt 
bound  to  say  a  few  words.  These  words 
if  used  by  ordinar}^  men  or  newspapers 
would  not  affect  him  at  all,  He  had 
never  made  any  attack  upon  individuals, 
and  had  always  referred  to  classes  and 
Parties,  If  he  had  cared  to  have  done 
8o,  he  could  have  amused  his  audiences 
over  and  over  again  with  what  he  knew 
about  individual  Members  of  the  House 
of  Lords.  He  could  even  have  told  of 
an  ancestor  of  the  hon.  Member  himself 
who  was  known  as  '*  Jacobin  Stanhope" 
and  **  Citizen  Stanhope,"  the  friend  of 
Home  Tooke  and  Hardy,  and  who  pro- 
bably, if  he  had  not  been  a  Peer,  would 
have  been  put  into  the  dock  beside  them. 
He  had  never  called  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  the  **  Moloch  of  MidLothian," 
nor  called  a  Member  of  the  Opposition 
a  '*  pinchbeck  Robespierre,"  nor  talked 
about  '*  snivel  and  drivel."  He  had 
known  many  Members  of  the  House  of 
Lords  who  were  ornaments  of  the  Order 
to  which  they  belonged.  But  what  he 
said  was  that,  collectively,  they  had  not 
only  been  of  no  use,  but  had  been  un- 
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mitigated  misohiefs.  For  260  years,  and 
for  2t50  years  only,  the  House  of  Lord! 
bad  been  a  political  power  in  England^] 
and  he  challenged  anybody  to  find  ths 
during  that  time  they  had  ever  done 
single  just   act  or   expressed  a  singlo^ 
generous  sentiment.     Some  one  had  at- 
tempted to  defend  the  House  of  Lords, 
on  the  ground  that  they  interposed  be- 
tween Fox* 8  India  Bill  and  the  King, 
but,   in   his  opinion,  so  far  from    that  ^ 
being  an  action  to  be  applauded,  it  wasl 
one  of  the  basest  acts  in  their  base  his-" 
tory. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
is  referring  to  the  other  branch  of  the 
Legislature,  and  I  am  bo\md  to  remind 
him  that  ho  must  speak  with  respect  of 
tho  House  of  Lords. 

Ma.  THOROLD  ROQEIIS  said,  he 
would  withdraw  the  expression  at  once. 
He  would  simply  refer  to  the  facts  of 
the  case,  and  he  would  say  now,  what  he 
would  probably  say  again,  that  a  great 
many  Members  of  the  House  of  Lords 
ought  not  to  be  in  any  House  of  As- 
sembly at  all.  Might  he  not  remind 
hon.  Members  that  Bills  were  constantly 
being  brought  into  that  House  to  settle 
the  estates  of  noble  profligates? 

Ma.  FINCH.HATTON  :  I  rise  to 
Order,  Sir,  I  wish  to  call  your  attt>n- 
tion  to  the  words  just  used  by  the  hon. 
Member,  after  he  has  already  been  re- 
proved for  similar  expressions. 

Me.  HPEAKER  :  The  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  are,  I  think,  regrettable, 
and  I  do  not  see  that  they  are  relevant 
to  the  Question  nowbefore  the  House- 
namely,  the  Franchise  BiU, 

Mr.  E,  STANHOPE :  As  the  hon. 
Member  has  referred  to  observations  of 
my  own,  I  must  direct  his  attention  to 
the  particidar  point  that  was  in  my 
mind.  I  was  alluding  in  particular  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  wherein  he 
compared  the  House  of  Lords  to  Sodom 
and  GomoiTah,  and  to  the  collective 
abominations  of  an  Egvptian  temple, 

Mk.  THOROLD  BOOERS  repeated,! 
that  what  he  said  then  he  said  now,  thail 
during  the  whole  period  of  the  exiatenoe 
of  the  House  of  Lords  he  could  discover 
no  righteous  act  and  no  generous  senti- 
ment that  bad  ever  been  advocated  by 
them.  In  order  to  make  plain  what  he 
meant  to  his  audience  of  working  men 
— who  probably  knew  their  New  Testa- 
ment bf'ttor  than  hon.  Oentlemen  oppo. 
site — he  had  said  that  of  sudi  a  reoor^i 
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as  that  of  the  Hotise  of  Lords  he  thought 
he  could  saj,  iu  the  words  of  the  New 
Testament — **  It  will  bt*  more  tolerable 
for  Sodom  and  Gomorrah  in  the  Day  of 
Judgment  than  for  the  House  of  Lords." 
He  was  bound  to  say  that  he  was  not  at 
all  inclined  to  retract  anything  he  had 
said.  He  did  not  intend  to  allege  the 
identity  of  the  House  of  Lords  with  the 
cities  of  the  Plain ;  he  simply  said  that 
collective  misconduct  was  to  be  inter- 
preted under  the  principles  of  collective 
judgment.  Having  explained  the  ex- 
pression he  had  made  use  of,  he  hoped, 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  hon.  Gea- 
tleman  (Mr,  K  Stanhope),  he  would 
like  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  subject 
before  the  House.  He  gladly  recog- 
nized the  fairness  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter's desire  to  bring  about  a  generous 
understanding,  on  the  points  at  issue, 
between  all  Parties;  but  he  could  not 
help  entertaining  the  opinion  that  the 
Franchise  Bill  would  leave  untouched 
certain  institutions  which  called  for 
reform.  For  example,  it  was  hard  that 
the  gentlemen  known  as  •*  freemen^' 
were  still  to  ilonrish.  He  knew  a  bo- 
rough in  which  the  freemen  sold  their 
votes  oolltotively  to  one  candidate,  and 
they  might  generally  be  regarded  as 
constituting  the  worst  possible  form  of 
manhood  suffrage.  Then  when  thtiy 
misconducted  themselves  they  were  never 
punished.  He  lived  in  a  borongh  (Ox- 
ford) which  boasted  the  presence  of  a 
Dean  andCbapter,anda!l  such  boroughs 
were  corrupt.  The  only  explanation  he 
could^suggest  of  this  was  that  the  Deans 
and  Chapters  set  up  a  standard  of  im- 
possible virtue,  and  that  the  mass  of  the 
population  rushed  into  the  opposite  ex- 
treme of  degrading  vice.  Be  that  as  it 
might,  it  was  hard  upon  the  ratepayers 
of  Oxford  that  they  should  have  been 
compelled  to  pay  several  thousands  of 
pounds  for  a  rotten  Election  Commission, 
which  lot  otf  all  the  real  culprits,  and 
that  not  one  single  shilling  should  have 
come  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  freemen. 
In  1832  the  freemen  were  disfranchised 
by  that  House,  but  were  restored  to 
their  position  by  that  august  and  noble 
Assembly  which  met  in  an  adjacent 
Chamber,  just  as  that  Assembly  would 
always  restore  any  mischievous  and 
scandalous  institution. 

Mb.  SPEAICER:  Order,  order!  I 
must  remind  the  hon.  Member  that  his 
remarks  are  contrary  to  the  principles  of 


amenity  which  should  guide  the  conduct 
of  Members  of  this  House  in  speaking 
of  the  other  House, 

Mr.  THOROLD  R0GEB8  said,  that 
he  did  not  mean  to  say  anything  uncivil 
of  the  other  House  ;  but  there  were  oo- 
oasions  when  one*8  feelings  got  the  better 
of  one's  judgment.  He  objected  to  the 
enjoyment  by  one  man  of  a  plurality  of 
votes.  He  (Mr.  Thorold  Rogers)  pos- 
sessed that  most  mischievous  and  noxious 
franchise  known  as  the  University  fran- 
chise, and  he  had  other  votes  besides. 
Why  should  he  have  more  than  one? 
He  should  be  quite  content  with  only 
one.  A  great  many  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
his  side  of  the  House  were  distnolined  to 
swallow  many  of  the  things  which  the 
Prime  Minister  had  placed  in  the  Fran- 
chise Bill,  in  a  spirit  of  conciliation,  but 
for  the  sake  of  peace  and  compromise 
they  had  elected  to  accept  them.  It 
would  bo  a  mistake,  however,  to  suppose 
that  these  things  would  be  permanently 
settled  on  the  lines  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  had  laid 
down.  He  felt  sure  that  public  opinion 
would  oppose  the  system  of  the  plural 
vote,  and  all  fancy  franchises.  Neither 
would  it  bo  made  to  believe  that  any 
reason  existed  why  members  of  a  Uni- 
versity should  have  votes,  when  m em- 
bers of  the  Inns  of  Court,  of  the  Apothe- 
caries* Company,  and  of  the  City  Com- 
panies had  none.  It  was  idle  to  suppose 
that  the  people,  whose  minds  had  been 
stirred  to  their  very  depths  by  the  facts 
that  had  been  brought  before  them 
during  the  last  three  months,  would 
remain  quiet  for  ever  after  the  passing 
of  the  Bill.  They  would,  he  felt  sure, 
keep  on  agitating  in  order  to  bring 
about  a  really  fair  representation  of  the 
English  people  in  Parliament. 

Mr.  guy  dawn  ay  said,  that  he 
did  not  think  it  necessary  to  reply  to  the 
extraordinary  and  painiul  speech  which 
the  House  had  just  heard.  The  more 
fact  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark 
(Mr.  Thorold  Rogers)  rose  professing 
his  habit  of  using  gentle  and  generous 
language,  and  had  then  made  so  ill-con- 
ditioned a  speech  that  he  had  been  called 
to  Order  three  times  for  speaking  dis- 
respectfully of  another  Chamber,  waa 
sufficient  comment  upon  it.  After  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  they  would 
be  curious  to  hear  whether  Billingsgate 
was  to  be  made  a  separate  constituency 
under  the  new  scheme  of  Redistributioii, 
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He  had  no  deeire  to  detain  the  House 
long  on  a  subject  so  monotonously  one- 
sided, or  on  a  point  bo  thoroughly 
threshed  out,  ana,  on  their  side,  so 
amply  proved,  as  the  necessity  of  com- 
bining the  operation  of  a  Rodiatribution 
Act  with  the  present  measure  for  the 
extension  of  tho  eaifrage.  He  could 
understand  easily  enough,  of  course, 
that,  for  the  satief action,  and  with  the 
applause,  of  an  uneducated  or  prejudiced 
audience,  the  subject  was  capable  of 
being  distorted  by  a  skilful  use  of  the 
tuppreuio  ven,  and  by  a  reckless  em- 
ployment of  the  Buggidio  fahi ;  and 
that,  at  least,  they  had  seen  dctmon- 
strated  with  all  the  weekly  regularity  of 
Saturday  afternoon  agitation.  He  could 
understand  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  (Mr,  Chamberlain)  amusing 
himself  by  playing  with  the  intelligence 
of  a  Welsh  audience,  and  smiling  as  they 
swallowed  fallacy  after  fallacy  amidst 
gulping  cheers  ;  but  he  could  not  under- 
stand how,  amongst  hon.  Gentlemen 
ocoupyxng  seats  in  that  House,  after  the 
manner  with  which  the  measure  had  been 
turned  inside  out  during  the  many  heavy 
months  that  the  discussion  had  endured^ 
there  should  be  any  disposition  still  to 
deny  the  necessity  of  a  Redietribution 
Bill  being  brought  in  contemporaneously 
with  the  Franeluse  BilL  One  of  the  most 
notable  features  of  the  discussion  had 
been  the  disposition  of  hon,  Grentle- 
men  on  this  particular  point  to  swallow 
their  own  words — to  repudiate  them 
without  mercy  and  without  apparent 
memory  either*  In  saying  this,  he  had 
no  wish  to  refer  to  all  those  bygone 
accusing  pages  of  Barnard  or  of  the 
daily  Press  that  bore  witness  to  the 
political  acrobacy  of  various  right  hon. 
Gentlemen.  It  was  to  a  very  recent 
exemplification  of  this  reversibility  of 
reasoning  he  wished  to  allude^  and  he 
would  like  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  to  give  the 
House  some  explanation  with  respect  to 
the  chief  argument  he  had  used  the  other 
day,  when  he  went  to  sound  his  Minis- 
terial war-whoop  in  Wales.  He  (Mr, 
Guy  Dawn  ay)  might,  however,  be  wrong 
in  using  the  word  *' war-whoop/'  because 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  explained 
that  he  expressly  deprecated  on  the  part 
of  his  audience  any  of  that  violence 
which,  he  reminded  them,  had  been  so 
useful  on  former  occasions.  He  did  that 
merely  from  his  natural  love  of  historical 
Mr,  Guy  Datonay 


reminiscence ;  and,  after  that,  any  subse- 
quent rioting  could  not,  of  course,  bo 
laid  to  the  charge  of  the  speaker,  any 
more  than,  in  the  well-known  instance, 
already  alluded  to  that  evening,  of  nail- 
ing a  certain  person's  ears  to  the  pump, 
that  brutality  was  perpetrated  in 
spite  of  the  impassioned  protest  of  an- 
other maligned  and  misconstrued  orator. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  commenced 
his  speech  at  Denbigh,  a  month  ago,  by 
declttring.  with  more  modesty  than  waste 
of  accuracy,  his  own  inability  to  twist  and 
turn  and  change  his  opinions,  like  tho 
Tories,  He  accused  us  of  changing 
every  full  moon,  elated  by  the  proud  con- 
Boiousness  that  it  had  taken  him  some 
10  revolving  moons  to  deliver  himself  of 
a  brand  new  and  totally  opposite  set  of 
opinions  as  to  tho  value  of  redistribu- 
tion.    And  he  then  proceeded — 

"  Now,  ladies  and  gentlemen,  thi«  question  of 
the  franchise  is  one  which  is  especially  interest- 
ing for  tho  people  of  Wales.  You  have  nothing 
to  gain  in  any  cae©  from  redistributioD, although, 
if  Lord  Siilisbury  had  bis  way,  you  would  hav6 
a  good  deal  to  lose;  but  with  regard  to  the 
franchise,  it  is  altogether  a  different  matter. 
Will  you  be  content  that  these  men  should  hm 
deprived  of  all  their  nghta,  that  this  unjust  and 
unreasonable  disqualifieation  should  continue  P  *^ 

Now,  he  would  ask  the  House  to  com- 
pare those  words  with  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  the  same  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  Birmingham  last  year.  He  thea 
said — 

*'  Bat,  gentlemen,  there  is  a  more  importazit 
question  before  us  than  the  extension  of  th« 
franehise.  We  have  to  see  that  an  equal  radne 
Is  given  to  the  vote.  It  is  no  use  increasing  Uie 
number  of  voters,  if  you  water  them  and  mini- 
mile  the  jpolitioal  influence  which  the  vote  con- 
fers. It  is  no  use  putting  1,000,000  in  the  place 
of  100,000,  if  the  1,000,000  have  no  gx^oler 
powei  than  the  100,000." 

He  would  like  to  hear  from  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  how  it  was  that 
an  increase  of  votei^a  without  a  coxt^* 
sponding  increase  and  readjustment  of 
the  influence  of  their  votes  waa  oon- 
demned  by  him  as  absolutely  useless  last 
j-ear,  while  this  year  the  slighteet  delay 
in  makiog  that  absolutely  useless  in- 
creas^e  was  denouDced  by  him  in  inflam- 
matory language  as  altogether  unreason- 
able and  unjust  ?  Would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  so  greatly  deprecated 
iDconsistency  in  others,  condescend  to 
explain  this  sudden  alteration  of  bia 
views  between  Wales  and  Warwickshire, 
between  1883  and  1884  ?  Or  was  it  poe- 
sible  that  his  views  and  logic  were  both 
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somewhat  warped  by  his  eagerness  ta 
pay  off  that  old  reckoning  of  his  with 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  by  his  eager- 
ness, by  consulting  a  new,  even  if  a 
watered,  electorate,  to  avoid  the  chance 
of  adding  yet  another  **  ejected  Minis- 
ter "  to  the  records  of  his  line  ?  The 
Prime  Minister  made  a  direct  statement 
in  the  House  that  evening  which  he  had 
made  also  in  Mid  Lothian »  and  which 
had  been  likewise  made  lately  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
Forster) — namely^  that  the  extension  of 
the  franchise  even  without  redistribu- 
tion was  in  itself  and  by  itself  a  good 
thing.  Now,  it  appeared  from  the  lie- 
turn  obtained  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Salford  (Mr.  Arnold)  that  20,000,000  in- 
habitants in  the  counties  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  with  nearly  3,250,000  elec- 
tors, would  return  283  Members,  while 
the  boroughs,  with  something  more  than 
13,000,000  inhabitants  and  1,920,000 
electors,  would  return  360  Members; 
that  was  to  say,  that  the  counties, 
with  1,250,000  more  electors  and  over 
6,000,000  more  iahabitants,  would  re- 
turn 77  fewer  Members  than  the  bo- 
roughs. That  meant  that  the  voters  in  the 
boroughs  would  each  possess  more  than 
double  the  influence,  in  a  future  Election, 
of  the  county  voters,  and  the  county 
Members  would,  in  a  new  Parliament, 
have  only  half  the  influence  which  they 
ought  to  possess  as  against  the  borough 
Members,  and  which  they  would  be  re- 
quired to  exercise  in  maintaining  the 
rights  of  the  counties  against  those  of 
the  boroughs,  either  in  settling  a  Redis- 
tribution measure,  or  on  any  other  point 
on  which  the  interests  of  borough  and 
county  might  diverge.  Nor  was  that 
all.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  Hipon 
(Mr.  Goschen)  had  said  that  in  30 
county  constituencies  out  of  95  this  Fran- 
chise Bill  meant  an  entire  transfer  of 
power  from  the  rural  to  the  urban  ele- 
ment. That  was  to  say,  that  in  nearly  one- 
third  of  the  county  constituencies  they 
would  give  the  whole  of  the  electoral 
power  to  the  boroughs,  on  the  ridiculous 
pretence  of  widening  the  franchise  of  the 
counties  in  which  the  boroughs  were 
situated*  Therefore,  they  were  giving 
to  the  boroughs  not  only  double,  but 
treble^  the  power  they  ought  to  possess, 
and  with  that  enormous  predominance  of 
borough-elected,  or  virtually  borough- 
elected  Members,  they  proposed  to  settle 
the  BedistributiouQuestiODjin  whioh  the 


interests  of  town  and  county  were  dia- 
metricallv  opposed.  How  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
could  honestly  persuade  himself  that 
the  urgency  of  adding  to  the  electorate, 
even  without  waiting  for  redistribution, 
had  suddenly  in  1884  become  so  great 
that  it  was  worth  running  the  risk  he 
had  foreshadowed,  or  how  the  stiruples 
which  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  (the  Op- 
position) side  uf  the  House  avowed  as 
intiueneing  them  and  forcing  them  to 
insist  on  the  safeguard  of  a  suspensory 
clause  could  be  denounced  as  a  baseless 
subterfuge  for  delay,  he  could  not  un- 
derstand. Never  was  there  a  question 
on  which  the  real  point  at  issue  was 
more  deliberately  disregarded,  or  a  con- 
troversy which  in  itself  was  more  easy  of 
sohition.  There  was  no  doubt  m  this 
dispute  as  to  which  of  the  Parties  should 
give  way — the  Party  which  looked  upon 
this  as  a  mere  point  of  procedure,  or  the 
Party  which  regarded  it  as  a  vital  ques- 
tion of  principle.  The  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Ilai'tington)  had  told  the  coun- 
try that  this  was  a  mere  matter  of  pro- 
cedure. They  (the  Opposition)  did  not 
so  consider  it.  Thej  said  it  was  a  matter 
of  principle ;  and  that  in  resisting  even 
the  possibility  of  the  extension  of  the 
franchise  without,  at  the  same  time,  read- 
justment and  reapportionment  of  elec- 
toral power,  they  were  loyally  doing  their 
beat  as  a  minority  in  that  House,  though 
— as  he  believed — not  a  minority  in  the 
country,  to  prevent  a  fatal  blow  being 
dealt  at  their  whole  representative 
system,  and,  through  that,  at  the  real 
liberties  of  the  country. 

Mb.  RAII'lES  said,  he  was  not  going 
to  follow  the  hon.  Member  for  8outh- 
wark  in  his  justification  of  the  attack 
which  that  hon.  Gentleman  had  made 
on  the  House  of  Lords,  because  the 
language  used  by  the  hon.  Member 
wa^  not  likely  to  form  an  interesting 
subject  of  discussion  either  in  that  or 
the  other  House  of  Parliament.  But 
the  hon.  Member  was  good  enough  to 
indicate  a  wish  that  in  any  stiheme  of 
redistribution  the  University  franchise 
might  be  extingiushed,  and  he  went  on 
to  enforce  that  by  saying  that  he  had  a 
vote  for  the  University  of  Oxford.  In 
reply  to  that  he  entreated  the  House  not 
to  think  his  constituents  were  to  be 
j  udged  by  the  sample  they  had  come  aero 8« 
to-night.  But,  coming  to  the  main  ques- 
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tion,  it  was  impossible  to  deny  that 
those  who  sat  on  the  Opposition  BeTiohes 
had  listened  with  very  mingled  feelings 
to  the  speech  in  which  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  was  moved*  No  one 
would  dispute  that  that  speech  was  very 
much  more  in  accordance  with  their 
views  than  the  last  which  they  had  heard 
from  the  same  quarter.  They  could 
not  forget  that  the  third  reading  of 
the  Franchise  Bill  in  July  was  intro- 
duced in  a  speech  which  certainly  had 
been  considered  as  conveying  to  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  if  not  a 
menace,  at  any  rate  an  intimation  of 
some  terrible  consequences  which  would 
follow  upon  their  exercising  their  own 
judgment  upon  this  measure.  To-day  they 
heard  that  the  language  then  used  not 
only  by  the  right  hon,  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister^  but  his  Colleagues,  had 
been  rather  the  language  of  a  kind 
host,  who,  perceiving  his  own  house  to 
be  in  flames,  had  invited  his  guest  up- 
stairs to  descend  before  the  fire  reached 
him.  It  appeared  to  him  rather  like 
the  language  of  a  man  who  went  about 
brandishing  a  torch  in  his  hand  and 
exclaiming  to  the  inmate— **  If  you  do 
not  come  out  of  the  room  you  will  find 
the  house  blazing  about  your  ears." 
He  did  not  see  any  reason  why  they 
should  take  any  exception  to  the  lan- 
guage or  the  spirit  of  the  right  hon. 
(Jentleman^s  remarks  in  his  speech  on 
this  question  to-night  j  but  he  was  afraid 
when  they  came  to  analyze  the  view  he 
put  before  the  House  they  would  find 
that,  excepting  language,  they  had  not 
gained  very  much.  He  had  .hoped 
against  hope  that  they  should  have 
heard  from  the  Prime  Minister  some- 
thing that  would  give  substantial  effect 
to  his  evident  desire  for  conciliation. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  still  told 
them  that  the  question  of  the  Franchise 
cast  the  question  of  Eedistribution  into 
the  shade,  and  that  he  could  not  deal 
with  the  question  in  the  same  or  oven 
in  simultaneous  Bills,  otherwise  the 
House  would  lose  control  over  its  own 
Business.  He  would  have  gladly  seen 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  place, 
for  he  wished  to  caU  attention  to  a  re* 
ference  which  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had 
made  to  a  speech  of  his  own.  He 
had  no  exception  to  take  to  the  ver- 
bal accuracy  of  the  quotation ;  but  he 
wished  to  point  out  how  entirely  the 
Prime  Minister— no  doubt,  through  mis- 
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adventure — had  miarepresented  what  he 
stated.  He  quoted  the  speech  as  say- 
ing— 

•Mf  the  Rodifitrit)ution  BiU  waa  introduced 
next  year,  it  was  very  doubtful  whether  it 
would  receive  tho  Royal  Asaout  before  the  3 1  at 
of  July," 

He  had  used  that  argument  to  show  how 
difficult  it  was  to  pass  the  two  Bills  sepa- 
rately, and  he  said  it  was  absolutely  im- 
possible to  pass  a  Franchise  BiU  and  a 
Redistribution  Bill  in  one  Session,  if 
you  separated  the  one  from  the  other, 
unless  you  came  to  an  nnderatanding 
with  the  Opposition,  The  Redistribu- 
tion Bill  which  saw  the  light  the  other 
day  proposed  the  disfranchisement  of  11 0 
seats,  of  which  some  70  were  occupied  by 
Liberals.  The  Government  passed  the 
Franchise  Bill  by  a  majority  of  130, 
as  they  were  always  telling  the  House, 
with  the  assistance  of  those  70  Qen- 
tlemen.  Bid  hon.  Members  suppose 
that  if  their  majoiity  remained  in 
other  respects  the  same  those  70  Mem- 
bers would  vote  for  a  Redistribution 
Bill  which  put  their  own  seats  in 
peril  in  the  same  way  that  they  voted 
for  the  Franchise  Bill?  If  they  left 
the  Redistribution  Bill  to  take  care  of 
itself,  Heaven  help  it  among  those  70 
Members.  The  result  would  be  that 
the  course  the  Gk)vemment  took,  whilti 
it  secured  the  enthusiastic  support  of 
their  more  advanced  adherents,  would 
not  please  the  moderate  section  so  much- 
The  position  of  the  Government  was  not 
unlike  that  of  a  man  who  had  to  drive 
a  cart  heavily  laden  with  all  sorts  of 
parcels  of  di0erent  sizes  up  a  hill,  and 
who,  in  order  to  please  the  spectatoi's,  cut 
the  traces  and  gaMoped  his  horse  up  the  hiU 
as  hard  as  he  could,  leaving  himself  to 
carry  up  his  load  as  best  he  might — or, 
to  take  another  illustration,  su2)pos6  you 
wished  to  hit  a  mark  you  would  naturally 
make  up  a  cartridge  for  that  purpose ; 
but  do  you  think  it  would  be  prudent  or 
^vise  to  ejtpend  all  your  powder  in  fire- 
works and  ftfux  Uf  jois^  leaving  the 
bullet  to  prop u I  itself  by  its  momen- 
tum ?  He  had  always  felt  that  in 
attempting  to  deal  with  redistribu* 
tion  alone,  the  Government  had  im- 
mensely increased  their  difficulties, 
Moreover,  he  believed  that  the  object  of 
a  Reform  Bill  was  to  fulfil  its  title,  and 
a  Bill  which  aggravated  every  injustice 
and  remedied  none  was  not  worthy  of 
that  title.    They  had  hoard  some  valu- 
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able  fitatiBttcs  from  his  hon.  Friend  with 
regard  to  the  enormous  injustice  done 
to  the  new  conetituencies  by  leaving 
them  without  redistribution.  They 
found  that  the  new  constituencies  in 
the  counties  would  have  something  like 
twice  the  number  of  voters  they  had  be- 
fore, and  the  boroughs  would  thus  have  a 
double  share  of  represoDtation  in  compari- 
son with  the  new  county  constituencies. 
People  had  talked  about  the  question  of 
Reform  as  if  it  was  the  only  one  which 
would  be  likely  to  occupy  the  attention  of 
the  House  in  the  next  two  years.  What 
would  be  the  position  of  the  country 
and  the  House  if  a  change  of  Govern- 
ment was  brought  about  in  the  course 
of  1^86  by  any  other  event,  and  they 
had  a  Minister  called  to  power  who 
would  be  entirely  unable  to  command 
the  majority  in  the  existing  House  of 
Commons,  but  who  would,  under  ordi- 
nary circumstances,  have  the  Constitu- 
tional remedy  of  a  Dissolution  ?  Such 
a  Minister  would  be  debarred  from  ex- 
erciaing  that  Constitutional  remedy,  and 
would  not  be  justified  in  going  to  the 
country  without  a  much  more  certain 
means  of  forming  a  judgment  of  the 
position  of  his  Government  than  any 
which  he  could  possibly  possess.  That 
state  of  things  meant  that  the  present 
Government,  if  the  House  pa8St3d  the 
Franchise  Bill  without  Hedistribution, 
was  to  be  kept  in  Office  for  a  whole  year 
without  the  possibility  of  the  Queen,  or 
the  House,  or  the  country  securing  a 
change  in  the  Administration.  Thus  they 
were  placed  in  a  position  wholly  and  ab- 
solutely without  precedent  in  this  coun- 
try or  in  any  other  country  in  the  world » 
and  one  which  could  only  be  pregnant 
with  the  most  serious  evils  ana  misfur- 
tunes,  resulting  from  a  state  of  affairs  in 
which  there  was  no  possible  way  of  as- 
certaining the  real  feeling  of  the  Eng- 
lish people.  The  Prime  Minister,  la 
speaking  of  the  question  of  Bedistribu- 
tion  that  evening,  said  there  were  five 
principles  which  must  uuderiie  the  ques- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  the  scheme  must  be  large,  that  it 
must  be  framed  so  as  to  give  satisfac- 
tion to  those  who  believed  that  popula- 
tion should  be  represented,  that  it  should 
not  be  complex,  that  it  should  be  equit- 
able to  the  different  divisions  of  the 
country,  and  that  it  must  be  equi table 
between  different  classes  and  different 
pursuits.  He  thought  it  was  hardly  worth 


while  that  the  Prime  Minister  should 
come  there  that  evening  and  tell  the 
House  those  things  which  were  written 
in  the  very  copy-book  of  politics.  The 
points  mentioned  did  not  go  one  step  fur- 
ther towards  the  root  of  the  matter.  He 
thought  they  might  have  heard  some  in- 
dication as  to  the  limit  to  be  fixed  with 
regard  to  the  return  of  Members,  and  as 
to  whether  they  were  to  have  an  abso- 
lute extinction  of  small  boroughs,  or  a 
grouping  of  boroughs.  He  also  looked 
for  some  remarks  with  reference  to  the 
rex>resentation  of  minorities.  No  infor- 
mation, however,  was  given  on  any  of 
those  points  ;  but,  notwithstanding  that, 
they  no  doubt  would  be  told  that  the 
Prime  Minister  had  displayed  almost  a 
too  eager  spirit  of  concession  and  con- 
ciliation in  endeavouring  to  meet  half- 
way a  perverse  and  recalcitrant  Opposi- 
tion. No  concession  had  really  teon 
made,  though  at  the  same  time  they 
gladly  admitted  the  alteration  in  the 
tone  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
the  more  moderate  spirit  in  which  his  re- 
marks were  made.  The  House  might  be 
quite  prepared  to  give  a  just  extension 
of  the  franchise,  or  even  to  go  as  far  as 
the  present  Bill  in  swelling  the  existing 
county  constituencies  ;  but  had  the  time 
not  arrived  when  they  ought  to  con- 
sider whether  they  should  not  retain 
for  the  future  some  portion  of  the 
representation  which  minorities  had 
hitherto  enjoyed?  It  had  been  stated 
that  the  present  constituency  of  East 
Cheshire  numbered  6,000  or  7,000; 
but  that  the  new  constituency,  taken 
under  the  scheme  of  the  Government, 
would  be  about  30,000.  The  exist- 
ing constituency,  therefore — that  was 
to  say,  the  persons  who  possessed  pro- 
perty and  who  paid  any  appreciable 
amount  in  the  shape  of  rates — would  be 
absolutely  submerged  in  the  flood  of  the 
new  electors.  In  the  face  of  Such  a  fact 
as  that  they  ought  to  have  regard  to  the 
right  of  representation  put  forward  by 
minorities.  He  appealed  to  the  Govern- 
ment not  to  put  this  question  aside  without 
some  consideration  and  declaration.  If 
he  thought  that  the  Government  intended 
to  accompany  their  Franchise  Scheme 
with  some  measure  that  would  give  a 
just  representation  to  the  minorities  in 
the  large  towns,  be  should  regard  the 
Hill  now  before  the  House  with  very 
much  less  doubt  and  anxiety  than  he 
did  now.     He  entirely  discountenanced 
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the  idea  of  making  that  House  a  branoh 
of  the  Executive  and  the  representative 
of  the  majority  only  in  the  constitu- 
encies of  the  country-  Ho  hoped  that 
the  Government  would,  before  the  House 
passed  the  Bill,  state  thoir  views  on  the 
pressing  question  of  the  representation 
of  minorities.  Before  concluding  he  de- 
sired to  refer  to  a  speech  made  by  the  right 
Hon,  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John 
Bright),  which  contained  the  celebrated 
Bentcnce,  advbing  that  any  Franchise 
Bill  which  did  not  deal  with  Kedistribu- 
tion  should  be  repudiated  without  mercy. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  ho  was 
asked  whether  this  placard  faithfully  re- 
presented what  he  had  said,  wa5  pleased 
to  say  that  it  was  a  lie,  or  used  language 
equivalent  to  that.  He  challenged  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  that  statement. 
In  1876  ]^rr.  Lowe  quoted  this  very 
passage  in  the  House  in  the  presence  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  passage 
was  to  be  found  in  a  speech  delivered 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  1859  at 
Bradford,  and  was  to  be  found  in  the 
182nd  volume  of  Ifanmrd,  page  1,715. 
Whon  Mr.  Lowe  cited  the  passage  on 
April  19,  1866,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
waa  unable  to  deuy  it.  Would  he  deny 
it  in  1884  ?  He  ventured  now  to  say  it 
was  a  lie.  That  occasion  ought  not  to 
pass  without  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
explaining  in  hia  place  what  ho  meant, 
or  did  not  mean,  by  the  letter  in 
which  he  denied  the  quotation.  What- 
ever might  be  the  character  of  that 
House  in  other  respects,  nothing  was 
more  pre»cionB  lhnn  the  absolute  vora- 
city of  its  Members.  He  would  con- 
clude by  repeating  his  perfect  convic- 
tion that  if  the  Government  wished 
to  endanger  the  progress  of  the  Fran- 
chise Bill  and  to  delay  the  enfranchise- 
ment of  2,000,000  of  persons,  they  could 
not  do  better  than  separate  the  two 
measures.  From  a  speech  made  at 
Westminster  the  other  day  by  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(8ir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  it  would  appear 
that  the  Government  were  almost  thirst- 
ing to  receive  suggestions  about  redis- 
tribution. But  he  would  suggest  that 
that  was  a  matter  for  the  Government, 
although  he  could  assure  them  that  any 
measure  on  the  subject  would  be  re- 
ceived by  the  Opposition  with  the  fairest 
consideration. 

Mr.   ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  he 
did  not  agree  very  much  with  the  right 

Mr-  Haih$ 


hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  epoken  ; 
but  he  did  so  in  one  respect — samelyr 
in  the  opinion  expressed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  question  of 
redistribution  of  political  power  could 
never  be  settled  in  that  House,  unleso 
there  was  a  certain  measure  of  consent 
between  the  two  Parties.  He  did  not 
propose  to  enter  into  any  matter  of 
detail,  because  he  concurred  in  the  views 
which  had  induced  the  Prime  Minister 
to  commend  to  the  House  a  Bill  which 
would  otherwise  have  been  thought  of 
too  Conservative  a  character.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  North  Riding  of  York- 
shire (Mr.  Guy  Dawnay)  had  kindly 
alluded  to  a  Return  which  had  been  or- 
dered by  the  House  at  his  (Mr.  Arnold's) 
request.  He  felt  it  his  duty  to  express 
his  thanks  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment for  the  readiness  with  which  they 
had  accepted  the  labours  which  it  had 
been  his  privilege  to  devote  to  that 
Return.  He  did  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  or  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Raikes)  in  the  referenco 
they  had  made  to  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill , 
because  he  did  not  think  any  argument 
he  or  the  most  eminent  Member  of  the 
House  could  adduce  could  be  significant 
as  compared  with  the  overwhelming 
Resolution  of  the  House  itself.  It  had 
already  declared  its  preference  for  di- 
viding the  subject  into  two  separate  parts; 
and  it  was  idle,  in  the  face  of  that  over- 
whelming decision,  for  any  private  or 
official  Member  to  argue  the  question. 
It  was  altogether  beside  the  question  for 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Cambridge  to  quote  the  opinions 
of  even  so  eminent  a  Member  as  th» 
right  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
John  Bright),  because  the  question  had 
been  settled  once  for  all  by  the  House. 
They  must  all  regret  the  cause  which 
had  led  that  evening  to  the  absence  of 
the  noble  Lord  tho  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) ;  but 
apart  from  that  lamentable  cause,  any 
hon.  Member  who  felt  an  interest  in 
the  political  career  of  the  noble  Lord, 
would  be  disponed  to  congratulate  .him 
on  not  having  been  in  his  place  that 
evening  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stood  in  his  name,  [Mr.  Gorst  ;  Hear, 
hear!  ]  He  had  not  expected  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member    for   Chatham  to 
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cheer  that  sentiment;  but  he  thought 
when  the  noble  Lord  read  the  most  able, 
logical,  and  undoubtedly  successful 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
the  distress  under  which  he  was  suffer- 
ing would  receive  oousidorable  relief. 
There  was  one  other  reason  why  the 
noble  Lord  should  have  been  the  last 
man  on  the  opposite  eido  of  the  House 
to  bring  forward  such  an  Amendment, 
In  one  of  his  spoQches,  the  noble 
Lord  stated  that  it  was  absolutely  im* 
possible  for  any  Govemment  or  political 
Party  to  present  any  really  unfair 
measure  of  redistribution  of  political 
power.  That  was  one  great  security 
which  the  House  possessed  ;  and  hav* 
iBg  listened  attentively  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Oorst),  he  could  only 
express  a  hope  that  a  Redistribution 
Bill  would  be  introduced  in  the  pre- 
sent Session,  and  be  separated  by  as 
short  an  interval  as  possible  from  tho 
Franchise  BilL  He,  for  one,  had  always 
saidf  and  was  prepared  to  maintain, 
that  there  ought  to  be  no  needless  sepa- 
ration between  the  two  measures,  and 
he  would  hail  with  pleasure  tho  intro- 
duction of  a  Redistribution  Bill  this 
year,  That,  however,  only  oonld  be 
done,  of  course,  with  duo  regard  to 
the  passing  of  the  measure  now  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House.  He  had 
not  been  in  the  least  degree  surprised  to 
hear  tbe  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Baikes)  de- 
precate the  enfranchisement  of  2,000,000 
of  capable  citizens.  The  deprecation  of 
that  important  measure  came  well  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  had  no 
connection  whatever  with  the  representa- 
tion of  the  people.  H«>  was  not,  how- 
ever, surprised  that  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  dwelt  with  consider- 
able  emphasis  on  the  importance  of 
the  redistribution  of  seats,  because 
he  hoped  that  the  representation  of 
the  Universities  would  be  dealt  with. 
He  (Mr,  Arnold)  would  rejoice  if  cir- 
cumstances permitted  the  Government  to 
introduce  a  Redistribution  Bill  during 
the  present  Session,  and  he  could  only 
suppose  that  that  might  be  possible  if 
Her  Majesty's  Government  could  obtain 
assurances  for  tho  satisfactory  and  secure 
progress  of  the  Bill  now  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House,  He  thought 
there  was  great  truth  in  the  observation 
of  the  hon»  and  learned  Member  for 


Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  in  his  interesting 
speech  that  evening — that  the  people  of 
this  country  would  be  disposed  to  punish 
any  political  Party  or  person  who  ob- 
structed tho  passage  of  this  important 
measure.  Every  hon.  Member  must  be 
aware  that  in  tho  agitation  which  had 
taken  place  during  the  autumn  the 
people  had  made  very  great  sacrifices. 
Ho  did  not  say  the  people  of  one  Party 
or  of  the  other  ;  but  it  would  be  familiar 
to  the  minds  of  every  hon.  Member  that 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  jjersons,  and 
mostly  working  people  whose  time  was 
of  great  value  to  themselves  and  fami- 
lies, had  already  made  large  sacrifices 
for  what  they  believed  to  be  the  inte- 
rests of  the  community.  Those  sacri- 
fices had  not  been  lightly  made;  and 
certainly  he  was  disposed  to  agree  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that 
the  people  of  this  country  would  visit 
very  severely  upon  any  political  Party 
the  offence  that  would,  to  their  minds, 
be  coaunitted  by  any  obstruction  being 
interposed  in  the  way  of  this  great  ques- 
tion. The  people  of  the  country,  no 
doubt,  felt  keenly  that  a  class,  and 
that  the  smallest,  but,  at  the  same 
time,  endowed  with  political  rights 
infinitely  larger  than  those  of  any 
other  class  in  the  country,  should  set 
themselves  in  opposition  to  the  enfran- 
chisement of  2,000,000  of  their  fellow- 
countrymen.  That  fact  had  produced  a 
profound  impression  in  the  minds  of  the 
people  of  the  country,  and  the  possible 
consequences  had  been  alluded  to  in 
suitable  terms  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
although  not  in  terms  calculated  to  give 
offence  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite* 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  pro- 
gress of  this  Bill  towards  enactment 
ought  to  be  speedy  and  secure.  He  bad 
read  that  day  in  a  paper  pubHshetl  for 
the  information  of  Parliament,  that  the 
House  of  Lords  had  assured  Her  Ma- 
jesty that  they  would  give  their  most 
careful  consideration  to  this  matter. 
He  had  read  also,  in  Her  Majesty's 
own  words,  that  she  had  been  most 
graciously  pleased  to  receive  that  pledge 
on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
He  hoped  that  that  careful  conside- 
ration would  be  given,  that  it  would 
be  given  in  a  more  genuine  manner 
than  last  Session,  and  that  it  might 
lead  to  the  speedy  accomplishment 
of  this  very  great  and  moat  dutiful 
work. 
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Me.  E.  N.  fowler  (Lord  Matoh) 
said,  he  was  anxious  to  say  a  few  words 
on  this  question,  because  he  had  not  had 
the  opportunity  which  many  of  his  hon. 
Friends  on  that  side  of  the  House  en- 
joyed of  speaking  upon  it  duriDg  the 
Kecess.  In  consequence  of  the  position 
he  occupied,  he  had  thought  it  better  not 
to  address  any  meeting  outside  his  own 
constituency,  and  he  had  not,  therefore, 
had  an  opportunity  of  expressing  his  feel- 
ings. No  one,  however,  could  say  that, 
being  the  Bepresentative  of  a  great  con- 
stituency, he  was  not  fully  within  his 
right  in  desiring  to  say  a  few  words  on 
this  most  important  question  now  before 
the  House  of  Commons.  He  had  seen 
it  stated  that  there  were  only  two  per- 
sons who  opposed  this  Bill  on  principle 
— namely,  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  J. 
Lowther)  and  himself.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  well  able  to  speak  for 
himself,  and,  therefore,  he  (Mr.  R.  N. 
Fowler)  would  not  speak  for  him  ;  but, 
speaking  for  himself,  he  would  say  that 
he  did  not  believe  there  was  any  feeling 
existing  in  this  country  which  rendered  it 
imperative  for  the  Government  to  bring 
in  this  Bill.  The  country  was,  he  believed, 
perfectly  satisfied  with  the  state  of  things 
that  now  existed,  and  there  was  no  neces- 
sity at  the  beginning  of  last  Session  for 
introducing  the  Bill.  He  did  not  mean  to 
say  that  when  the  question  had  once  been 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  country 
its  solution  could  be  any  longer  delayed. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  brought 
in  their  Bill,  and  it  now  became  the  duty 
of  men  of  all  Parties  to  consider  what 
the  best  solution  of  this  most  important 
question  was.  He  wished  to  point  out 
most  strongly  that  if  it  was  necessary  to 
deal  with  the  question  at  all,  it  was  de- 
sirable that  it  should  be  dealt  with  as  a 
whole,  and  that  they  should  have  the 
Bill,  the  whole  Bill,  and  nothing  but  the 
Bill,  without  having  a  small  portion  of 
it  brought  into  the  House.  He  knew 
it  had  been  alleged  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  and  even  by  the  eminent  au- 
thority of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  himself,  that  the  whole 
question  could  not  be  dealt  with  in  one 
Session — that  time  did  not  permit  of  its 
being  brought  in  and  disposed  of  by  the 
House  in  one  Session.  He  knew  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  possessed  a 
very  great  power  of  persuading  himself 
that  any  view  which  he,  for  one  moment, 


entertained  was  the  correct  view.  There- 
fore, he  believed  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  perfectly  sincere  when  he  said 
so;  but  if  it  were  not  for  the  respect 
he  felt  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  he 
should  certainly  consider  that  statement 
to  be  simple  nonsense.  Let  them  look 
back  to  the  history  of  the  last  Session  of 
Parliament.  Parliament  was  called  to- 
gether at  a  period  later  than  usual.  He 
believed  the  House  met  some  four  or  five 
days  later  than  the  usual  time.  It  would 
have  been  quite  open  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  have  called  Parliament 
together  two  or  three  weeks  earlier. 
That  would  have  been  quite  possible  last 
year.  He  knew  there  had  been  great 
complaints  of  the  delay  which  had  taken 
place  in  regard  to  the  debate  on  the  Ad- 
dress, and  a  Notice  had  been  given  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Scarborough  (Mr. 
Caine),  the  object  of  which  was  to  get 
rid  of  the  Address,  in  future,  altogether. 
But  if  there  had  been  great  delays  on 
the  Address,  he  attributed  it  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Lord  Richard  Grosvenor), 
for  whom  he  entertained  great  personal 
regard,  and  with  reference  to  whom  he 
wished  to  speak  with  the  greatest  pos- 
sible respect.  Hon.  Members  would  re- 
collect the  time  when  the  position  now 
occupied  by  the  noble  Lord  was  filled  by 
Mr.  Glyn,  and  Mr.  Glyn  invariably  gave 
facilities  to  private  Members  for  bring- 
ing on  their  Motions.  Notwithstanding 
the  regard  he  felt  for  the  noble  Lord,  he 
felt  bound  to  say  this — and  he  thought 
private  Members  opposite  who  recol- 
lected the  time  he  spoke  of  would  agree 
with  him — that  they  had  not  received 
the  same  facilities  from  the  noble  Lord 
as  they  did  from  Mr.  Glyn.  Mr.  Glyn 
always  endeavoured  to  keep  a  House  on 
Tuesdays  and  Fridays ;  but  the  noble 
Lord  had  never  felt  himself  called  upon 
to  do  so.  That  being  the  case,  it  was 
not  to  be  wondered  at  that  private  Mem- 
bers, finding  it  impossible  to  obtain 
facilities  on  Tuesdays  and  Fridays,  felt 
that  the  only  course  open  to  them  was 
to  bring  on  their  grievances  upon  the 
Address.  Therefore,  the  delay  which 
now  arose  in  debating  the  Address  was 
a  necessary  delay,  and  must  be  accepted 
as  an  accomplished  fact.  That  being  so, 
it  would  have  been  easy  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  call  Parliament  together  at  the 
beginning  of  January  instead  of  the 
middle  of  February.     But  what  did  Her 
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Majesty's  Q-ovemment  do  when  Pnrlia- 
m^nt  met?  Not  only  did  they  bring  in 
this  Franchise  Bill,  which  waa  to  be  the 
great  question  of  the  Session  ;  but  they 
overburdened  the  Sofision  witli  other 
measures.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  brought  in  a  great  Ship- 
ping Bin»  which  was  so  important  a 
measure  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  charge  of  it  thought  it  necessary  to 
make  a  speech  of  four  or  five  hours  in 
moving  the  second  reading.  Then,  again, 
another  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  brought  in  a  Bill  with  regard 
to  the  Government  of  Loudon.  Now, 
one  thing  was  obvious,  that  if  these  great 
questions — ^the  question  of  the  Merchant 
Shipping,  was  a  most  important  subject, 
and  interested  many  hon.  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House ;  while  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Government  of  London,  it 
must  be  admitted  by  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite,  was  one  on  which  a  good  deal 
might  be  said,  especially  upon  its  details 
in  Committee — if  those  two  questions 
were  to  be  dragged  through  the  House, 
it  waa  quite  evident  that  there  would 
not  be  time  for  the  consideration  of  a 
Reform  BilL  If,  on  the  contrary,  Her 
Majesty *s  Government,  when  they  called 
Parliament  together,  last  year,  had  de- 
voted their  whole  time  and  attention  to 
the  question  of  the  Representation  of  the 
People  in  Parliament,  he  believed  there 
would  have  been  no  difficulty  in  laying 
a  complete  Bill  before  the  House.  Every 
precedent  was  in  favour  of  that  course. 
References  bad  been  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  in  the  course  of  his  speech,  to 
the  events  which  occurred  in  1831  aud 
1832.  There  was  no  doubt  that  on 
both  of  those  occasions  the  Bill  which 
was  brought  in,  and  ultimately  passed, 
was  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  whole 
subject.  The  late  Earl  RubsuU  re- 
peatedly brought  Reform  Bills  into  Par- 
liament, and  they  were  always  com- 
plete measures.  He  Icoew  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  was  at  the  time  a  Colleague 
of  Earl  Hussoll,  who  was  called  up  to 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  the  Bill  which 
he  himself  introduced,  in  ISfiO,  was  a 
Franchise  Bill  ultimately  supplemented 
by  a  Bill  for  the  Redistribution  of  Seats. 
The  Act  under  which  our  electoral  sys- 
tem was  now  constituted  was  brought  in 
by  3Ir.  Disraeli  in  the  following  year, 


and  was  also  a  complete  Bill;  and  he 
wanted  to  ask  what  would  have  been 
the  difficulty  in  the  way  of  Hor  Ma- 
jesty's Government  if  they  had  brought 
in  a  complete  measure  in  the  early  part 
of  the  year,  and  had  devoted  the  whole 
power  of  the  Government  towards  get- 
ting it  through  ?  There  could  have  been 
no  difficulty  whatever  in  paaaing  a  satis- 
factory measure  through  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  last  Session.  Why,  then,  had 
they  only  introduced  a  partial  measure  ? 
He  believed  the  reason  was  this — Her 
Majesty's  Government  did  not  want  a 
complete  measure.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  the  Liberal  Party  wanted  no  full 
Bill.  He  believed  the  idea  of  those  who 
regulated  that  Party  behind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury — namely,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  and  his  Friend 
Mr.  Schnadhorst— was  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
dealing  with  the  Franchise  only  ;  to  pass 
that  Bill,  and  then  to  find  excuses  for 
diosolving  Parliament  before  a  Redis- 
tribution Bill  was  passed,  [**0h!"] 
He  did  not  believe  that  that  was  the  de- 
sire of  the  Prime  Minister;  but  he  be- 
lieved that  it  was  the  real  idea  of  the 
wire-pullers  of  the  Liberal  Party  who 
wanted  a  Franchise  Bill,  but  who  did 
not  want  a  Redistribution  BilL  This  Bill 
seemed  to  him  to  be  a  Bill  to  make  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  a  pseudo-Mayor  of 
Paris.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  to  be  succeeded  in  that  high  posi- 
tion by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
East  Worcestershire,  (Mr.  W.  H.  Glad- 
stone), as  Pepin,  succeeded  Charles 
Martel,  there  would  not  be  very  strong 
objection  to  it ;  but  he  did  not  hear 
that  his  hon.  Friend  was  mentioned 
in  connection  with  that  high  position, 
and  he  therefore  apprebeuded  that  the 
Successor  would  be  found  from  below 
the  Gangwaj.  That  was  his  idea  about 
the  Bill ;  and  he  believed  the  game  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  to 
be  this— to  have  a  Franchise  Bill  passed^ 
and  then  to  offer  one  excuse  after  an- 
other— audit  was  always  easy  to  find  ex- 
cuses at  the  close  of  a  Parliament  for  dis- 
solving Parliament — which  would  have 
the  effect  of  giving  the  Liberal  Party 
another  six  year?*  lease  of  power.  They 
could  not  hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  continue  to  be  Prime  Mi- 
nister many  years  longer,  and  probably 
the  right  hon*  Gentleman  the  President 
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of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain) would  be  able,  six  years  hence,  to 
bring  in  a  Redistribution  Bill,  and  to 
make  the  same  appeal  to  the  country 
which  was  being  made  now — namely, 
"The  majority  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons have  passed  the  Bill,  and  it  is 
very  wrong  and  unjustifiable  for  noble 
Lords  in  'another  place'  to  interfere 
with  it."  Under  those  circumstances, 
he  certainly  thought  hon.  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  House  were  bound  to 
give  the  Bill  their  most  strenuous  oppo- 
sition. The  agitation  which  had  taken 
place  during  the  Eecess  had  not  been 
directed  so  much  against  the  Conserra- 
tive  Party  in  that  House  as  against  its 
Friends  in  "  another  place."  They  had 
been  told  that  the  House  of  Commons 
was  the  popular  House,  and  that  noble 
Lords  in  **  another  place  "  were  bound 
to  bow  to  the  decision  of  the  Bepresenta- 
tives  of  the  people.  If  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  brought  in  this  Bill  in 
the  year  1881,  he  should  have  thought 
there  was  a  good  deal  in  that  argu- 
ment, although  certainly,  in  that  case,  he 
should  have  been  prepared  to  maintain 
that  the  country  had  not  really  been 
consulted  on  the  questions  involved 
in  the  Bill.  When  the  country  was  ap- 
pealed to  in  1880,  the  Parliament  had 
almost  come  naturally  to  its  end.  It 
could  not  have  lasted,  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  made  their  appeal 
to  the  country  against  the  wicked  foreign 
policy  of  the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield's  Go- 
vernment. They  made  their  appeals 
against  the  wars  in  Afghanistan  and  in 
South  Africa,  and  against  the  European 
policy  of  the  Government,  and  they 
called  upon  the  country  to  dispossess 
the  Conservatives,  and  place  them  in 
power.  The  country  responded  to  that 
appeal.  He  was  not  going  into  the 
question  whether  the  result  of  the 
change  had  been  to  strengthen  their 
Empire  in  India,  to  bring  them  honour 
in  South  Africa,  or  to  increase  their 
position  in  Europe.  That  was  not  the 
question  to  consider  on  the  present  occa- 
sion. What  he  did  maintain  was,  that 
this  question  of  Parliamentary  Heform 
was  very  casually  alluded  to  at  the  time 
of  the  Dissolution.  It  was  merely  a 
bye-queetion,  and  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site were  elected,  as  regarded  the  ques- 
tion, in  the  same  way,  as,  going  back 
some  25  years  ago,  they  would  find  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  pledged  themselves  to 
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support  the  Ballot,  believing  it  not  to 
be  a  practical  question.  He  was  of  opi- 
nion that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  in 
the  same  way,  had  pledged  themselves 
to  an  extension  of  the  Franchise,  be- 
lieving that  it  was  not  a  practical  ques- 
tion.  p*  No ! "]  Hon.  Gentlemen  said 
"  No  ! ''  He  was  only  giving  his  own 
opinion,  but  he  thought  there  was  sub- 
stantial evidence  in  support  of  what  he 
said.  He  believed  he  was  correct  in 
stating  that  in  the  Prime  Minister's 
Mid  Lothian  speeches,  only  two  lines 
were  taken  up  with  this  question  ;  and 
when  hon.  Members  took  up  the  Fran- 
chise Question,  although,  to  a  certain 
extent,  they  pledged  themselves  to  it,  it 
was  not  the  question  upon  which  the^ 
fought  the  Election.  If  it  had  been,  it 
would  have  been  the  bounden  duty  of 
the  Government  opposite  to  have  taken 
the  question  in  hand  in  the  year  1881. 
Nothing  of  the  sort  was  done ;  but,  on 
the  contrary,  the  question  was  deferred 
to  the  tail  end  of  the  Parliament.  After 
Parliament  had  been  sitting  for  four 
years,  and  then  with  a  Dissolution  im- 
pending, the  Bill  was  brought  in  as  a 
cry  to  go  to  the  country  upon.  That 
was  his  opinion  in  regard  to  the  present 
Bill.  He  maintained  that  if,  four  years 
after  the  election  of  the  Parliament,  the 
question  was  to  be  discussed,  the  time 
had  come  when  this  very  important 
issue  ought  to  be  submitted  to  the  con- 
stituencies. It  was  not  a  question  to  be 
decided  by  a  moribund  Parliament,  but 
by  the  people  of  England.  He  knew 
they  were  told  that  the  people  had 
held  meetings  throughout  the  country  in 
favour  of  the  Bill.  Hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite had  held  many  meetings,  and  had 
been  supported  by  large  demonstrations 
in  Hyde  Park  and  Aston  Park,  in  Bir- 
mingham, and  in  other  places;  but  it 
seemed  to  him  that  there  was  but  one 
Constitutional  appeal  to  the  people  of 
England — namely,  an  appeal  to  a  Gene- 
ral Election.  They  were  told  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  they  did  not 
fear  that  result ;  but  it  appeared  to  him 
that  if  they  did  not  fear  that  result, 
they  would  resort  to  it  with  greater 
willingness  than  they  were  now  display- 
ing, if  they  were  as  confident  as  they 
professed  to  be  in  that  House,  they 
would  more  heartily  appeal  to  the  people 
of  England,  and  welcome  the  result  of 
such  an  appeal  in  giving  them  a  new 
lease  of  life.    When  he  found  Her  Ma- 
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jesty's  Government  proclaiming  by  their 
acts  that  they  dared  not  face  the  preeent 
oonstitnenciee,  the  conclnsioti  forced  itself 
tipon  hia  mind  that  they  were  afraid  of 
the  result  of  an  appeal  to  the  people  j 
and  it  was  because  they  feared  an  appeal 
to  the  present  constituencies  that  they 
were  endeavouriuf^  to  pass  this  Bill 
through  a  moribund  Parliament.  They 
had  heard  a  great  deal  of  abuse  of 
the  other  House  of  Parliament.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  when  that  illustrious 
House  declined  to  pass  a  Bill  until  they 
knew  what  the  whole  scheme  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  was,  they  were 
ijot  only  taking  a  Constitutional  course 
which  no  one  disputed,  but  they  were 
simply  doing  their  duty  to  the  people  of 
England.  They  had  heard  not  only 
menaces,  but  a  great  many  warnings 
held  out  to  that  illustrious  Assembly, 
that  if  they  did  not  choose  to  bow  to 
the  will  of  the  House  of  Commons  they 
must  take  the  cousequences.  Now,  he 
said  most  sincerely  that  if  that  Assembly 
was  to  fall,  he  ehould  like  them  to  fall 
like  gentlemen.  He  should  like  them 
to  fall  fighting  for  a  good,  great^  and 
ConstitutioDnl  cause,  and  not  simply  to 
submit  to  the  dictation  of  a  Government 
and  a  subaerrient  majority  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  What  was  it  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  were  doing  ?  They  asked  the 
House  of  Lords  to  pass  this  Bill ;  and 
what  was  to  be  the  result  of  their  re- 
fusal ?  They  said — **  If  you  do  not  pass 
this  Bill,  you  will  raise  great  Cn^nstitu- 
tional  questions  w^hich  may  threaten  the 
very  existence  of  the  House  of  Lords/* 
If  the  House  of  Lords  submitted  to 
that  degradation,  and  if,  under  that 
threat,  they  consented  to  pass  the  Bill, 
the  result  would  be  that  they  would 
place  themselves  in  this  position — that 
whatever  the  House  of  Commons  sent 
up,  no  matter  at  what  period  of  the 
Parliament  it  was  sent  up,  no  matter 
whether  it  was  a  new  Parliament,  a 
Parliament  fresh  from  the  constituencies, 
or  a  Parliament  which  had  been  sitting 
for  many  years,  and  no  matter  whether 
it  was  a  question  on  which  the  ooosti- 
tuoncies  had  not  been  consulted,  they 
would  have  to  submit  to  the  dictation 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  They  were 
also  warned  not  to  raise  the  question  of 
a  Second  Chamber.  He  knew  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  opposite 
were  prepared  to  maintain  that  this 
country  should   b©    governed    by    one 
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House  of  the  Legislature  only.  H© 
saw  that  an  eminent  Member  of  th» 
House— the  junior  Member  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  John  Morley)— had  publicly 
advocated  that  course,  and  that  other 
hon.  Gentlemen  were  prepared  to  follow 
the  views  of  the  hon.  Member ;  but  he 
apprehended  that  mauy  of  them  were  of 
opinion  that  a  Second  Chamber  should 
be  constituted  of  men  of  experience  in 
the  law  and  in  other  matters.  Did  hon. 
Gentlemen  really  believe  that  if  they 
were  to  have  a  Second  Chamber  at  all, 
if  they  were  to  get  men  of  position  and 
eminence  in  that  country  to  sit  in  such  a 
Chamber,  that  they  would  consent  to  be 
a  mere  Parliament  of  Paris,  to  register 
the  decrees  of  a  Louis  Quatorze,  or  of 
the  Prime  Minister  of  the  day.  They 
might  depend  upon  it  that  any  altera- 
tion of  the  constitution  of  that  Second 
Chamber  would  only  make  it  a  more 
powerful  Body  than  it  was  at  the 
present  moment.  He  maintained  that 
if  that  illustrious  Assembly — \a  laugK] — 
hon.  Members  opposite  sneered  at  the 
idea  of  the  House  of  Lords  being  an 
illustrious  Assembly;  but  he  appre- 
hended that  the  eloquence  of  that 
Assembly  would  not  be  disputed  if  hon. 
Members  would  take  the  trouble  to  walk 
to  the  other  end  of  the  Corridor  and 
listen  to  a  debate.  He  was  prepared  to 
say  they  would  find  that  the  eloquence 
of  that  Assembly  would  vie  with  any- 
thing in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
probably,  with  the  exception  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister,  there  were  five  or  six  noble 
Lords  in  the  other  House  far  superior  to 
any  orators  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
What  he  was  going  to  say  was  that  if 
that  illustrious  Assembly  woa  simply  to 
become  a  registering  Body  of  the  decrees 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  they  would 
much  better  consult  their  honour  and 
their  dignity  by  not  consenting  to  fill 
such  an  ignominious  position.  They 
were  told  to  avoid  questions  of  this  kind, 
and  to  avoid  a  groat  Constitutional  crisis, 
aod  3'et  the  way  in  which  that  was  to  be 
avoided  was  by  lowering  their  own 
dignity,  by  consenting  to  degrade  them- 
selves, and  by  condescending  to  become 
the  mere  subservient  tools  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  majority  of  the  day.  He 
hoped  the  House  of  Lords  would  never 
consent  to  occupy  such  a  position,  and 
that  position  could  not  be  brought  about 
except  by  great  Constitutional  changes. 
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Ho  did  not  see  how  sucli  ConfiHttitioiial 
changes  were  to  be  brought  about  with- 
out a  civil  war,  which  he  was  quite 
satisfied  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  had  no  wish  to  bring 
about.  He  trusted  that  if  ever  such  a  dire 
calamity  were  threatened,  the  House  of 
Lords  would  be  heartily  supported  by 
the  great  Conservative  Party  which  sat 
io  that  House.  He  would  »ay,  in  con- 
clusion, that  if  that  illastrious  Assembly 
could  be  8o  false  to  its  honour  and  its 
interests  as  to  give  their  consent  to  this 
Bill  at  the  dictation  of  Her  Majesty's 
G-ovemment,  then  good-bye  to  the  great- 
ness of  the  British  Empire. 

Mr.  GRANTHAM  eaid,  that  hon. 
Members  must  have  been  very  muf*h 
struck  with  the  difference  between  the 
manner  and  the  matter  of  the  observa- 
tions which  had  been  made  that  night. 
As  far  as  the  matter  was  concerned,  it 
might  be  supposed  that  they  were  on 
the  eve  of  a  Revolution,  yet  he  was 
happy  to  say  that  no  desire  to  draw  the 
sword  was  evinced  either  on  the  part  of 
his  hon.  Friends,  or  by  anybody  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  Hon,  Mem- 
bers, not  only  in  the  House  but  through- 
out the  country,  had  been  discnssing  the 
question  as  if  the  House  of  Lords  were 
placing  themselves  at  the  present  time 
in  the  same  position  of  antagonism  to 
the  wishes  of  the  people  as  they  did  in 
1831  and  1832,  and  that  the  same  feel- 
ing of  anger,  which  was  undoubtedly 
felt  against  them  then,  was  felt  and 
experienced  against  the  House  of  Lords 
now*  Moreover»  that  the  same  feeling 
that  would  have  induced  100,000  men 
to  march  from  Birmingham  upon 
London,  not  for  the  purpose  of  express- 
ing their  feelings,  but  if  necessary  to  give 
effect  to  those  feelings  by  blows,  animated 
the  minds  of  the  people  at  the  present 
moment.  It  was  idle  to  say  that  the  anger 
referred  to  a  short  time  ago  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sal  ford  (Mr.  Arnold)  was 
anything  of  that  kind.  The  only  anger 
which  existed  had  been  stirred  up  by 
the  false  statements  which  had  been 
made  at  the  meetings  called  in  behalf 
of  the  Government.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Salford  had  said  very  truly  that  the 
only  chance  of  carrying  a  Redistri- 
bution Bill  in  that  House  was  by  en- 
deavouring to  get  the  Government  to  take 
the  matter  in  band,  and  to  deal  with  it  as 
if  they  desired  the  benefit  of  the  coun- 
try  at  large,    and  not  of  a  particular 
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Party  in  the  State.  But  he  wanted  to 
know  what  chance  there  was  of  having , 
the  question  dealt  with  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  a  friendly  spirit  if  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  were  to  be  met  as  they  had 
been  that  night,  and  during  the  whole 
of  the  Recess?  Hou»  Members  on  lliat 
side  of  the  House  were  anxious  that 
not  only  the  question  of  redistribu- 
tiooj  but  that  the  entire  question,  in- 
stead of  bein|f  dealt  with  aa  a  Part}'  ques- 
tion, should  be  dealt  with  as  a  whole,  for 
the  benefit  of  the  country.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  contended  that  the  fran- 
chise portion  of  the  scheme  must  be 
dealt  with  as  a  Party  question.  To  use 
the  expression  ol  the  Prime  Minister*  a 
claim  was  made  that  it  should  be  deah 
with  by  the  majority  ;  and  the  monaent 
the  majority  had  driven  their  bar^aiii^ 
and  dictated  the  character  of  the  Fran- 
chiseBill,  and  the  Conservative  Party  ia  I 
this  House,  and  in  the  Lords,  had  uncon- 
ditionally surrendered  on  that  part  of 
the  question,  then  they  would  take  Par- 
liament into  their  confidence^  and  ask  it  to 
join  with  them  in  carrying  a  Redistribu- 
tion Bill  for  the  benefit  of  the  country.  He 
did  not  think  that  was  the  way  the  Op- 
position  should  be  dealt  with,  if  it  were 
really  desired  by  the  Government  that 
the  whole  question  should  be  Healt  with 
by  the  present  House  of  Commons.  He 
would  remind  the  House  of  what  took 
place  in  1866 — of  what  took  place  prior 
to  the  settlement  of  1867.  The  pro- 
priety of  extending  the  franchise  in  the 
boroughs  had  been  the  common  topic  of 
debate  in  that  House^  and  had  been  con- 
sidered by  various  Governments,  from 
1850  down  to  the  time  of  the  Bill  of 
1867,  not  the  question  of  the  franchise 
accompanied  by  redistribution,  but  thai 
simple  question  of  the  reduction  of  the 
franchise.  Every  successive  GoTernmc^nt 
experienced  the  same  difficulty  in  deal- 
ing with  that  question.  They  failed  to 
settle  it ;  they  all  treated  it  as  a  Party 
question;  and  it  was  not  until  1867, 
when  Mr,  Disraeli  took  the  question  in 
hand,  and  appealed  to  the  House  to 
assist  him,  and  placed  the  matter  in  the 
hands  of  the  House,  that  the  question 
of  the  franchise  in  the  boroughs  waa^ 
settled  in  a  way  that  was  satisfactory  ia 
the  country.  That  being  so,  he  was  en- 
titled to  appeal  to  the  past  history  of  the 
question  in  the  House  of  Commons  in 
order  to  ascertain  whether  the  Govern- 
ment were  really  in  earnest  in  their  do* 
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aire  to  settle  the  question  by  endeavour- 
ing to  ride  rough-sliod  over  the  minority 
of  the  House  bj  insisting  that  their  me- 
chanical majority  should  decide  one  part 
of  the  questioD,  but  not  the  other. 
When  the  House  of  Commons  gave  way 
upon  that  branch  of  the  subject,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  then  agree 
to  take  it  into  their  confidence  in  re- 
gard to  the  redistribution  of  seats.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Sal  ford  alleged  that 
the  people  were  very  angry,  that  they 
had  made  very  great  sacrilicee,  and  that 
they  would  punish  those  who  prevented 
the  passing  of  the  Bill.  Wby  were  the 
people  angry  ?  No  doubt,  the  consti- 
tuents who  returned  the  hon.  Member 
for  Salford  might  be  angry*  Wby  was 
that?  It  was  because  they  had  been 
misled^  and  had  had  false  statements 
made  to  them  by  hon.  Members  opposite, 
who  were  tbe  chief  sinners  on  this  head. 
He  defied  them  to  refer  to  a  single 
speech  made  by  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr*  Chamberlain)  at 
Birmingham  in  whitih  he  had  put  before 
the  people  the  real  question  at  issue,  and 
made  them  understand  that  the  question 
was  not  whether  they  should  have  the 
franchise  or  not,  but  whether  the  Fran- 
ohise  Bill  should  be  passed  in  conjunc- 
tion with- a  Eediatribution  Bill  or  not. 
In  every  speech  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  he  had  told  the  people  that 
the  real  fight  the  House  of  Lords  were 
makingwas  to  prevent  them  from  having 
the  franchise  altogether,  and  not  that 
all  they  insisted  upon  was  in  having  what 
the  Liberals  had  told  them  a  very  short 
time  ago  was  the  necessary  sequence  and 
a  part  and  parcel  of  this  question  of  the 
franchise — namely,  a  redistribution  of 
seats.  No  doubt,  under  these  circum- 
stances, the  people  would  be  angry.  He 
believed  they  would  vent  their  resent* 
ment  upon  hon.  Members  opposite  when 
they  found  out  how^  for  Party  ends,  they 
had  been  deceived.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Salford  had  been  as  guilty — he 
did  not  say  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
been  anything  like  as  guilty  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  —  of 
misrepresenting  the  facts  of  the  case^  it 
was  very  likely  his  constituents  would 
express  their  anger  with  him  by  sending 
him  about  his  business.  With  regard 
tu  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister,  he 
had  not  been  surprised  at  the  language 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  used.     Of 
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course,  that  language  was  courteous ; 
but  the  right'  hon.  Gentleman  had  ex- 
pressed his  determination  that  there 
should  be  no  surrender  at  all  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.  He  had 
practically  told  them  the  same  thing 
in  his  speech  on  the  Address ;  but  what 
had  struck  him  (Mr.  Grantham)  most 
was  the  declaration  that  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  keep  the  two  mea- 
sures of  franchise  and  redistribution 
separate,  and  that  it  would  be  fatal  to 
bring  them  forward  together.  If  it 
would  be  fatal,  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman argued,  to  the  franchise  and  to 
redistribution  to  bring  both  Bills  in  to- 
gether, why  had  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man sketched  out  and  shadowed  forth 
the  principles  on  which  the  Hedistribu- 
tion  Bill  was  to  bo  framed?  It  was 
very  much  like  a  sop  in  the  pan,  or  the 
children's  game  of  **  cherry  bob,*'  where 
the  cherry  was  allowed  to  touch  the  lips, 
but  never  to  enter  the  mouth.  If, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  the 
only  question  to  be  considered  now  was 
the  question  of  the  franchise,  he  had  no 
right  to  tell  the  House  anything  what- 
ever about  the  redistribution  scheme, 
and  to  raise  their  hopes  and  fears  as 
to  the  character  of  the  measure.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  admitted, 
at  the  beginning  of  last  Session,  that 
his  plan  was  not  confined  simply  to  the 
franchise.  If  he  had  not  made  that  ad- 
mission, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew 
very  well  what  would  have  happened. 
All  the  Press  throughout  the  country 
would  at  once  have  said — **  This  is  not 
dealing  fairly  with  the  people  ;  the  Go- 
vernment have  no  right  to  force  a  Fran- 
chise Bill  through  the  House  until 
we  know  what  their  redistribution 
scheme  is  going  to  be."  But  then  the 
mere  statement  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman of  the  heads  of  a  redistribution 
ftcheme  was  not  evidence  at  nil  that  that 
would  bo  the  redistribution  which  would 
be  ultimately  carried  in  the  House.  It 
vt8A  known  very  well,  from  the  state- 
ment made  at  the  beginning  of  last  Ses- 
sion, when  this  question  was  first  in- 
troduced, that  the  scheme  propounded 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  that 
time  was  not  the  scheme  of  the  Cabinet, 
but  a  vague  sketch  shadowed  forth  aa 
the  individual  view  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intended  to  tickle  the  ears  of 
the  country.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  was  right  in   withholding  his 
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8cbeme  of  rodiatribution,  he  had  do 
right  to  refer  to  it  at  all,  or  to  mislead 
the  House  and  the  country  into  supposing 
that  they  were  in  earnest  upon  that 
question.  The  only  way  to  show  their 
sincerity  was  by  placing  their  Bill  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  ;  by  allowing  it 
to  be  brought  in  as  something  like  a 
tangible  measure,  which  would  enable 
the  House  to  know  what  they  were 
about.  There  was  another  observation 
he  desired  to  make  in  reference  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — 
namely,  upon  his  remarks  upon  the 
question  of  a  compromise,  Tbey  knew 
that  the  question  of  a  compromise  had 
been  discussed  by  all  those  who  were 
anxious  to  avoid  a  collision  between  the 
two  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  they  had 
been  told  that  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartingi  on)  had  made  various 
offers  of  compromise,  both  publicly  and 
privately,  to  Members  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  But  how  could  that  be  so,  if 
that  night  they  were  told  by  the  Prime 
Minister  that  the  matter  was  one  about 
which  there  could  be  no  compromise  at 
all?  What  was  the  meaning  of  this? 
For  weeks  and  weeks  they  had  been 
misled  by  the  idea  that  if  they  would 
only  acoept  the  suggestions  made  by 
one  of  the  leading  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment no  difficulty  would  arise ;  but 
because  the  terms  offered  were  not  con- 
sidered acceptable  by  those  to  whom 
they  had  been  offered,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  came  down  now  and  repu- 
diated everything  that  had  been  done 
with  the  remark  that  it  was  a  matter 
about  which  there  could  be  no  com- 
promise at  alL  If  that  were  so,  what 
prospect  could  there  be  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  being  able  to  accept  any  com- 
promise in  future  ? — because  it  showed 
that,  unless  it  was  done  in  such  a  way 
that  the  right  hon*  Gentleman  could 
manipulate  it  as  he  liked,  he  would  re- 
pudiate it  w^hen  the  time  came,  and  no- 
thing would  enable  him  to  act  fairly  or 
honourably  by  the  country,  or  the  House 
of  Lords.  He  had  no  wish  to  detain 
the  House  too  long  upon  this  question  ; 
bat  he  thought  it  was  a  very  important 
on©  for  the  country  to  consider.  He  be- 
lieved that,  as  far  as  the  people  were 
concerned,  if,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Sal- 
ford  (Mr,  Arnold) said,  they  felt  angry  on 
the  subject,  it  was  because  they  had  been 
wilfully  misled  by  the  speeches  which 
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had  been  made  to  them  by  Liberal  sop- 
porters  of  the  Government.  But,  as  far  as 
his  experience  was  concerned,  the  people 
of  the  country  were  not  angry  with 
what  the  House  of  Lords  had  done. 
He  thought  the  majority  of  the  thinking 
and  intelligent  people  of  the  couutry 
were  thoroughly  satisfied  with  the  action 
the  House  of  Lords  had  taken  in  the 
matter.  P*Oh!'']  Hon.  Gentlrmeu 
said  "  Oh  P*  He  presumed  they  believed 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  the 
other  day,  when  he  said  the  Conservative 
Party  had  not  held  an  open  meeting, 
and  that  they  had  never  dared  to  hold 
an  open  meeting  during  the  Becese. 
He  did  not  know  where  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  have  been  during  the 
Recess.  He  supposed  the  right  Hon. 
Gentleman  was  so  devoted  to  himself 
and  to  his  own  constituency  that  he  had 
paid  no  attention  to  what  went  on  else- 
where. AU  he  (Mr.  Grantham)  would 
say  was  that  he  had  addressed  open 
meetings  where  Radicals  were  free  to 
come  in,  and  that  at  those  meetings 
Resolutions  had  been  carried  by  enormous 
majorities  in  favour  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  Therefore,  the  people  of  the 
country  were  not  all  of  one  way  of 
thinking;  and  he  believed  they  were, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  in  favour  of  the 
action  of  the  House  of  Lords.  Reference 
had  been  made  to  what  took  place  in 
1831  and  1832.  At  that  time  it  was 
true  that  100,000  men  could  have  been 
found  to  march  from  Birmingham  to 
London,  and  he  did  not  believe  100  mea 
could  have  been  got  together  to  march 
on  behalf  of  the  House  of  Lords  against 
the  people  of  Birmingham  ;  but  if 
100,000  men  could  be  found  now  to 
march  against  the  House  of  Lords,  with 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham at  their  head,  he  (Mr,  Grantham) 
would  undertake  to  say  that  he  would 
find  no  difficulty  in  getting  200,000  men 
from  Middlesex  or  Surrey  to  march 
against  them.  That  showed  the  differ- 
ence in  thcfeeling  now.  In  1831  and  1832 
it  was  impossible  to  find  anybody  among 
the  people  prepared  to  support  the  House 
of  Lords  J  but  in  the  present  agitatioa 
it  would  be  found  that  one-holf  of  the 
people  of  the  country — and  that  the 
thinking  half — were  ready  to  do  so.  H© 
wantf^d  to  know  by  what  right  the  Libe- 
ral Party  were  threatening  to  dtstr^-jy 
the  House  of  Lords,  when  they  had  shomu 
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no  desire  to  refuse  political  power  to  the 
people  as  they  had  in  1832  ;  and  when 
all  that  wa8  in  dispute  was  merely  a 
matter  of  procedure*  which  ought  to  be, 
and  might  be»  amicably  settled  ?  In 
1832  the  people  were  fighting  for  grim 
death  because  they  had  no  representa- 
tion and  no  political  power*  and  unless 
the  House  of  Lords  gave  way  they  had 
no  chance  of  obtaining  representation. 
That  was  not  the  question  now.  There- 
fore^ it  was  idle  to  compare  tbat  time 
with  the  present,  when  the  House  of 
Ix>rd8  was  acting  in  the  interests  of  a 
large  minority  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  especially  in  the  interests  of  a  large 
minority  of  the  people  of  the  country, 
if  not  in  reality  of  a  majority  of  the 
people  of  the  country.  Under  these 
circumstances,  he  had  no  fear  of  the 
result.  Hon.  Members  opposite  might 
threaten  as  much  as  they  liked.  They 
might  threaten  to  destroy  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  to  do  away  with  a  Second 
Chamber  altogether.  One  hon.  Member 
— the  junior  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
John  Morley) — thought  that  because  he 
had  come  to  the  coDclusion  that  one 
House  of  Legislature  was  sufficient, 
that,  therefore,  the  country  would  ^ 
of  course,  come  to  the  same  opinion. 
But  those  who  had  strongly  deve- 
loped the  pride  of  intellect  were  not 
generally  good  statesmen ;  and  he  (Mr, 
Grantham)  had  no  fear  that  the  coun- 
try would  be  misled  by  the  egotism 
of  any  individual,  however  eminent  he 
might  be ;  and  if  the  Government  were 
determined  to  write  on  the  forefront  of 
their  banner  *'  No  Surrender/'  they  must 
be  prepared  to  accept  the  inevitable 
consequences  of  ultimate  defeat  and  cer- 
tain disaster  to  the  country. 

Lord  OEOEGE  HAl^IILTON :  Sir, 
I  should  not  have  risen  but  for  the 
remarkable  fact  that,  although  the  sub- 
ject is  of  the  greatest  importance,  not 
a  single  Member  of  the  Government 
has  taken  part  in  the  debate.  We 
have  been  informed  that  their  ob- 
ject is  to  curtail  as  much  as  possible 
the  proceedings  with  regard  to  thin 
Franchise  Bill.  For  my  own  part^  I 
can  say  I  have  never  known  a  more  ex- 
traordinary course  adopted  in  dealing 
with  an  important  question,  or  one  more 
calculated  to  protract  the  debate ;  be- 
cause if  Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  not  reply  to  our  argu- 
ments they  only  produce  a  state  of  irri- 


tation on  the  part  of  those  who  have 
brought  forward  the  arguments,  which 
must  have  the  effect  of  extending  rather 
than  of  curtailing  the  debate.  My  hon* 
Friend  the  Member  for  ^lid  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr,  E.  Stanhope),  in  a  most 
clear  and  forcible  speech,  has  again 
stated  the  arguments  which  were  ad- 
duced in  the  course  of  last  Session,  and 
which  have  never  been  answered  by  the 
Government  either  in  Parliament  or  on 
the  plfttform.  All  they  have  done  has 
been  to  maintain  a  policy  of  silence  vol 
this  House  and  of  misrepresentation 
abroad.  In  the  hope  that  some  Mem- 
ber of  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
follow  me,  I  will  re-state  our  cause 
in  a  shape  which  I  hope  will  make  it 
clear  what  it  is  that  we  maintain.  The 
Conservative  Party  are  not  opposed 
to  the  principle  of  the  extension  of 
the  franchise.  [An  hon.  MEMaEa : 
Oh !]  I  think  I  am  better  able 
to  interpret  the  views  of  myself  and 
my  hon.  Friends  than  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  interrupts  me.  The  Conser- 
vative Party  are  not  opposed,  I  say,  to 
the  principle  of  the  extension  of  the 
franchise  ;  but  they  object  to  the  novel 
and  unprecedented  procedure  which  the 
Government  has  adopted^ — a  form  of 
procedure  which  would  place  an  instru- 
ment  in  their  hands  which  would  be  of 
great  advantage  to  thorn  during  the  im- 
pending Election.  We  say  to  them  that 
they  may  give  ue  whatever  promises 
they  like,  but  that  it  will  not  be  to  the 
interests  of  the  Liberal  Party  to  carry  a 
Eedistribution  Bill  if  this  Franchise  Bill 
passes.  It  would  be  outside  the  com- 
petence of  the  Government  to  carry  a 
Kedistribution  Bill,  and  the  reasons 
which  induce  rae  to  arrive  at  that  con- 
clusion are  very  simple.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  differs  from  hon.  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  and  has  made 
the  astounding  statement — a  statement, 
I  will  undertake  to  say,  that  would  not 
have  been  cheered  if  it  had  not  been 
made  by  a  Conservative — that  if  the 
Government  were  to  dissolve  on  a  large 
constituency  without  redistribution  they 
would  be  at  a  great  disadvantage.  Now^ 
if  there  is  one  thing  more  certain  than 
another  it  ia  that  under  no  scheme  of 
redistribution  will  the  Liberal  Party  be 
BO  favourably  situated  as  they  would  be 
with  an  enlarged  Eegister  in  the  present 
constituencies    without    redistribution. 
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The  matter  does  not  admit  of  an  argu- 
ment.    The  Liberals  hold  at  the  present 
moment  two-thirds  of  the  boroughs,  and 
the  Conservatives  hold  two-thirda  of  the 
counties  in  England.     For  the  first  time 
in  the  history  of  Parliamentary  Eeform 
the  franchise  is  proposed  to  be  extended 
to  one   constituency  alone — the  county 
constituency — and  for  the  first  time  the 
franohise  is  not  to  be  connected    with 
the   redistribution    of    political   power. 
The  result  will    be    that   these   county 
constituencies,  enormously  unrepresetited 
aa  they  now  are,  would  be  still  more  un- 
represented.   If  an  Election  were  to  take 
place     without    redistribution     on    the 
existing  franchise  we  should  be  in  this 
position — that    every    county    Member 
would    represent  over  12,000  electors, 
while  every  borough  Member  would  re- 
present less  than  6,000  electors.     What 
would  be  the  position  of  myself  and  my 
hon.  Colleague  in  tke  County  of  Middle- 
sex ?      The  County  of  Middlesex  pos- 
sesses between  40,000  and   50,000  elec- 
tors, and  returns  two  Conservatives.     It 
is  proposed  by  this  Bill  to  double  the 
constituency,    and    two   Gentlemen   are 
coming  forward  to  contest  the  represen- 
tation— one,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for   Haverfordwest  (Lord  Kensington), 
a  small  fiahiog   villag#   in  Wales ;  and 
another    from    the    borough    of    Scar- 
borough (Mr.  Caine),    which   now   re- 
turns    two     Members     to     Parliament 
with    an    electorate    of   4,000*     These 
two     boroughs     are     to    return     three 
Liberals ;   and  Middlesex,    with  70,000 
voters,  is  to  return  but  two  Conservatives* 
What  is  the  object  of  giving  a  man  a 
vote  except  to  enable  him,  and  those  who 
hold  the  same  opinions  to  obtain  repre- 
sentation in  this  House?— and  that  is  why 
almost  every  Liberal  authority  has  always 
maintained    that  the   redistribution   of 
Beats  is  more  important  than  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  franchise.     There  has  been  a 
melancholy  rumour  in  the  House,  which 
I  find  is  unfortunately  only  too  true,  that 
we  have  been  deprived  by  death  of  one  of 
the  most  able  and  upright  of  our  Members, 
I  was  only  looking  this  morning   at  a 
most  remarkable  article  on  the  question 
of  Reform,  written  by  the    right  hon. 
Ghentleman     the     Postmaster    General, 
whose  sudden  death    everyone    deeply 
regrets.     It  was  written  at  the  time  of 
the  last  General  Election,  and  published 
after  the  Election  had  taken  place.     In 
that  article  the  right   hon.    Gentleman 
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went  minutely  into  tlie  redistribution  of 
seats  and  the  reduction  of  the  francliise ; 
and,  being  fresh  from  an  election  repre- 
senting one  of  the  largest  consti- 
tuencies in  the  Kingdom,  he  arrived  at 
the  conclusion  that  there  were  two 
questions  which  were  so  inseparably 
connected  that  they  should  not  be  kept 
apart — namely*  a  reduction  of  the  fran- 
chise accompanied  by  redistribution. 
He  stated  that  he  was  in  favour  of  a 
measure  that  would  give  equal  repre- 
sentation to  every  man  in  the  Kingdom, 
and  that  redistribution  in  any  other  form 
would  be  worse  than  the  present  system. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr,  John  Bright)  has  been  accused  of 
making  certain  statements  which  he  has 
certainly  declared  to  be  untrue.  I  believe 
them  to  be  true,  for  I  have  verified 
them.  In  1866  he  made  a  statement 
which  puts  our  case  into  a  nut-shell. 
What  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  then 
said  was  this — 

**  I  would  fr&m«  a  measure  which  would  give 
a  vote  to  every  man  in  the  Kingdom,  for  under 
rediatnbutiQn  framed  under  any  othftr  form  the 
representation  would  be  infinitely  worse  thmi  it 
ifi  at  present." 

Well,  that  18  exactly  our  case.  All  W8 
ask  is  that  the  Government  should  give 
us  some  reasonable  guarantee  that  a  re- 
distribution scheme  should  be  effected 
before  the  reduction  of  the  franchise 
comes  into  operation.  Is  that  unreason- 
able ?  What  conceivable  objection  can 
there  be  to  it  ?  I  listened  carefully  to 
the  arguments  of  the  Prime  Minister; 
but  he  never  adduced  one  single  argu- 
ment in  reply  to  that  request.  He  in- 
dulged in  high-flown  language  as  to  the 
majority  giving  up  the  control  of  their 
own  business  i  but  surely  it  would  be  the 
fault  of  the  majority  if  it  could  not 
control  its  own  business.  By  associating 
the  two  measures  the  majority  would 
not  be  giving  up  the  control  of  its  own 
business,  but  would  be  absolutely  ex- 
pediting the  question  of  Reform,  If 
there  be  this  earnest  desire  on  the  part 
of  the  people  for  the  reduction  of  the 
franchise,  of  course  the  Government 
would  have  a  tremendous  lever  by  which 
to  work  a  Redistribution  BiU^  if  there 
were  nothing  more  than  to  show  that  it 
was  the  sole  impediment  to  the  Fran- 
chise Bill  coming  into  operation.  Oncd, 
and  once  only,  was  the  Prime  Minister 
betrayed  into  making  use  of  an  in- 
cautioua  expression,  and  it  oon6titatd4 
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a  complete  reply  to  the  speech  of  the 
lion,  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
{Mr*  Gorst).  Addressing  a  meeting  of 
Badicals,  and  thinking  it  probable  that 
he  would  not  be  reported,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  gave  we  really  to  understand 
what  the  Redistribution  Bill  was  to  be. 
I  will  call  attention  to  what  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  aaid  at  the  meeting  at 
the  Foreign  Ofixce.     He  said — 

*'  I  affirm  to  you  poiitively  and  absolutely 
that  you  will  DOt,  and  cannot,  pasa  a  Redistri- 
bution Bill  unltiftB  the  Opposition  have  eomo 
motive  for  allowing  it  to  pass.  The  goodwill 
on  the  part  of  the  f)pp*o8ition  which  we  want, 
and  which  we  rf?qairft,  in  order  to  give  a  Re- 
distribution Dill  a  L'hance,  cannot  bo  had  unless 
they  kn«w  that  the  oxtonaion  of  the  franchise  is 
to  tako  dIaco,  and  that  if  they  will  not  hav^  it 
with  redistribation  thoy  must  take  it  without/^ 

Now,  what  does  that  mean  ?  It  means 
thia  much — that  the  Opposition  were 
to  be  placed  in  the  position  of  having 
either  to  take  such  redigtribution  as  was 
ofiered,  tr  else  to  go  to  the  country  on 
the  existing  francluBe  without  redietri* 
bution  at  all.  Now,  I  maintain  that 
that  ia  an  unfair  and  an  improper 
position  in  which  to  place  the  Opposi- 
tion. Btipposing  the  Prime  Minister 
were  to  meet  us  in  the  same  spirit^ 
and  were  to  give  us  a  guarantee  that 
they  would  put  a  clause  in  the  Bill 
to  provide  that  the  measure  ahonld  not 
come  into  operation  unless  it  is  accom- 
panied by  a  Bed  18 tri bution  Bill,  what 
difficulty  would  arise?  Suppose  the 
House  of  Lords  should  throw  it  out, 
what  would  the  position  of  the  Liberal 
Party  be  then  ?  During  the  whole  of 
the  Autumn  oampaign  juur  arguments 
have  been  based  on  presumption  and 
assumption ;  but  if  the  Conservatives 
were  to  block  and  obstruct  your  Ee- 
dii^tribudon  Bill  you  would  no  longer 
have  to  found  your  arguments  on 
assumption  j  but  you  would  have  facts  to 
deal  with,  and  you  would  be  able  to  go 
all  over  the  country  ten  times  stronger 
than  you  are  now.  Moreover,  you 
would  be  justified  in  asserting  that 
the  Opposition  were  not  in  favour  of 
a  reduction  of  the  franchise,  because 
they  were  now  taking  every  cx)nceivable 
means  to  prevent  this  Bill  from  coming 
into  operation  by  blocking  and  obstruct- 
ing the  Bedistributiou  BUL  I  suppose 
there  is  not  a  single  Member  who  has 
spoken  at  any  political  gathering  during 
the  Autumn  Becesa  who  did  not  in  his 
observatlonft  make  some  allusion  to  the 
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Eeforni  agitation  of  1832,  to  the  deep 
feeling  evoked,  to  the  danger  there  was 
of  popular  feeling  coming  into  col- 
lision with  the  laWf  and,  in  fact,  of  a 
revolution  occurring.  What  vraa  the 
cause  of  the  collision  between  the 
House  of  Lords  and  the  people  in 
1832?  Has  any  hon  Gentleman  taken 
the  trouble  to  ascertain,  because  it  is 
a  little  curious  ?  The  history  of  Be- 
form  in  1831  and  1832  is  simply  thia 
— Earl  Grey's  Government  brought  in 
a  Bill  in  1830,  the  second  reading  of 
which  was  carried  by  a  majority  of  one; 
and  in  the  unreformed  Parliament  Gene- 
ral Gascoyne  carried  an  Amendment  in 
Committee  which  was  hostile  to  the  Bill 
as  interpreted  by  the  Government.  Earl 
Grey  dissolved  Parliament,  and  ap- 
pealed to  the  country ;  and  the  next 
Parliament  passed  the  Bill  by  a  large 
majority,  and  sent  it  up  to  the  Ilouse  of 
Lords,  who  threw  it  out  in  183L  In 
1832  the  House  of  Commons  sent  the 
Bill  up  to  the  House  of  Lords  by  a  still 
larger  majority,  and  the  House  of  Lords 
then  passed  the  second  reading ;  but  the 
Government  subsequently  resigned  on 
account  of  an  Amendment  proposed  by 
Lord  Lyndhurst.  Does  any  hon,  Mem- 
ber know  what  that  Amendment  was  ? 
He  proposed  the  very  procedure  for  the 
settlement  ot  Eeform  which  the  Govern- 
ment now  support.  He  proposed  to  post- 
pone the  Bed istri bution  Clauses  until 
the  Franchise  Glauses  had  been  settled ; 
but  the  Government  of  Earl  Grey  de- 
clared that  that  Amendment  was  abso- 
lutely prejudicial  to  the  eeltleraent  of 
Reform,  and  rather  than  accept  it  they 
resigned.  Well,  now,  50  years  after, 
the  Liberal  Party  are  going  about  the 
country  stirring  up  the  people  just  iu 
the  same  way  against  the  House  of 
Lords,  because  they  are  adhering  to 
what  has  been  the  invariable  practice  in 
connection  with  previous  Keform  Billa, 
and  are  really  acting  on  the  advice  of 
the  Reformers  of  1832.  Let  me  take 
another  point.  We  are  told  that  if  we 
persevere  in  the  line  we  are  taking  we 
may  raise  a  more  organic  question  ;  and 
the  Prime  Minister  baa  told  us,  in  termi 
of  warning,  what  that  organic  question 
ie.  But  the  unfortunate  part  of  tbe 
controversy  is  that  the  Government  have 
already  raised  this  great  organic  ques- 
tion by  a  side  wind,  and  in  its  most  un- 
pleasant form.  The  principle  the  Prime 
Minister  is  contending  for  is,  that  wheu* 
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e?er  there  is  a  difFerenoe  between 
House  and  the  House  of  Lords  the  ma- 
jority of  the  House  of  Lords  is  to  give 
way.  That  is  to  deprive  the  House  of 
Lords  of  their  functions  as  an  indepen- 
dent Legislative  Assembly.  Everybody 
admits  that  the  House  of  Lords  must 
give  way  to  the  will  of  the  people ,  when 
the  people  have  decided  that  they  are  in 
the  wrong.  What  is  the  question  raised 
out-of-doors,  and  raised  in  a  much  less 
dangerous  shape  than  the  principles 
which  the  Government  are  contending 
for  ?  Out-of-doors,  with  the  single  ex- 
ception of  the  junior  Member  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  John  Morley),  the  demand  is 
not  for  the  abolition  of  a  Second  Cham- 
ber^ but  for  getting  rid  of  the  hereditary 
principle  which  now  exists  in  that  Cham- 
ber. Now,  I  contend  that  it  would  be 
much  more  dangerous  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  ask  us  to  consent  to  a  course  of 
procedure  which  would  practically  de- 
prive the  Second  Chamber  of  its  inde- 
pendence than  to  leave  the  Second 
Chamber  with  its  functions  unimpaired^ 
attacking  only  its  hereditary  character. 
What  the  Government  are  practically 
trying  to  do  is  to  deprive  this  country 
for  ever  of  an  independent  Second 
Chamber,  Once  deprived  of  its  inde* 
pendence  of  action,  that  independence 
of  action  can  never  be  restored,  no 
matter  what  the  composition  of  a  Second 
Chamber  may  be.  Let  me  point  out  the 
danger  of  attempting,  in  this  insidious 
way,  to  deprive  the  country  of  an  inde- 
pendent Second  Chamber.  How  are  you 
to  limit  the  power  of  majorities  in  the 
House  of  Commons  if  the  only  Party 
who  can  resist  them  effectually  is  put 
adde  ?  The  Prime  Minister  made  use 
of  strong  words  in  laying  the  foun- 
dation stone  of  the  National  Liberal 
Club.  He  gave  his  audience  clearly  to 
understand  that  that  which  was  for 
the  advantage  of  the  Liberal  Party 
wae  for  the  national  interest,  and  that 
everything  they  did  to  promote  the  in- 
terests of  the  Liberal  Party  was  done  to 
promote  national  interesta.  Then,  why 
should  not  the  right  hon*  Gentleman 
himself  be  retained  in  Office  by  a  special 
Act  of  the  Legislature  for  the  next  10 
years?  The  present  Prime  Minister 
is  absolutely  essential  to  his  political 
Party;  why,  then,  should  the  Liberal 
majority  not  save  the  Prime  Minister 
the  trouble  of  going  to  a  General  Elec- 
tion by  extending  the  existence  of  Par- 
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liament  for  10  years.  They  know  quite 
well  that  if  they  do  appeal  to  the  country 
their  majority  will  be  largely  reduced ; 
and  I  may  remind  the  House  that  it  waa 
in  some  such  position  as  this  that  the 
Septennial  Act  was  passed.  A  Parlia- 
ment, which  had  been  elected  under  the 
triennial  system,  found  itself  so  ua-^ 
popular  that  it  was  certain  it  would  not 
be  retained ;  and  under  the  view  that 
there  would  be  certain  elements  of  dan- 
ger produced  by  getting  rid  of  them, 
they  passed  an  Act  for  the  purpose  of 
prolonging  their  existence.  The  prin- 
ciples for  which  the  Prime  Minister  iB 
contending  are  most  dangerous  and  un- 
reasonable. Has  the  agitation  during, 
the  last  two  months  been  conducted  in ' 
such  a  manner  as  to  induce  or  entitle 
the  Opposition  to  yield  to  it.  What  has 
been  the  weapon  which  has  been  used 
during  the  past  Autumn  ?  At  the  com- 
mencement of  the  agitation  I  called  the  \ 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
the  avowed  object  of  the  agitation.  It 
was  to  organize  the  intimidation  of 
the  House  of  Lords.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  exercised  great  ingenuity  in 
parrying  my  question ;  but  he  never 
uttered  a  single  word  against  the 
course  proposed  to  be  pursued ♦  What 
has  been  the  course  pursued  during  the 
Becess  ?  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
the  Liberal  Party  have  done  everything 
in  their  power  to  calumniate  and  malign 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  especially  the 
Marquess  of  8alisbury.  Let  me  take 
one  statement  as  a  substantiation.  I  do 
not  think  I  could  refer  to  the  speeches  of 
any  man  who  combines  with  the  fillin|f , 
of  a  high  otEeial  position  such  an  amount ' 
of  recklessness  of  language  as  those  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain),  I  wiU  take  two  state- 
ments by  two  Members  of  the  Cabinet — 
first,  one  by  the  Earl  of  Derby,  a  Col*  i 
league  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  This  j 
is  what  the  Earl  of  Berby  says,  and  it  is  \ 
a  description  of  the  conduct  of  the  House  ] 
of  Lords — 

**  No  doubt,  no  on«  who  has  heard  or  read  1 
the  debate  here  will  be  likely  to  sappo«d  that  \ 
you  object  to  the  extended  franohisa ;  bat  da  ^ 
you  Buppoee  that  the  cLiiaos  who  hnve  power — 
the  present  elootors,   or  those  who  aro  to  be 
electors — read  long   debates  f      Not  they.     If 
anybody  tallti  them  that  the  Oppoaition  Leaders 
have  laid  they  were  not  £t  to  be  trusted  with  a 
vote,  they  will  awallow  it  to  a  m&n, — (3  Mm^ 
i«rd,[29o]  391.) 

That  is  what  the  Earl  of  Derby  eaid^ 
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He  etates  distinotty  that  it  was  untrue 
to  suppose  the  Houb©  of  Lords  objected 
to  the  exteDsIoB  of  the  franchise  ;  but 
he  implies  that  if  unscrupulous  porsoiia 
make  such  an  ac^uaatlon  against  them 
the  electors  will  swallow  it.  And  now, 
what  did  the  right  hon.  Crentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  say  at  Birmingham  ? — 

**  The  Franchise  Bill  haa  been  awaBBinated ;  its 
murderers  wear  maaks,  and  tho  chief  conspirator 
shrinkfl  from  the  oonfeBsion  of  his  crime,  niid  in 
the  presence  of  the  assembled  Thanes  ho  cties— 
•  ITioQ  can'et  not  say  I  did  iV  " 

Then  wo  are  told  that  the  people  of  the 
country  are  in  a  dangerous  temper^  and 
that  terrible  consequences  may  ensue  if 
a  protracted  opposition  be  offered  to  the 
Bill.  But  have  not  some  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  been  a  little  too  confident 
in  their  predictions  of  evil  ?  One  of  the 
hon-  Gentlemen  who  cheers  me  has^  I 
think,  been  guilty  of  a  little  imprudence 
in  respect  of  a  statement  which  was  cir- 
culated the  other  day  ciroumstantially  in 
an  Irish  newspaper  to  the  effect  that  the 
working  classes  in  Birmingham  are  ready 
to  commit  a  gross  personal  outrage  on 
ray  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Randolpii  Churchill).  The 
gentleman  who  supplied  the  information 
has  been  accused  of  fabricating  it ;  but 
it  afterwards  appeared  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  ( Mr.  Jesse  CoUings) 
was  his  authority. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLXNGS :  Perhaps  I 
may  be  allowed  to  say  that  1  distinolly 
deny  that  statement.  I  gave  no  permis- 
sion for  any  man  to  make  any  such 
statement.  As  far  as  I  know,  I  have 
never  spoken  to  the  gentleman  in  ques- 
tion, and  certainly  do  not  know  him. 
No  permission  was  given,  and  the  state- 
ment is  absolutely  untrue. 

Lord  GEOHGE  HAMILTON :  Of 
course,  I  am  ready  to  apologize  if  the 
hon.  Member  says  he  made  no  such 
statement ;  but  certainly  I  do  not  under- 
stand him  to  say  that  he  never  made  the 
statement. 

Mr.  JESSE  OOLLINQS  :  If  the  noble 
Lord  will  say  what  the  statement  is,  I 
will  say  whether  I  made  it  or  not. 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON :  I  do 
not  wish  to  pursue  the  conversation  if 
the  hon.  Member  says  he  made  no  such 
statement,  which  is  that  if  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  goes 
down  to  Birmingham,  the  working  men 
there  are  so  incensed  against  him  that 


they  have  made  up  their  minds  to  horse- 
whip him. 

Mr.  JESSE  C0LLING8:  I  absolutely 
deny  that  statement. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  Iftho 
hon. Member  denies  it,  I  of  course  apolo- 
gize. As  to  the  violent  language  alluded 
to,  it  has  all  come  from  above,  not  from  be- 
low; it  has  not  emanated  from  the  working 
people  of  the  country,  but  from  a  num- 
ber of  politicians  who  have  gone  about 
endeavouring  to  stir  them  up  to  fever 
heat  against  the  House  of  Lords.  Al- 
though I  have  not  been  present  at  any 
very  large  meetings,  I  have  attended  and 
addressed  a  large  number  of  smaller 
meetings,  and  I  have  letters  from  work- 
ing men  describing  themselves  as  Libe- 
rals, who  tell  me  that  the  position  taken 
up  by  the  Conservative  Party  with  re- 
gard to  this  question  is  perfectly  fair  and 
legitimate ;  because,  as  they  say,  the 
Conservatives  have  not  objected  to  the 
principle  of  the  Franchise  Bill,  but  have 
taken  objection  to  the  novel  procedure 
which,  for  the  first  time  in  Parliamen- 
tary history,  the  Government  are  adopt- 
ing. Under  these  circumstances,  I  hope 
that  some  Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  endeavour,  in  some  shape 
or  other,  to  answer  the  arguments  which 
I  have  put  forward.  I  and  a  number  of 
my  hon.  Friends,  during  the  last  Ses- 
sion, stated  and  restated  those  argu- 
ments, and  the  only  reply  from  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  was  that  we  made  the  same 
speeches  twice  over.  That,  I  submit, 
is  not  the  proper  way  of  dealing  with 
the  arguments  of  reasonable  men.  II 
Her  Majesty's  Government  cannot  meet 
the  case,  let  them  say  so.  I  have  always 
felt  that  whenever  the  proposal  of  the 
extension  of  the  franchise  to  the  counties 
comes  forward  it  is  one  which  cannot  be 
opposed.  ['*No,  no  I  "]  An  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  '*  No  ;  "  but  I  assume  that 
I  know  my  own  thoughts  better  than  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  whose  remark  is  an 
illustration  of  the  method  of  mis-state- 
ment by  which  our  opponents  have 
throughout  carried  on  the  argument* 
Speaking  for  mjself,  I  have  always  said, 
and  I  say  it  again,  that  whenever  the 
proposal  shall  be  made  to  make  the 
county  franchise  similar  to  that  in  the 
boroughs,  as  established  by  the  Earl  ol 
Beaconsfield,  it  will  be  a  proposal  that 
cannot  be  opposed.  And  for  this  reason — 
I  doubt  whether  the  working  people  of 
any  country  were  ever  subjected  to  a 
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more  severe  test  tban  have  been  tljo 
working  people  of  this  country  during 
the  last  15  years.  Rarely  has  the  tran- 
sition from  exceptional  proiperity  to  ex- 
ceptional adversity  been  greater  than 
from  1873  to  1880,  diiriug  which  period 
there  was  muoh  distress,  and  many  were 
reduced  to  absolute  privation.  Side  by 
side  with  that,  the  Education  Act  has 
corae  into  force,  and  the  working  people 
are  deprived  of  the  labour  of  their  chil- 
dren at  a  time  when  that  labour  is  most 
valuable,  and  they  are  compelled  not 
only  to  part  with  the  value  of  that  la- 
bour, but  to  pay  the  fees  for  their  chil- 
dren's education.  They  have  nobly 
responded  to  the  calls  made  upon  them, 
and  the  fact  that  during  the  depression 
of  trade  and  commerce  the  doposita  in 
the  savings*  banks  have  increased  shows 
that  the  working  people  of  the  country 
are  taking  their  loAson  to  heart.  There- 
fore, because  they  have  shown  under 
these  exceptional  circumstances  the  best 
qualities  of  citizenship,  and  as  a  consider- 
able number  of  the  working  people  in 
the  counties  are  unenfranchised,  I  feel 
it  is  impossible  to  oppose  the  extension 
to  the  counties  of  the  franchise  existing 
in  the  boroughs.  I  believe  that  the 
longer  this  controversy  goes  on,  the 
more  will  the  position  of  the  Conser- 
vative Party  towards  the  Bill  be  seen  in 
its  true  light.  Wherever  they  have 
been  allowed  to  state  their  case,  and 
have  not  had  their  meetings  broken 
up,  tbey  have  succeeded  in  satisfying 
their  audiences.  They  do  not  pretend 
to  be  able  to  compete  in  noise  and  vio- 
lence with  their  opponents,  who,  there- 
fore, in  that  phase  of  the  agitation,  have 
had  an  advantage  over  them.  But  the 
great  mass  of  the  people  of  the  country 
are  law-abiding,  and  hato  violence ;  they 
take  note  of  those  who  incite  to  it,  and 
although  there  may  be  a  continuation 
of  the  inflammatory  speeches  which  have 
marked  their  opponents'  proceedings 
during  the  Autumn,  I  am  confident  that 
the  more  the  Party  opposite  resort  to 
violence  and  unfair  play  the  greater  will 
be  til©  rebound  in  favour  of  the  position 
taken  by  the  Opposition  with  regard  to 
this  measure.  Therefore,  if  Her  Ma- 
je8ty*8  Government  cannot  answer  our 
arguments  in  the  House  of  Commons 
they  are  not  likely  to  convince  the  peo- 
ple out-of-doors,  and  I  am  tolerably  con- 
fident that  in  the  long  run  the  Conser- 
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vative  Party  will  gain,  because  whatever 
cause  cannot  stand  discussion — and  ap- 
parently the  cause  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  not  bear  that  test — ia, 
in  my  opinion,  doomed. 

Mr.  HUGH  SHIELD  desired  to  say 
a  very  few  words  in  answer  to  that  part 
of  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  in  which 
he  dealt  with  what  was  called  Iha 
^*  leverage  argument"  of  the  Prime 
Minister.  The  noble  Lord  had  said 
that  the  Prime  Minister  had  candidly 
avowed  that  one  of  the  reasons  which 
influenced  the  Government  in  declining 
to   combine   the   measure  of  franchiao 

\  with  that  of  redistribution  was  the  ne- 
cessity of  having  this  leverage  at  their 

j  disposal.  But  he  would  point  out  to 
the  noble  Lord  that  it  was  not  alone  the 
Prime  Minister  who  had  avowed  the 
necessity  of  having  the  means  of  put- 
ting Parliament  under  some  pressure  in 
order  that  a  Bedistribution  Bill  might 
be  carried.  The  same  position  had 
been  taken  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War.  The  Sfarquess  of  Salisbury  had 
stated  that  it  was  the  deliberate  pur- 
pose of  the  Government  to  establish  a 
machine  for  controlling  and  cotircing  the 
Judgment  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
that  such  an  attempt  had  never  before 
been  made  in  their  history,  even  under 
the  most  encroaching  of  Monarchs.  He 
asked  whether  the  observations  of  the 
Prime  Minister  which  bad  been  referred 
to  deserved  the  comments  which  the 
noble  Lord  bad  made  upon  them  ?  On 
the  contrary,  he  maintained  that  so  far 

I  from  being  the  words  of  a  cynic  they 
were  the  wise  utterances  of  a  statesman^ 
whose  reasoning  was  that  so  difficult 
was  the  subject  of  redistribution,  so 
numerous  the  questions  of  principle 
which  clustered  around  it,  and  so  multl- 
tudinous  the  wilderness  of  its  details,  that 
unless  the  opponents  of  any  Bedistribu- 
tion Bill  could  be  brought  to  approach  it 
under  some  inducement  to  forego  some- 
thing of  the  obstructive  power  of  their 
position  it  could  never  be  j)assed.  It  was 
upon  this  reasoning  that  the  so-called 
leverage  argument  was  founded,  and  he 
asked  whether  it  was  fair  to  say  that  it 
out-did  the  encroachments  of  the  most 
encroaching  Mouarchs?  In  1831-2  they 
had  a  Reform  Bill  introduced  by  a  Go- 
vernment thoroughly  in  earnest,  sup- 
ported by  the  people,  who  were  tho- 
roughly in  earnest^  and  pressed  forward 
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against  a  reluotant  Opposition  j  the  Bill 

of   1832  was  carried   under  the   direst 

possible  compulsion — almost  on  the  verge 

of  a  civil  war.     Everyone  knew — it  was 

a  matter  of   history— that  the   Prime 

MiniBter  of  the  day  went  down  to  the 

House  of  Lords  with  the  King's  licence 

in  his  pocket  to  create  as  many  Peers  as 

were  necessary  to   pass  the  Bill;  and, 

therefore,  with  thoRe  facts  in  his  mind, 

he  did  not   think  that  the  ^ffirquesa  of 

Salisbury  was  entitled  to  say  that  never 

before  had   a   Minister  of   the  Crown 

assumed  the  right  to  exercise  com- 
pulsion towards  the   House  of    Lords. 

But  the  Bill  of  1867  was  introduced  in  a 

very  different  state  of  things.  Its  sup- 
porters  had   not  to   press  it  against   a 

reluotant  Opposition;    the    real  friends 

of  Beform  were  then   the   Opposition. 

That   Bill,  no  doubt,   passed  with   the 

free   assent    of    Parliament.      But    ho 

thought  he  was  correct  in  saying  that  it 

appeared  from  the  Memoirs  of  the  Earl 

of  Malmesbury  that  even  the  Bill  of  1 867 

was  not  passed  by  the  free  decision  of 

the   House   of    Lords,    but   under   the 

threat  that  the  Earl  of  Derby   would 

resign  Office.     Therefore,  he  said,  they 

might  pass  a  Redistribution  Bill  or  a 

Reform  Bill  with  the  free  assent  of  Par* 

liament,  without  compulsion,  when  the 

measure  was  backed  by  an  Opposition 

as  eager  for  Reform  as  the  Government 

who  promoted  itj  but  that  when  they 
had  to  pass  a  measure  of  the  kind 
against  a  reluotant  Opposition,  they  were 
taught  by  history  that  it  could  only  be 
passed  under  a  pressure  which  brought 
the  country  almost  to  the  verge  of  revo- 
lution. In  lieu  of  such  a  pressure  the 
Prime  Minister  sought  to  put  Parlia- 
ment under  an  inducement — the  induce- 
ment of  avoiding  a  consequence  which 
they  all  deprecated— namely,  an  appeal 
to  the  old  constituencies,  in0ated  by  the 
addition  of  the  new  voters  before  redis- 
tributioti.  Far  from  being  the  outcome 
of  a  despotic  spirit,  the  Prime  Minister's 
**  leverage  argument ''  was  proof  of  his 
moderation  and  preference  for  peaceful 
methods. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.** 
— {Sir  It,  Ainhion  CroH,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Zh-morr^w. 


DEATH   OF  THE   RIGHT   HON.   HENRY 
FAWCETT,    POSTMASTER 
GENERAL. 
Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  wish  to  take  this  opportunity 
of  saying  a  Yery  few  words,  and  I  am 
very  sorry  the  House  is  so  thin,  for  I  am 
quite  sure  that  what  I  am  going  to  say 
reflects  and  expresses  the  feeling  of  the 
whole   House  —  of    both   sides   of  the 
House.     I  wish  to  say  one  word  to  ex- 
press the  very  great  and  strong  sense 
we  all  have  of  the  loss  which  the  Go- 
vernmeDt  and  this  House  have  sustained 
by  the  melancholy  event  which  was  com- 
municated to  us  earlier  in  the  Sitting. 
All  of  us  who  have  had  the  pleasure  of 
sitting  in  the  House  for  any  length  of 
time  with  Mr.  Fawcett^  and  especially 
those  who,  like  myself^  have  sat  in  the 
House  the  whole  time  that  he  has  been 
a  Member  of  it^  could  but  have  come  to 
one  conclusion — that  there  was  no  man 
who  more  thoroughly  commanded  and 
received  the  respect  and  the  regard  of 
the  House  than  did  Mr,  Fawcett.   From 
the  first  moment  he  entered  the  House 
he  showed  that  he  was  determined  to 
take  a  zealous  and  active  part  in  its  pro- 
ceedings ;  and  throughout  his  career  he 
has  been  one  who  has  been  always  ready 
to  speak  freely  and  boldly,  and,  if  ne- 
cessary, with  rigour  upon  all  questions 
that  arose.     But,  at  the  same  time,  I  da 
not  think  anybody  can  recall  a  single 
word  that  ever  fell  from  him  that  gave 
unnecessary  offence  or  pain  to  anyone, 
He  was  a  man  in  whom,  when  he  spoke 
against  us — which,   in  regard  to  Mem- 
bers on  this  side,  was  most  commonly 
the  case — we  always  recognized  a  spirit 
of  fairness  and  readiness  to  enter  into 
the  feelings  and  arguments  of  his  oppo- 
nents that  gave  double  and  treble  weight 
to  what  fell  from  him,     I  could  not  re- 
frain fi'om  taking  this  opportunity  of  say- 
ing just  a  single  word  to  express  what  is 
the  uuanimous  feeling,  I  am  sure,  of  the 
whole  House,  and  what  I  believe  also  to 
be  the  feelings  of  others  far  beyond  this 
House — of  all  who  knew  and  respected 
bim. 

Thb  AUbqubss  of  HARTINOTON: 
8ir,  I  am  sur^  I  shall  express  the  feel- 
ings of  all  who  sit  on  this  aide  of  the 
House  if  I  rise  to  say  a  few  words  to 
thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the 
kindly  and  sympathetic  terms  in  which 
he  has  expreased.  himself  for  the  great 
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loss  which  has  befallen  the  Gt)yeitimp>iit, 
and  I  think  I  may  say  the  whole  House, 
in  the  death  of  Mr.  Fawcett,  He  oora- 
manded  the  respect,  and  I  think  I  may 
say  the  affection »  of  the  whole  Houae. 
We  have  admired  the  courage  with  which 
he  has  confronted  a  most  painful  and 
distresHng-  infirmity  which  would  have 
prostrated  the  energies  of  most  men.  From 
the  very  eommencement  of  his  entrance 
into  public  life  he  commanded  the  re- 
spect of  all  who  were  brought  into  con- 
tact with  him.  The  indopendence  with 
which,  when  he  occupied  an  independent 
position  in  this  House ^  he  was  in  the 
habit  invariably  of  expressing  his  opi- 
nions, whether  they  were  in  entire  har- 
mony with  the  opinions  of  those  with 
whom  he  usually  acted  or  not,  eeoured 
for  him  an  amount  of  respect  which  very 
few  Members  of  this  House  have  ever 
been  able  to  obtaia.  The  energy  with 
which  he  threw  his  remarkable  intellect 
into  the  duties  of  the  Office  which  he 
was  called  on  to  administerj  and  the  in- 
variable courtesy  with  which  he  met  the 
wishes  and  representations  of  Members 
on  all  sides  of  the  House,  added  to  the 
respect  previously  felt  for  him.  Sir,  I 
can  only  say  that  we  all  most  deeply 
regret  the  great  loss  that  has  befallen 
this  House,  and  that  we  are  greatly  in- 
debted to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite for  the  very  sympathetic  terms 
in  which,  on  the  part  of  his  Friends,  he 
has  expressed  his  sense  of  that  loss. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY;  Sir,  I 
cannot  allow  the  Sitting  to  terminate 
without  saying,  on  behalf  of  those  who 
act  with  me,  that  we  join  in  the  expression 
of  regret  which  the  whole  House  feels 
at  the  sudden  and  melancholy  close  of 
60  promising  and  great  a  career.  We, 
the  Irish  Members,  have  always  re- 
spected and  admired  Mr.  Fa woett^s  great 
capacity,  exerted  in  the  face  of  so  terrible 
a  calamity*  Wo  have  always  respected 
and  admired  his  transparent  integrity, 
and  the  manner  in  which,  while  ex- 
pressing his  own  convictions,  he  re- 
spected and  had  consideration  for  an 
equally  earnest  expression  of  the  opi- 
nions of  others.  For  myself,  I  have 
known  Mr.  Fawcett  personally  for  more 
than  20  years,  and  have  felt  nothing  but 
admiration  and  friendship  for  him.  I 
speak  now  on  behalf  of  others  as  well  as 
for  myself,  and  I  desire  to  join  most 
sincerely  in  the  common  expression  of 
the  regret  felt  by  the  House. 

The  Marquess  of  Hartingion 


QUESTION. 


AGRICULTURAL    LABOURERS 
CIRELAXD). 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  should  like  to 
know  from  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Richard  Grosvenor)  whether  the  Govern- 
ment intended  this  Session  to  reappoint 
the  Committee  of  Inquiry  on  the  work- 
ing of  the  legislation  aflfecting  Iri^h 
labourers ?  The  matter  was  most  urgLtit, 
and  the  Session  should  not  be  allowed  to 
slip  away  without  something  beiog^  done 
to  continue  the  investigation  oommenoed 
last  Session. 

Lord  RICHARD  GROSVENOR  said, 
the  reappointment  of  the  Committee 
would  be  moved  to-morrow. 

MOTIONS. 


CHAaiTABLTS   TEUSTS   ACTS. 

Select  Committee  of  laat  Satiionf  to  iaqoire 
into  the  operation  of  the  ChArtt&ttld  Tniflts 
Acts,  1863  to  1869,  and  to  consider  and  report 
how  hiv  it  may  be  expedient  to  amend  the  poH  ens 
exerciaed  under  tbem  by  the  Charity  Qonimis- 
sionerB,  re^appoinUd : — Committee  to  conaist  ot 
Mr.  Davey,  Mr»  Collins,  Mr,  Hestby  U* 
FowLEB,  Ma.  Peli,,  Mr»  Waltmb  Jamks«  Lord 
Handoltm  CauKCHiLL,  Mr.  Brtce,  Mr,  Yoekb, 
Sir  John  Kennaway,  Sir  Thomas  Dykb  Aci.ANn,j 
3Hr.  Matne.  Mr,  Bulwek,  Mr.  LoKOp  Mr.  JohM 
Mo&LBT^  and  Mr.  8uaw  LRFBYftB^  withpowfll . 
to  send  for  perions^  papers,  and  reoorda  ;  Fiire  to 
be  the  quorum. 

Ordered,   That   it  be  an   Instruction   to 
Select  Coramitteo  on  Charitable  Trosts  Acta 
inq^uire  into  the  working  of  **Th©  AilotmentS^ 
Extension  Aot,  1882/'— (Jfr.  Shtiw  Ltfnr^.) 

LIQUOB  TRAinO  (LOCAL  VETO)  (SOaXl-AXD) 
BILL, 

CoH$i dared  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committ€e.) 

Reached f  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  That  leave  bo  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  enablo  owners  and  occupiers  in 
berghs,  wardj  of  burghs,  pariahos,  and  diatriciftj 
in  Scotland,  to  prevent  the  common  eale 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  or  otherw^8o  to  huT 
effectual  control  OT«r  the  Drink  Traffic  within 
Buoh  areaa. 

Beaolution     repwrUd  :^  Bill    ordered    to    bf  J 
brought  in  by  Mr,  M^Laoak,  Mr.  Wasdy,  Dr«^ 
Camuhox,  Mr.  MACKiXToeH,  Mr,  Ebkest  Novx^  ' 
Mr.  Dick  Pedbib,  Mr,  Stewart  Clabx,  and  Mr, 
MuNKO*FaaoL80N, 

BUlprtitnttdj  and  read  the  first  tun*.  [Bill  2S.] 

SALB  OF  INTOXICATINQ  LIQUOBS  ON  8X7in>AT 
( DURHAM)  BILL, 

On   Motion  of   Mr.  TaioDoa*  Far,  Bill 
piohibit  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating   Liqnorf 


Sundaj  inthd  county  of  Durliam*  ord*r^  to  he 
htonght  in  by  Mr.  Thtsouoei  Phy,  Mr,  Wiltbr 
James,  Mr.  Lailbton,  Mr.  Dodds,  Mr,  Thomai 
Hicilaudsok,  Mr,  Gouhlbt,  and  Mr.  Thomab 
TnoKPSOK. 

BUI  pretmied,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  29.] 

SALE  OP  IKTOXICATINO  LIQUORfl  ON  BtmDAY 

(CORNWALL)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthuu  Vivian*  Bill  to 
prohibit  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquom  on 
Sunday  in  Cornwall,  ordertti  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr,  Arthur  Vivian,  Sir  Johk  St,  Auwtn,  Mr, 
BoatAaz,  and  Mr,  Aoland, 
Bill  ptMentidt  and  read  the  first  time,  [  Bill  30.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Friffay,  7th  November,   1884. 
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spector  has  yet  returned  the  invoices, 
accounts,  and  letters  seized  bj  him 
eighteen  months  ago  at  the  house  of 
Mr.  Matt  Harria,  Ballinasloe  ;  and,  what 
reply  has  been  made  to  the  application 
of  Mr.  Harris's  solicitor  at  the  Oastle  for 
the  return  of  his  property  ? 

The  solicitor  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  i  Faherty 
volunteered  eome  private  information  to 
District  Inspector  Joyce,  in  reference  to 
the  conspiracy  to  murder  to  which  he 
pleaded  guilty.  He  was  not  visited  by 
any  member  of  the  Ballinasloe  police. 
Kg  was  not  asked  to  swear  or  sign  any 
deposition  or  statement^  nor  was  any 
such  ever  presented  to  him.  As  to  tbo 
matters  mentioned  in  the  second  and 
third  paragraphs  of  the  Question,  which 
have  no  connection  with  the  preceding 
one,  Mr.  Harris's  papers  were  seized  18 
months  ago.  Mr.  Harris  afterwards  left 
Ballinasloe,  and  remained  away  for  seven 
months.  Quite  recently  his  solicitor  has 
made  an  application  for  the  papers.  The 
application  is  being  considered,  and  a 
reply  will  be  shortly  sent. 

EDUCATION  (TKELAKD)  —  NATIONAL 
SCHOOI^S— HOURS  FOR  RELIGIOUS 
INSTRUCTION,  &c.  —  NEWT0NARD8 
SCHOOL,  CO.  DOWN. 
Mh,  BIGOAR  asked  the  Chief  Seoro- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  within  the  knowledge  of 
the  Commissioners  of  National  Educa- 
tion that  a  member  of  their  Board,  the 
Rev.  Hugh  Hanna>  in  company  with  a 
Protestant  prelate,  visited  a  National 
School  at  or  near  Newtonards,  in  the 
county  Down,  and  that,  during  the  time 
set  down  in  the  School  Time  Table  for 
general  secular  instruction,  the  dis- 
tinguished visitors  caused  to  bo  sung  a 
hymn  or  psalm  in  which  they  took  part ; 
whether  such  religious  exercise  at  such 
a  time  was  not  an  open  violation  of  the 
fundamental  principles  of  National  Edu- 
cation J  whether  any  ruling  on  the  mat- 
ter has  been  made  by  the  Board  j  and, 
whether  it  is  true  that,  after  three  years' 
attendance  at  the  Board  Room,  the  Rev. 
Hugh  Hanna  pleaded  ignorance  of  the 
Board's  rules  on  the  subject  of  religious 
instruction  and  religious  exercise,  in  ex- 
planation of  his  action  on  the  occasion  in 
question  ? 

Mb.  OAMPBELL-BANNERMAN,  in 
reply,  said,  that  he  had  ascertained  that 
the  Board  of  National  Edurntion  had  ng 


Tlie  House  met  for  the  despatch  of 
Judicial  Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quartor  before  One 

o^clock,  to  ^londa}'  next»  a  quarter 

before  Eleven  o'clock, 


H0U6E    OF    COMMONS. 
Friday y  1th  November^    1884, 


MINUTES.]  —  SiLBCT  CoitMrmiB  —  Weat- 
TOinster  Hull  (Reetoration),  app&inUd ;  Agri- 
cultural Labourers  (Ireland),  rt^ppointed  and 
HOminated* 

PcBLic  BiJA.8  —  Ordertd—Firtt  E^adin^Sid^ 
of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (North- 
ttmberUnd)»[31]. 

SteQHd  i^facfm^ •JiLepreaentation  of  the  People 

Q  UESTI0N8, 


PRISONS  (IRELAND)— MOUNTJOY  PRL 
SON- VISIT  OF  THE  POLICE  TO  THE 
CONVICT   FAHERTY. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland,  The  result  of  his  pro- 
mised inquiry  with  regard  to  Inspector 
Joyce  and  the  Ballinasloe  police  visiting 
the  convict  Faherty  in  Mountjoy,  and 
trving  to  get  him  to  swear  the  depositiun 
which  they  presented  to  him  ;  if  this  iu- 
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official  knowledge  of  tbe  transaction  re* 
ferred  to,  He  had  a  private  letter,  from 
"wliicli  it  would  appear  that  Bome  such 
occurrence  took  place ;  and  he  had  asked 
the  Commisaioners  to  ohtaiu  Mr.  Ilanna's 
account  of  tho  matter. 

THE   THA^yiES    AND   TUE   LONDON 
WATER  OOMPANIES, 

Mb.  L^OUOHERE  aeked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Boards 
Whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
stream  in  the  Thames  below  Teddington 
Lock  is  already  not  sufficient  to  scour 
the  bed  of  the  river,  and  to  carry  away 
the  sewage  which  is  brought  up  with 
the  tide,  and  that  each  successive  year 
it  has  been  reduced  in  volume,  owing  to 
the  water  taken  by  the  Water  Companies 
above  the  lock,  he  contemplates  taking 
any  steps  to  hinder  these  Companies  from 
withdrawing  more  water  from  the  stream 
than  they  do  at  present  ? 

Mr.  GEOKGE  EUSSELL:  The  five 
Ivondon  Water  Companies  drawing  water 
from  the  Thames  are  limited  to  taking  a 
supply  from  the  river  not  exceeding 
20,000,000  gallons  each  per  day.  The 
^^^  Companies  which  are  entitled  to  take 
100,000,000  gallons  daily  have  been 
drawing  at  the  rate  of  from  80,000,000 
to  90,000.000  per  day,  wbieh  ia  rather 
more  than  one-half  of  the  total  supplied 
by  these  Companies  to  London.  There 
appears  to  be  no  doubt  that  the  volume 
oi  water  in  the  river  has  not  been  so 
low  for  many  years  past  as  it  has  re- 
cently been.  In  the  last  month  or  six 
weeks  the  water  flowing  over  Tedding- 
ton Weir  has  been,  on  an  average,  about 
300,000,000  gallons  daily;  while  the 
average  daily  flow  of  water  over  the 
Weir  in  the  month  of  July,  during  a 
period  of  30  years,  after  deducting  cer- 
tain periods  of  special  floods,  was  about 
500,000,000  per  day.  The  recent  dimi- 
nution in  the  volume  is  the  result  of  the 
long  period  of  drought,  and  is  not  to  any 
appreciable  extent  occasioned  by  an  in- 
creased draught  by  the  Water  Com- 
panies, In  the  four  months  ended 
October  Iast»  the  quantity  taken  by 
these  Companies  was  about  15,000,000 
gallons  per  day  over  the  corresponding 
period  of  last  year,  and  19,000,000  gal- 
lons per  day  in  excess  of  that  in  the 
same  months  in  1882.  The  Companies 
are  not  exceeding  their  limits  of  draught, 
and  the  Board  are  not  empowered  to  in- 
terfere.    With  regard  to  the  evils  which 

J/r.  Camphll*£ann0rman 


are  occasioned  by  tbe  sewage  brought 
up  by  the  tide,  a^  the  hon.  Member 
aware,  the  subject  of  the  sewer  outfall 
of    the   Metropolis   ia    now   under    tha' 
consideration  of   a  Eoyal  Com.nussion, 
and    it  is   to  be  hoped  that  the  Com* 
mission  era  will  be  able  to  suggest  some 
remedy. 

THE  CIVIL  SERVICE-LOWER 
DIVISION  CLERKS. 

Mr.  ABTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
boy  clerks  are  allowed  to  compete  among 
themselves  for  vacancies  in  the  Lower 
Division  of  the  Civil  Service;  whether 
writers  are  employed  in  various  ofi&cea 
upon  tho  same  duties  as  Lower  Division 
clerks  without  receiving  extra  remunera- 
tion ;  whether  the  writers  are  allowed  to 
compete  among  themselves  for  vacancies 
in  the  Lower  DiviBion ;  whether  under 
Clause  12  of  the  Order  in  Council  of 
12th  February  1876  writers,  if  tho- 
roughly qualified  by  age  and  servicei 
are  not  eligible  for  appointments  to  tho 
Lower  Division ;  and,  whether,  some 
time  ago,  a  number  of  writers  were  dis-  ^ 
charged  from  the  Local  Oovemmen^^fl 
Board  OfEce  at  a  week's  notice  to  maki^^H 
way  for  a  number  of  boys  who  had 
passed  the  Lower  Division  examination  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY:  Boy  clerks  are 
allowed  to  compete  among  themselves 
for  a  certain  proportion  of  Lower  Division 
clerkships;  but  copyists  have  no  specisl 
rights  in  this  respect.  It  is  contrary  to 
the  expressed  and  rex^eated  directions  of 
the  Treasury  that  copyists  should  be  em- 
ployed upon  any  duties  except  copying 
and  routine  work  under  direct  super- 
vision, or  special  work,  such  as  short- 
hand, for  which  there  are  special  ratea 
of  pay. 

Mr.  AETHUK  O'CONKOB:  Will 
the  Treasury  make  further  inquiriea  on 
the  points  raised  in  uiy  Question  ^ 

Mb.  COUETNEY  :  That  will  be  im- 
possible. If  the  hon.  Gentleman  indi- 
cates any  particular  office,  inquiry  will 
be  made, 

EGYPT— MILITARY  AND  OTHBUl 
EXPENDITURE., 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
he  will  either  state  to  the  House,  or 
present  ia  a  Return  to  the  House,  the 
amount  of  all  moneys  expended  (inclu- 
sive of  the  value  of  stores,   military  or 
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otherwise),  m  or  on  Egypt,  which  have 
been  paid,  or  which  are  to  be  paid  by 
thia  Countiy  from  Jauuary  1st  1878, 
until  tho  recent  arrival  of  Lord  Wolselej 
in  E§rypt  ? 

Mtt.  COURTNEY  :  We  have  done  our 
best  to  get  euch  information  as  can  be 
given  in  answer  tci  the  Queetion  of  my 
Eon.  Friend.  It  has  been  impoBsible  to 
get  figures  for  the  current  year,  so  we 
hare  stopped  at  the  31st  of  last  March, 
and  we  have  be^rnn  with  the  financial 
year  1878-9.  With  these  limitationa 
the  net  expenditure  in  and  on  Egypt,  in 
the  sense  in  which  the  Question  is  un- 
derstood during  the  last  six  financial 
years,  may  be  put  in  round  figuroa  at 
£4.250,000.  Of  this  £1377,000  has 
fallen  on  Anny  Votes,  £1,809,000  on 
Navy  Votes,  about  £64,000  on  Tarious 
Civil  Votes,  while  £500.000  was  con- 
tributed towards  the  expenditure  of  India 
on  the  Expedition  of  1882. 

LoKD  JOHN  MANNERS  asked  the 
hon.  Member  if  he  would  give  the  figures 
for  each  year — how  much  in  one  year, 
and  how  muth  in  another? 

Me,  COURTNEY  said,  he  Lad  not 
got  the  figures  by  him. 

Mil.  CHAPLIN:  With  reference  to 
the  reply  given  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  I  would  like  to  ask  him  if  he 
can  state  to  the  Ilouse  when  he  will  be 
in  a  position  to  give  further  information 
as  to  the  whole  amount  of  expenditure 
in  Egypt  up  to  the  time  of  Lord  Wolse- 
ley's  arrival?  I  understood  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  state  the  amount  of  ex- 
penditure as  only  up  to  the  3 let  March, 
1883. 

Mr.  COURTNEY:  The  information 
I  gave  was  up  to  the  end  of  the  lost 
financial  year — that  is,  up  to  the  31st 
March  of  this  year.  It  is  impossible  to 
obtain  later  information^  because  the 
Depart  men  ta  are  not  in  a  position  to 
give  it. 

IRELAKB  ^  MEETING     OF    THE  NA- 
TIONAL LEAGUE  AT  CASHEL~1N- 
VASION  OF  THE  TOWN  HALL. 
Mtt.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  on  Sunday  the  26th  ultimo,  a 
number  of  persons  in  the  employment 
of  landlords  endeavoured  to  take  pos- 
session  of  the  Town    Hall   at  Cashed 
which   had  been   duly  granted  by  the 
Town   Commisfiioners  for  that  day^  for 
the  purpose  of  a  meeting  of  the  local 


branch  of  the  Irish  National  League ; 

whether  the  Town  OfiBcers,  because  they 
resisted  the  attempt  to  take  possession 
of  the  hall  by  force,  have  been  sum- 
moned before  the  local  bench  by  the 
aggressors;  whether  District  Inspector 
Jones,  of  the  Constabulary ;  Mr.  Harti- 
gan«  a  local  magistrate;  and  one  Mr. 
Mark  Russell  visited  a  tailor  named 
Edward  Kendriek,  and  informed  him 
they  would  withdraw  their  custom  from 
him  if  he  did  not  dismiss  from  his  em- 
ployment a  journeyman  named  Meany^ 
whose  otience  was  that  he  had  attended 
the  meeting  of  the  local  branch  of  the 
League ;  and  whether  Meany  was  ac- 
cordingly dismissed  from  him  employ- 
ment ;  and,  whether  the  Government 
will  cause  an  independent  inquiry  to  be 
held,  with  the  object  (amongst  others) 
of  ascertaining  if  the  provisions  of  the 
Ciume  Prevention  Act  should  be  ap- 
plied ? 

Mk.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
I  am  informed  that  it  is  not  a  fact  that 
a  number  of  persons  in  the  employment 
of  landlords  endeavoured  to  take  posses- 
sion of  the  Town  Hall  at  Cashel  on  the 
occasion  referred  to,  A  naeeting  had 
been  called  at  which  it  was  expected 
that  the  question  of  preventing  hunting 
would  be  discussed,  and  a  counter-meet- 
ing to  be  held  at  the  same  place,  but 
at  an  earlier  hour,  was  organised  by 
persons  interested  in  hunting,  such  as 
smiths,  horsebreakers,  grooms^  and 
others.  These  persons  had  obtained 
permission  from  some  members  of  the 
Town  Council  to  use  the  Town  Hall. 
The  town  sergeant  and  his  son,  how- 
ever, refused  admission  to  the  counter- 
meeting,  and  summonses  have  been 
taken  against  them  by  some  of  the  per^ 
sons  who  felt  themselves  aggrieved  by 
such  refusal.  With  regard  to  the  dis- 
missal  of  Meany,  both  District  Inspector 
Jones  and  Mr,  Hartigan  emphatically 
deny  that  they  acted  in  the  manner 
alleged,  nor  does  Mr.  Russell  appear  to 
have  done  so  either.  Kendrick  himself 
repudiates  the  suggestion.  Meany  was 
dismissed  by  Kendrick  of  his  own  free 
will  and  accord.  I  see  no  ground  for 
instituting  the  inquiry  suggested. 

AFRICA  C\VEST)-THE  CONFERENCE. 

Mh.  OARTWBIGHT  asked  the  Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the  proposals 
of  the  German  Government  for  freedom 
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of  trade»  in  eonnection  with  tbe  Con- 
ference on  West  African  affairs,  are  to 
bo  understood  a^  having  reference  solely 
to  tli6  Basin  of  the  Gongo^  and  not  ex- 
tending to  the  Niger;  and,  if  he  can 
give  any  information  to  the  House  as  to 
whether  there  is  any  foundation  for  a 
report  that  territory  at  Ambaa  Bay,  in 
close  proximity  to  the  Oameroons,  has 
recently  been  brought  under  Britieb  au» 
thority  ? 

LoKD  EDMOND  FITZMATJBICE : 
The  first  basis  laid  down  iu  the  invita- 
tion to  the  Conference  received  through 
the  German  Embassy  is  that  of  liberty 
of  commerce  in  the  basin  and  mouths  of 
the  Congo  ;  the  Niger  is  not  mentioned. 
The  second  basis  is  that  of  the  applica- 
tion to  the  Congo  and  Niger  of  the 
principles  adopted  by  the  Congress  of 
Vienna.  The  question  of  the  trade  in 
the  basin  of  the  Niger  is,  consequently, 
not  included  among  the  subjects  to  be 
disoussed.  It  is  true  that  the  territory 
at  Ambas  Bay  has  been  recently  brought 
under  British  authority. 

NAVY-H.H,a  "  AGAMEilNON/* 
Me.  MACFAELANE  asked  the  Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  If  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  a  Return  showing  the 
original  estimated  cost  of  H.M.S.  A^a- 
m^mnon,  of  the  actual  cost  of  the  vessel, 
and  showing  the  amount  expended  in 
each  year  during  her  construction  ?  His 
object  in  asking  this  Question  was  to 
show  tho  loss  of  money  that  resulted 
to  the  country  from  the  dawdling  over 
ehipbuiUiing. 

8m  THO^IAS  BEASSEY :  There 
will  be  no  objection  to  give  the  informa- 
tion required  in  the  fieturn  which  is 
being  prepared  on  tho  ^rotion  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Chichester 
(Lord  Henry  Lennox). 

THE  IRISH  GOVERNMENT— MB.  R, 

GOOD. 

Mr,  O'SULLIYAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  What  oflitial  position  is  held  by 
Mr.  Eichard  Good,  of  Aherlow,  Cork, 
which  enables  him  to  act  as  intermedium 
between  the  Irish  Government  and  her 
Buapended  officials;  and,  what  salary  is 
attached  to  the  position  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN  : 
Mr.  Good  holds  no  official  position  what- 
ever under  the  Irish  Government,  and  is 
not  in  receipt  of  any  ntficial  salary      I 

Mr,  Car  (Wright 


am  not  aware  what  ground  can  bo 
alleged  for  supposing  that  he  has  acted j 
as  an  intermediary  between  the  Irishl 
Government  and  any  official  of  theirs  i*! 
and  the  Irish  Government  repudiate  any  J 
Buoh  suggestion. 

IRISH  REPRODUCTIVE  LOAN  FUND— 
THE  ROSCOMMON  TOWN  COMMIS- 
SIONERS, 

Mr.  O'KELLT  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
What  is  the  cause  of  the  delay  in  grant- 
ing the  loan  of  £  1 ,  600  out  of  the  Iri&h  Re- 
productive Loan  Fund  applied  for  by  the 
Boscommon  Town  Commissioners  on  the 
Iflt  of  Augnst  1884 ;  and,  whether  he  ia 
aware  that  the  money  in  question  be- 
loDgs  to  the  county  Boscommon,  and 
that  the  delay  in  granting  the  loan  ap- 
plied for  hy  the  Town  Commissioners  ia 
inflicting  a  serious  financial  loss  on  the 
town  of  Roscommon,  and  delaying  the 
carrying  out  of  works  of  public  utility 
to  all  classes  of  the  population  and  of  the 
county  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY,  in  reply,  said,  ihQ 
reason  why  this  loan  had  not  yofc  hiten 
settled  was  that  the  Town  Commfs- 
siouers  had  not  yet  answered  a  letter 
written  to  them  on  September  24  last. 
Perhaps  the  hon.  Member  might  advise 
them  to  do  so  at  once. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— TRIAL 
OF  JAMES  ELLIS  FRENCH— OOLONEL 
BRUCE. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  ealledl 
to  the  fact  that  Colonel  Bruce^  Inspector  ' 
General  of  Constabulary,  was  examined 
on   behalf  of   Detective   French,   as   a 
witness  to  character^  in  the  late  trials  at 
Dublin ;    whether   it    ia  the   fact    that  j 
Colonel    Bruce    held    an  investigation^ 
with  respect  to  the  charges  against  Mr. 
French  in  September  1883,  and,  on  the 
strength  of  his  inquiries,  suspended  Mr. 
French  from  duty  a  month  before  the 
appearance  of  the  libel  for  which  Mr. 
French  proceeded    against    United  If 9^ 
land;  and,  whether,  on  cross-ex  am  in  a* 
tton    by  the   Crown    Counsel^   Colonel 
Bruce  was  asked  any  question  as  to  hia 
investigatioQ.  or  as  to  Mr.  French's  ana- 
pension  ;  and,  if  not,  for  what  reason  ? 

The  solicitor  GENEBAL  fob 
lEELAND   (Mr.   Walkib),  in   reply. 
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said,  that  Colonel  Bruce  was  examined 
on  the  trial  of  Mr.  Frencti  by  Mr. 
Frenches  counsel  with  reference  to  this 
period  of  Mr»  French's  service  in  the 
Force.  Colonel  Bruce  did  not,  on  the 
strength  of  any  inquiry  held  by  him, 
suspend  French  from  duty  a  month 
before  the  appearance  of  the  libel  in 
UniUd  Ireland.  The  article  which  first 
caUcd  Colonel  Bruce' a  attention  to  the 
matter  appeared  in  the  issue  of  the  25th 
August.  Colonel  Bruce  at  once  called 
French's  attention  to  it,  and  rerjuired 
him  to  state  what  steps  he  would  take  in 
reference  to  the  charge.  Colonel  Bruce 
also,  as  Head  of  the  Force,  commenced 
an  informal  private  inquiry ;  but  learn- 
ing that  French  was  about  to  bring  an 
actioD,  took  no  further  proceedings. 
Nothing  transpired  before  Colonel  Bruce 
to  establish  guilt.  French  had  gone  on 
sick  leave  on  the  6th  of  August,  and  as 
his  action  was  about  to  be  brought,  he 
was  directed  not  to  report  himself  till 
called  on.  He  was  not  in  any  other 
senee  suspended.  Colonel  Bruce  was 
not  asked  on  cross-examination,  and 
could  not  be  asked^  any  question  as  to 
his  inquiry,  which  could  in  any  way  es- 
tablish Mr.  French's  guilt, 

Mb,  O'BRIEN  :  Do  I  understand  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  say  that 
Oolon*jl  Bruoe  was  allowed  to  be  ex- 
amined as  a  witness  as  to  character  in 
the  case,  and  was  not  asked  a  questiou 
as  to  the  circnmetances  of  the  suspen- 
sion of  French  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  was  under- 
stood to  say  such  a  question  could  not 
1)6  fisksd 

Mb.  GIBSON :  Is  it  a  fact  that  Colonel 
Bruce  was  summoned  in  the  ordinary 
way  by  the  prisoner,  and  did  not  appear 
as  a  volunteer  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  roa 
IRELAND  tMr.  Wauceii)  :  Certainly. 

IIAW  Am)  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— THE 
DUBLIN  SCANDALS-TRIALS  OF 
CORNWALL  AND  KIRWAN. 
Mr.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  having  regard  to  the  verdict 
in  the  case  of  Cornwall  and  Kirwan, 
I  that  **  the  Crown  did  not  produce  suffi- 
cient evidence,**  and  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that,  of  thirteen  persons  charged 
by  the  Crown  with  connection  with  the 
felonious    conspiracy    in   Dublin,    only 
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three  have  been  brought  to  justice,  the 
Government  will  utilise  the  secrot  in- 
quiry Clause  of  the  Crimes  Act  for  the 
discovery  of  evidence  ;  and,  whether  any 
steps  have  been  taken  to  follow  up  the 
evidence  elicited  at  the  investigation  into 
Mr,  French's  conduct  held  by  Colonel 
HilHer  in  September  1883? 

The  SOLICITDK  GENERAL  pon 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Wai^keb)  :  The  first 
paragraph  in  this  Question  suggests  in* 
f  erences  which  are  by  no  means  admitted 
to  be  correct.  The  Government  sees  no 
reason  for  applying  now  the  16th  sec- 
tion of  the  Crimes  Act  to  the  cases  re- 
ferred to.  All  the  evidence  that  existed 
was  obtained  and  produced.  The  second 
paragraph  of  the  Question  seema  to 
assume^that  at  an  investigation  evidence 
tending  to  establish  guilt  was  elicited. 
No  evidence  was  obtained  which  could 
establish  guilt  in  French,  or  be  used  for 
that  purpose. 


AFRICA  (WEST  GOAST)— CONSULAR 
JURISDICTION. 

Ma.  BUCHANAN  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
When  the  Order  in  Council  with  regard 
to  British  Consular  Jurisdiction  on  the 
West  Coast  of  Africa,  promised  on  the 
24th  of  July  last,  will  be  laid  upon  the 
Table ;  and,  whether  the  subject  with 
which  it  deals »  namely,  the  facilitating  of 
the  apprehension  of  criminals  outside 
the  boundaries  of  European  settlementa 
in  that  part  of  the  world,  will  be  brought 
before  the  West  African  Conference  r 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE: 
There  have  been  unavoidable  delays  in 
the  preparation  of  the  Order,  but  it  is 
hoped  it  may  be  issued  at  an  early  meet- 
ing of  the  Privy  Council.  The  subject 
with  which  it  deals  is  not  one  of  those 
for  the  consideration  of  which  the  Con- 
ference is  summoned, 

CRIME    AND    OUTRAGE     (lKEL.iND)-^ 
THE    BALLYFORAN    MURDER— IN^ 
CITEMENT  TO    GIVE   FALSE    EVI- 
DENCE. 
Mr.  SEXTON    asked   Mr.    Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  If  tho  Irish  Execu- 
tive will  cause  an  independent  inquiry 
to  be  held  into  the  truth  of  the  allega- 
tions made  in  the  statement  of  Thomat 
Nolan^  read  to  the  House  on  Wednes* 
day  last,  charging  Mr,  George   Bolton 
and  other  officials  in  Ireland  with  having 
endeavoured  to  incite  or  terrify  the  said 
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Thomas  Nolan  to  give  false  eridence 
against  the  other  accused  porsous  in  the 
Ballyforan  murder  case  ? 

T«E  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  rmi 
IHELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  :  There  is 
no  foundation  for  the  suggestion  that 
Mr,  George  Bolton,  or  anyjother  official 
of  the  Irish  Qoverament,  endeavoured 
to  incite  or  terrify  Thomas  Nolan  to  give 
false  evidence  in  the  Ballyforan  murder 
case,  Nolan  handed  voluntarily  a  state- 
ment in  his  own  handwriting  to  Con- 
etable  O'Brien,  and  afterwards  made  a 
Btatement  to  the  Resident  Magistrate 
implicating  two  of  the  prisoners.  Mr. 
Bolton  never  saw  him  at  all.  Nolan  sub- 
sequently went  back  from  those  state- 
ments, and  wrote  that  he  had  made  the 
statements  to  fool  the  prosecutors.  He 
now  from  America  makes  charges  which 
are  believed  to  be  wholly  falee»  and  no 
further  inquiry  will  be  instituted, 

METEOPOLIS— THE  LORD  MAYOR^S 
SHOW. 

Mr,  FIETH  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
proposition  of  the  Lord  Mayor  Elect  to 
bring,  on  Monday  next,  a  procession  of 
camels,  elephants,  and  other  animals, 
past  Charing  Cross  towards  this  House  ; 
whether,  as  Charing  Cross  is  not  on  the 
route  from  the  Guildhall  to  the  Law 
Courts,  there  is  any  reason  for  tbis  pro- 
ceeding ;  and,  whether  precautions  will 
be  taken  to  secure  the  approaches  to 
this  House  ? 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAECOURT:  I 
reaUj  know  very  little  about  what  the 
mature  of  this  procession  or  demonstra- 
tion is  to  be,  but  I  feel  quite  sure  that 
it  will  be  of  an  entirely  pacific  characteT. 
Why  the  Lord  Mayor  is  going  to 
Charing  Cross,  or  whether  he  is  to  take 
camels  or  elephants  with  him,  I  do  not 
know;  but  the  hon.  Member  must  be 
aware  that  the  Roman  Emperors  in  their 
triumphs  were  attended  by  fiueh  ani- 
m:^.ls.  All  I  can  say  is  that,  of  course, 
these  processions  do  cause  a  certain 
amount  of  inconvenience ;  but  they  also 
cause  a  good  deal  of  amusement,  and 
the  police  will  take  care  to  keep  the 
traffic  aa  open  as  poRsible  in  this  case, 

NAVY— H.M,S,  **  COLLING  WOOD  "— 

ARMAMENT, 
Lord  HEKEY  LENNOX  asked  the 
Secretary  to    the  Admiralty,   Whether 


H.M.8.  Collin ffiroad  {Admiral  Class)  has 
been  fitted  with  43-ton  breech-loading 
gun*  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  intention 
of  the  Admiralty,  as  expressed  by  his 
two  Predecessors,  Mr,  Trevelyan  and 
Mr.  Caropbell-Bannerman,  that  the  Ad- 
miral Class  should  be  armed  wirh 
63 -ton  breech -loading  guns  has  been 
altered  ;  whether  there  are  any,  and,  if 
so,  how  many  63-ton  and  100-ton 
breech -loading  guns  have  been  manu- 
factured and  successfully  tested ;  aud^ 
whether  the  43-ton  breech-loading  guna 
now  in  the  service  are  fitted  with  effec- 
tive breech-loading  arrangements;  and, 
if  not,  at  what  date  they  may  be  sup- 
plied ? 

Sm  THOMAS  BBA8SEY:  The  Cbl- 
lingwood  was  designed  for,  and  has  been 
fitted  with,  43*ton  guns.     The  decision^ 
to  fit  63-ton  guna  in  the  later  ships  of 
the  Admiral  class,  which  were  the  ships 
referred  to  by  my  right  hon.  and  hon» 
Friends,  has  been  adhered  to,  except  in 
the  case  of  the  Benhow^  which  is  to  have 
110-ton  guns.      There  are  ^yq    63-ton 
guns   and    three     U 0-ton   guns   under 
manufacture,    but    not  yet    suffioi en tly 
advanced  for  trial.     The  4 3- ton  breech- 
loading  guns  now  in  the  Service  have 
been  fitted  satisfactorily  with  the  excep- 
tion  of  the    breech  screw   mechanism » 
which »   after  several  modifications^  baa  I 
now  been  completed.     As  has  already 
been  stated  in  reply  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend   the    Member    for   Westminster 
(Mr.  W.  H  Smith),  the  43-ton  guns  for 
the    Conqu&ror   will   be    ready  in   four 
months  and  those  for  the  Oohum  in  five 
months  from  the  present  time. 

EVICTIONS  (IREL.iND)-LONGFORD 
COUNTY. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M  CARTHY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland*  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  following  paragraph 
in  The  Fr^man^^  Journal  of  Wednesday 
5th  November : — 

*'  Intelligenos  reaohed  Longfard  yeaterday 
tb&t  a  large  force  of  police  had  evicted  thre^ 
tenants  in  the  parish  of  CiuTiokedmaad.  Th« 
tenants  are — Edward  M^Orath,  liiaaereeva, 
6  acres  of  land,  large  family,  and  wife 
bedridden ;  Michael  M&catee,  a  wife  and  nintt  i 
small  children,  with  7  aorei  of  ihx»7  land  in 
the  Doory  Hall  eetate ;  and  the  Widow  Macaleiw 
of  the  same  place ;  the  unfortunate  tenants^  wa 
understand,  have  no  prospect  before  them  btit 
to  go  into  the  workhouse  y* 

and,  whether  the  Executive  wHl  under- 
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takd  to  see  tliat  proper  steps  are  talcea  i 
far  tbe   shelter  and  protection  of  the 
evicted  persons  ? 

Mr.  OAMPBELL^BANNERMAN  :  I 
have  seen  the  newspaper  paragraph  re- 
ferred to,  but  I  cannot  say  how  far  it 
may  be  accurate,  a.s  the  hon.  Member 
baa  not  given  me  8uflficient  time  to  make 
inquiries.  With  regard,  however,  to 
the  suggestion  contained  in  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  Question,  I  may  point 
out  that  the  law  provides  the  manner  in 
which  relief  may  be  given  to  the  evicted 
poor,  and  does  not  place  the  responsi- 
bility upon  the  Executive. 

ARMY- SENIOR  MAJORS  OF  ARTIL- 
LERY. 
Ma.  ARTHUR  THORNHTLL  aeked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Wor^  Whe- 
ther the  cases  of  the  senior  Majors  of 
the  Royal  Artilloryy  promoted  to  that 
rank  before  the  let  of  October  1877,  had 
been  on  several  oeoasions  submitted  by 
the  Military  authorities,  with  a  view  to 
an  increased  and  special  rate  of  pension 
being  offered  them,  and  having  in  view 
the  fact  that  a  corresponding  number 
of  junior  Majors  are  now  being  com- 
pulsorily  retired  on  completing  seven 
years*  service,  and  that  an  increase  suffi- 
cient probably  to  induce  such  senior 
Majors  to  retire  would  represent  in  the 
aggregate  a  very  small  sum  ;  and^  whe- 
ther the  cases  of  these  few  Olhceis,  who, 
as  regards  promotion,  are  much  behind 
the  Officei-s  of  the  same  length  of  ser- 
vice in  other  Regiments,  will  be  again 
considered,  with  a  view  to  a  special  and 
exceptional  rate  being  offered  to  them  ? 
The  Marqitess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
The  case  ol  the  majors  of  Artillery  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Question  has  been  fully 
considered.  Only  nine  are  left,  and 
they  have  so  immediate  a  prospect  of 
becoming  lieutenant  colonel  a  >  with  many 


collateral  advantages,  that  it  is  unlikely 
they  would  accept  retirement  unless 
great  inducements   were   offered.     The 


majors  junior  to  them  are  removed  after 
seven  years'  service  in  the  rank;  but 
they  have  the  option  of  going  to  half- 
pay  as  lieutenant  colonels,  in  which  case 
they  would  probably  be  re -employed 
regimentally  as  lieutenant  colonels  on 
vacancies  arising.  The  same  thing  hap- 
pens in  other  arms  of  the  Service.  It 
is  true  that  the  majors  referred  to  have 
longer  service  than  corresponding  ranks 
in  other  arms. 


EGYPT  (FINANCE,  &c.)  ENGLISH 
LIABILITY. 

Mil,  LABOITCHERE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  the 
House  of  Commons  will  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  express  an  opinion  upon  any 
pecuniary  liability  with  rei^pect  to  Egypt 
on  the  part  of  this  Country  before  any 
assurance  be  given  that  such  a  liability 
will  be  assumed  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  rather  think 
that  this  Question  is  covered  by  the  de- 
claration which  I  made  before  the  close 
of  the  last  Session  of  Parliamenti  and 
which  certainly  still  holds  good.  The 
hon.  Member  is  aware  of  what  are  the 
general  rules  with  respect  to  contracting 
pecuniary  obligations,  and  that  no  such 
pecuniary  obligation  can  be  contracted 
by  the  Government  except  subject  to 
the  approval  of  this  House.  I  do  not 
wish  to  say  anything  now  on  the  ques- 
tion whether  any  such  obligation  is 
likely  to  bo  contemplated  at  all ;  but 
either  the  Government  will  not  attempt 
anything  of  the  kind^  or,  if  they  make 
such  an  attempt,  it  will  be  absolutely 
impossible  without  the  reservation  to 
the  discretion  of  this  House,  which,  I 
think,  will  meet  the  object  of  the  case. 

DEATH   OF  THE   RIGHT  HON.  HENRY 
FAWCTTT,  POSTMASTER  GENERAL. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  :  Perhaps,  by  the 

indulgence  of  the  House,  I  may  now  be 
permitted,  as  I  was  absent  at  the  time 
last  night,  to  say  a  few  words  on  my 
own  part,  as  well  as  on  the  part  of  my 
Colleagues,  on  the  subject  which  was 
introduced  with  very  great  propriety 
and  good  feeling  by  the  dght  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  and  answered  in  the 
same  spirit  by  my  noble  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War — I  mean  the 
grievous  intelligence  which  reached  us 
last  night  during  the  sitting  of  the 
House  of  the  lamented  death  of  Mr, 
Fawcett.  8ir^  Mr.  Fawcett^s  name  is  a 
name  which  is  heard  I  know,  in  all 
quarters  of  the  House,  with  feelings  of 
the  greatest  respect.  We  have  all  been 
accustomed  to  regard  with  admiration 
his  inflexible  integiity  and  independence 
of  mind^  his  absolute  devotion  to  the 
Public  Service,  the  marvellous  tenacity 
of  his  memory,  combined  with  his  re- 
markable clearness  of  mental  vision; 
and,  I  think,  oven  above  all  these,  if 
possible,  the  rare  courage,  the  unfailing, 
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the  unmeasured  courage,  with  which 
he  confronted  and  mastered  all  the  diffi- 
culties which  would  have  daunted  and 
repelled  an  ordinary  man  in  connection 
with  the  loss  of  the  precious  gift  of 
Bight.  From  these  and  other  causes  he 
acquired  a  place  in  the  hearts  and 
minds  of  his  countrymen  such  as  is  un- 
doubtedly accorded  to  few  ;  and  I  be- 
lieve that  he  bad  won  a  place  equally 
high  in  the  esteem  and  respect  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  I  wish,  Sir»  in 
these  few  words  to  place  on  record,  in 
the  name  of  myself  and  of  my  Col- 
leagues, our  deep  sense  of  the  loss  of  a 
most  dietiugulghed  public  servant. 

Lord  JOHN  M  ANNEES  :  Sir.  having 
had  the  honour  of  filling  for  some 
years  the  Office  now  so  unhappily  va- 
cated by  Mr.  Fawcett^s  unexpected  and 
lamented  death,  I  may,  perhaps,  be 
allowed  to  say  two  sentences  in  the 
same  sense  as  those  which  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  has  just  spoken.  Mr. 
Fawcett  possessed  not  only  those  high 
qualities  which  must  have  struck  every- 
body, and  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  referred,  but  I  think  I  may 
venture  to  say  that  from  those  personal 
communications  which  I  necessarily  have 
had  with  him,  it  was  impoasibl©  for  any 
man  to  exceed  in  oonrteRy  and  fairners 
the  eminent  statesman  whose  loss  we  all 
deplore.  Sir,  I  speak  from  the  bottom 
of  my  heart  when  I  say  that  I  feel  the 
death  of  Mr.  Fawcett  to  be  a  personal 
as  well  as  a  public  and  political  misfor- 
tune. 


AFEIOA  (SOUTH)^THE  EXPEDITION 
TO  BEOHUANALAND, 

Mr.  DIXON-HARTLANB  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  troops 
and  materials  en  route  from  Natal  to 
Bechuanaland  are  being  sent  from  Natal 
to  Cape  Town,  and  thence  by  rail  to 
Hope  Town ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
as  good  landing  arrangements  exist  at 
Port  Alfred  as  at  Natal,  and  that  a  liail- 
way  equally  exists  from  Port  Alfred  to 
Hope  Town ;  whether,  if  they  were 
landed  at  Port  Alfred,  a  saving  of  450 
miles  of  sea  and  170  miles  of  rail  would 
not  be  saved,  which  would  make  a  very 
considerable  difference  in  the  cost  of 
their  transit ;  aud,  should  it  he  the  case, 
whether  he  wiU  give  instruotiont  to  land 
the  troops  at  Port  Alfred  ? 

2£f,  Gladutom 


Mb,  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  This  Quea- 
tion  more  properly  concerns  the  War 
Department  \  but  on  inquiry,  both  there 
and  at  the  Admiralty,  I  find  that  though, 
no  doubt,  by  landing  at  Port  Alfred  or 
Port  Elizabeth  there  would  be  a  eavin^ 
as  regards  mere  distance,  yet  there  would 
be  no  saving  as  regards  time,  and  the 
cost  would  be  much  heavier  than  to  dis- 
embark at  Cape  Town,  where  the  shipa 
would  go  into  dock  and  the  horses  oould 
walk  ashore. 

LAW  AKD   POLICE-LORD  RONALD 
GOWER. 

Ma.  BIGGAB  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
Lord  Eouald  Gower  lately  committed  an 
assault  upon  a  sentry  on  duty  at  Buck- 
ingham Palace  ;  whether  the  sentry,  by 
order  of  hicn  commanding  officer,  took  out 
a  summons  against  Lord  Ronald  Gower  ; 
whether  that  summons  has  now  been 
withdrawn  with  the  approval  of  the 
Commanding  Oilice?  of  the  regiment  and 
sanction  of  the  magistrate  on  Lord 
Honald  Gower  having  tendered  an  apo- 
logy ;  whether  the  matter  is  to  be  allowed 
to  rest  here;  and,  whether  he  can  state 
to  the  House  tbe  cause  of  the  assault, 
and  what  offence  the  sentry  bad  givea 
to  Lord  Konald  Gower  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
I  know  nothing  of  the  circumstancea 
referred  to  in  the  Question »  except  what 
I  have  obtained  from  the  Report  of  the 
officer  commanding  the  Scots  Guards, 
and  as  that  Heport  is  a  short  one,  perhaps 
I  had  better  read  it — 

**  It  appoRra  that  about  3  i.M.  on  Stttufday* 
October  26,  1884,  Lord  Ronald  Gowot  walked 
from  Stafford  House,  8t.  James's,  to  th«  A  mbas- 
sudor' 8  Court,  St.  Jamfa'a  Palace.  It  wan  a 
mi»ty  iiiurning",  and  he  stood  in  the  middla  of 
the  said  Court  heaitatrng  about  going  further. 
The  sentry  on  that  poat,  having  orders  not  to 
allow  anyone  to  loiter  about,  told  Lord  Konald 
Gower  to  move  on.  This  order  waa  repeated, 
and  no  notice  taken  of  it.  The  sentry  then 
walked  up  to  Lord  Ronald  Gow«r,  touched  him 
on  the  shoulder,  and  ordered  him  to  walk  on. 
Lord  Ronald  Oower  thon  struck  the  sentrj  on 
the  leg  with  hia  stick.  The  attention  of  a  police^ 
constable  was  immediately  called,  and  Lord 
Ronald  Gower's  namo  and  address  takem.  Tha 
sentry,  by  order  of  the  commanding  officer  of 
the  2nd  Battalion  Scots  Guards,  took  out  a  sum* 
mons  against  Lord  Ronald  Gowar.  Thosummoaa 
was  withdrawn  with  my  approval  and  the  aaoo. 
tion  of  the  magistrate  on  the  condition  tluai 
Lord  Konald  G  ower  tendered  a  personal  apology, 
which  he  did  on  the  30th  uH,  I  consider  that 
the  matter  should  rest  here.** 
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THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND) ^BAILIE- 
BO  ROUGH  PETTSf  SESSIONS. 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  the  attention  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland  has  been  drawn  to 
certain  proceedings  of  Justices  at 
Bailieborough  (county  Gavan)  Petty 
BeseioQS  on  the  1 6tli  September  and  the 
2 1st  October  last;  whether,  on  the 
former  date,  two  Justices,  liobert  Gibson 
and  Thomas  Chamberai  both  Protest- 
ants, heard  a  case  in  which  a  Protestant 
named  James  Jones  charged  four 
Catholics  named  CaflErey,  Finegan,  Half- 
penny, and  Ward  with  waylaying  and 
beating  Mm;  and,  although  it  was 
proved  by  a  witness  for  the  prosecution 
that  Jones  had  first  cballeuged  Caffrey, 
etruok  him,  and  knocked  him  down,  and 
that  a  tight  had  ensued  between  OaSxey 
and  Jones,  the  others  merely  looking 
on,  the  Justices  sentenced  Oafifrey  to  a 
month's  imprisonment  with  hard  labour, 
and  the  three  spectators  to  a  fortnight 
each  ;  whether,  on  the  same  occasion, 
the  Justices  fined  the  Catholics  brought 
before  them  for  drunkenness  ten  shil- 
lings each,  and  the  Protestants  only 
halfa-crown,  even  in  a  case  where 
it  was  proved  the  defendant  had 
kicked  the  police;  whether,  on  the  2l8t 
idtimo,  Messrs.  Chambers  and  Qibson, 
Justices,  both  Protestants,  a  young  man 
named  Keating,  a  Catholic,  charged  five 
men — one  of  them,  James  Hunter,  a 
Protestant  —  with  beating  him  ;  and, 
alter  the  complainant  had  testified 
against  the  five  men,  Mr.  Oibson,  J. P. 
6u^6sted  to  the  accused  man,  Hunter, 
that  he  might  have  held  Keating  '*  only 
to  save  him,'*  and  this  suggestion  being 
adopted  by  Hunter,  the  evidence  of  tke 
complainant  was  rejected,  and,  on  the 
evidence  of  Hunter,  one  of  the  other 
men  named  Gogarty  was  committed 
and  sent  to  prison  for  a  month  ;  and, 
whether  the  hotd  Chancellor  will  cause 
inquiry  to  be  had  into  these  proceed- 
ings, and  will  examine  the  condition  of 
the  magistracy  in  the  county  Cavan, 
and  particularly  in  the  Petty  Sessions 
districts  of  Bailieborough,  Shercock, 
KingBOOurt,  MuUagh,  and  Virginia,  in 
whioh  there  ia  not  one  Catholic  Justice 
of  the  Peace  ? 

Ma.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
These  eases  have  not  before  been 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Govern- 
ment,    and    the   linuted    time    during 


whioh   the   Question  has  been  on  the 
Paper  has  not  admitted  of  satisfactory 
infonnation   being   obtained.      Inquiry 
has  been   ordered,  and  if  the  Govern- 
ment find  that  there  is  reason  to  think 
that  there  has  been  any  irregularity  or 
miscarriage  in  the  administration  of  the 
law,  they  will  not  fail  to  refer  the  matter 
for  the  Lord  Chancellor's  consideration. 
His  Lordship  informs  me   that  he  has 
quite    recently    received,    and    has    at 
present  before  him^  a  letter  of  complaint 
as  to  the  mode  in  which  the  second  case 
j  referred  to  was  disposed  of.    The  con- 
I  dttion  of  the  Magistracy  in  the  county 
I  of    Cavan  has  been  and  is  at  present 
occupying    the   attention  of   the   Lord 
Chancellor,  and  during  the  present  year 
his  Lordship  has  been  enabled  to  place  six 
j  Boman  Catholic  gentlemen  in  the  Com- 
I  mission  of  the  Peace  for  that  county. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— POLICE  PRO- 
I  TECTION.  COUNTY  CAVAN. 

I     Ma.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
I  tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland i 
Whether  there  is  still  any  necessity  of 
!  affording  police    protection    in   Glann, 
county  Cavan,  to  Lord  Annessly's  bailiff, 
Mr.  Thomas  Whiteside  ;  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  there  is  no  check  as  to   the 
j  amount   of   car  hire    he    receives    per 
month ;  whether  he  drives  to  the  neigh* 
I  bouring  towns  to  transact  his  own  private 
I  busiuestt,  and,  on  many  occasions,  without 
any  business;  whether  he  receives  on  an 
average  at  least  seventy  pounds  per  year 
for  car  hire  and  remuneration  from  the 
two  constables  engaged  in  the  protection ; 
and,  if  it  is  a  fact  that  an  emergency 
man,  named  John  Evans,  who  came  to 
Olann  nine  months  ago  from  the  neigh- 
bourhood   of    Belfast,  dispensed    with 
police  protection  owing  to  the  peaceable 
state  of    the    locality,  and   if^  he   atill 
transacts  his  unpopular  duties  without 
fear  of  molestation  ? 

Mr,  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
It  is  believed  by  the  local  pohce  authorities 
to  be  still  necesaary  to  afford  protection  to 
Mr.  Whiteside,  This  protection  is  given 
from  the  free  ^ k«^«,  and  involves  no  ex- 
pense to  the  county.  There  is  a  check 
on  the  car  hire  accounts,  both  locally 
and  at  he  ad- quarters.  I  am  informed 
that  the  nearest  town  to  Mr.  White* 
aide's  residence  is  seven«and-a-half  miles 
distant,  and  that  he  is  obliged  to  drive 
about,  both  on  his  own  and  his  em- 
ployer's affaii-e.  He  has  never  received 
£70  annually  for  the  hire  of  his  cars  for 
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the  police.     In  the  last  12  montlis  £44 
was  paid  for  tliie  purpose. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF    THE 
HOUSE. 

8iE  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  : 
Will  tbe  Tiglit  hon.  (Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  tell  ua  what  13  likely  to 
be  the  course  of  Busioess  on  Monday 
next  ?  We  know  that  there  are  pro- 
ceedings in  the  City  which  might  pos- 
sibly interfere  with  it, 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  proceed  on 
the  assumption,  which,  I  understand,  is 
agreeable  to  the  genera!  expeotation 
and  arrangement  raade^  that  the  debate 
on  the  second  reading  of  the  Franchise 
Bill  will  terminate  this  evening.  In 
that  case  we  shall  propose  on  Monday 
that  the  Speaker  leave  the  Chair,  and 
that  the  House  go  into  Committee  on 
the  Bin. 

ORDER    OF  THE  DAY, 


EEPRESENTATION   OF   THE  PEOPLE 

BrLL.— [Bill  1.] 
{Mr,  OladHone,  Mr.  Attorney  Gmeral^  Mr.  TVe- 

vtlyaH,  The  Lord  Advocate*) 
SBOOND   KEADiyO.     [ADJOUBmKD    DBBATE.1 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [6th  November,]  *^That  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,*' 

And  which  Amendment  was, 
To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That  "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  in  the  opimon  of  thia  House,  any  m^sure 
purporting  to  provide  for  the  hetter  Repreaenta- 
tion  of  the  People  in  Parliament  must  he 
accompanied  hy  provisiona  for  a  proper  arrange* 
ment  of  electoral  areas,'* — {Mr,  E.  Stanhope^  \ 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question.** 

Debate  resumed. 

Bin  E.  AS8HET0N  CROSS  :  I  think, 
Sir^  that  no  speech  has  ever  been  more 
anxiously  expected  than  that  made  by 
the  Prime  Minister  the  other  night  on  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill.     I  think  it 
is  only  right  to  «ay  that,  aa  far  as  the 
tone  and  manner  of  that  speech  are  con- 
cerned,  there  is   nothing   that  anyone  1 
could  wish  to  see   altered.     The  right  | 
hon.  Gentleman  evidenced  an  anxiety  to  ' 
limit  the  debate,  and  to  take  out  of  it  I 
any  vexatious  question  or  anything  that 
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could  excite  differences  of  opinion.     I 
wish  I   could  say  the  same  as  to   the 
matter  of  the  speech.     I  am  afraid  that , 
many  who  heard  that  speech  must  have 
felt  a  deep  sense  of  disappointment  when 
tho  Prime  Minister  sat  down,   havrn^l 
ended  almost  where  he  had  begun,  be- 
cause we  hoped,  at  all  events,  that  he 
would  have  thrown  some  new  light  upon 
the  subject,  and,  as  the  Head  of  the  (Go- 
vernment, would  have  shown  us  same 
way  out  of  the  present  difficulty.     But 
the  words  at  the  commencement  of  his 
speech,  when  he  said  that  it  was  impos- 
sible  for  the  Government  either  to  take 
the  two  subjects  of  extension  and  redis- 
tribution in   a  single  Bill,  or  simulta- 
neously in  two  separate  Bills,  rather  led 
us  to  believe  that,  aa  far  as  he  was  con- 
oemodj  there  was  no  hope  of  this  matter 
being  dealt  with  in  a  businesa-Hke  and 
rational  manner.     Our  only  hope  lay  in 
the  words  that  they  would  do  nothing 
that,   in   their   opinion,    could  tend   to 
place  the  Franchise  Bill  in  jeopardy.    If 
we  take  these  words  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister into  consideration  they  seem  to 
point  to  something  hy  which  the  dilH- 
culty  might  be  got  over  j  but  as  far,  at 
all  events,  as  his  speech  was  concerned, 
we  have  had  no  foreshadowing  of  any  such 
plan.    Now,   I  think   that   the  history 
of  this  countj^  franchise  is  one  which 
tho  Prime  Minister  ought  to  bear  in 
mind.    Some  years  ago,  and,  in  fact,  up 
to  a  very  late  period,  the  views  enter- 
tained by  a  very  large  number  of  per- 
sons both  inside  this  House  and  outride 
were  such  as  are  fully  expressed  in  the 
speeches  made  last  Session  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ripon 
(Mr.   Goschen).     He  has  always  held 
distinctive  views  upon   that   question^ 
and  these  views  have  beon  shared  by  a 
large  number  of  persons  in  the  country. 
Nor  must  we  forget  that  hon.  Members 
opposite  have  not  always  been  so  unani- 
mous upon  the  question.     It  was  only 
in  1877  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  and  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Home  Se- 
cretary first  voted  in  favour  of  the  mea- 
sure, and  the  Bill  or  Motion  which  was 
so  constantly  brought  forward  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  is  now  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  met  a 
very  varied  fate   in   this   House   from 
time  to  time.     It  is  instructive  also  to 
remember  that  the  first  time  that  mea- 
sure  went  up  to  the  House  of  Lords  it 
was  treated  in  a  very  different  maimer 
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from  tliat  in  wbiclx  it  had  been  treated 
in  this  House.  The  first  time  that  it  ap- 
peared before  them  in  the  last  Session 
of  Parliament  the  principle  of  that  Bill 
was  practically  arlopted,  and,  although 
the  Bill  did  not  become  law,  the  Mo- 
tion passed  in  the  House  of  Lord  a  dis- 
tinctly accepted  the  principle  of  it. 
Where,  then,  is  the  danger  to  this  Fran- 
chise Bill  ?  How  is  it  in  jeopardy  ?  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  the  danger 
has  arisen  in  great  part  from  the  speeches 
made  by  right  boa.  Gentlemen  opposite 
before  the  Bill  was  introduced,  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  made  use  of  lan- 
guage which  eeemed  to  point  to  a  total 
redistribution  of  political  power,  aud 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  made  a  reference  to 
ancient  times  which  frightened  a  great 
number  of  persons  throughout  the  coun- 
try. I  need  hardly  refer  to  those  state- 
ments of  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  all  of  which  created  great  alarm 
and  anxiety.  There  was  another  danger 
to  which  the  Prime  Minister  thought  that 
thisBill  was  subject,  and  which  he  pointed  I 
out  in  the  speech  which  he  made  in  in- 
troducing the  Bill  last  year.  It  was  tliis 
— that  there  was  this  gi'eat  differenoe 
between  a  Franchise  Bill  and  aKedistri- 
bution  Bill,  that  whereas  a  Franchise 
Bill  was  always  treated  in  this  House  as 
an  Impeiial  question,  the  question  of  re- 
distribution was  in  danger  of  not  being 
treated  in  the  same  spint,  but  more  as  a 
local  question,  and  one  more  likely  to 
arouse  the  selfish  interests  of  tlie  Mem- 
bers of  those  places  which  were  likely  to 
be  disfranchieed.  Those  observations  of 
the  Prime  Minister  would  only  refer  to 
the  question  of  the  Franchise  Bill  in 
this  House ;  but  as  far  as  the  House 
alone  was  concerned,  the  Prime  Minister 
thought  that  there  was  that  danger.  In 
the  speech  which  the  Prime  Minister 
made  last  night  that  danger  seems  to 
have  disappeared.  He  told  us  that  he 
thought  that  the  important  quoation  in 
this  House  was  the  Franchise  Bill,  and 
not  Bedistribution ;  and,  as  far  as  I 
gathered  from  him,  he  was  now  in  hopes 
that  when  we  came  to  the  Redistribution 
Bill  he  might  produce  such  a  Bill  as 
would  be  passed,  not  by  a  majority,  but 
by  the  whole  House,  Therefore,  it  is 
clear  that  his  mind,  whether  from  the 
observations  he  has  been  able  to  make, 
from  the  conduct  of  Members  of  this 
Hoosej  or  iirom  other  considoration  of 
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the  subject,  is  not  apprehensive  of  that 
danger  of  local  selBshness  which  pressed 
upon  it  last  year,  and  which,  therefore, 
may  now  practically  be  conaidered  as 
having  gone.  The  Prime  Minister 
dwelt  la^t  night  a  good  deal  on  the  fear 
of  finding  that  the  majority  in  this 
House  would  not  be  able  to  enforce  its 
own  views,  although  "  no  doubt,  as  far 
as  the  principle  of  the  Franchise  Bill 
goes,  the  question  of  the  extension  of 
the  franchise  may  be  considered  settled." 
Nobody  will  dispute  that;  it  has  been 
acknowledged  here,  and  admitted  *^  else- 
where." The  majority  of  the  House  is 
quite  able  to  express  its  will.  But  there 
is  a  great  difference  between  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  and  the  procedure.  No 
doubt,  a  particular  mode  of  procedure 
proposed  by  the  Prime  Minister  was 
passed  by  a  large  majority  in  this  House j 
but  I  venture  to  say  that  if  the  Prime 
Minister  had  proposed  another  mode  of 
procedure  the  majority  of  the  House 
would  have  adopted  that  quite  as  readily. 
The  Bill  is  in  no  danger  on  the  question 
of  principle,  and  it  ought  to  be  in  no 
danger  as  regards  procedure.  But  the 
will  of  the  majority  might  be  discovered 
in  other  ways  than  by  the  vote.  We 
have  been  called  together  at  a  time 
which  is  inconvenient  for  many  of  us. 
We  are  ready,  however,  to  do  our  duty 
to  the  best  of  our  ability  j  but  I  am  sure 
the  feeling  of  a  great  majority  of  the 
House  is  that  we  should  not  come  here 
for  an  idle  and  barren  purpose.  The 
majority  of  the  House  has  expressed  ita 
desire  in  unmistakable  terms  that  tKo 
Franchise  Bill  should  be  accompanied 
by  a  scheme  of  redistribution.  [Several 
hon.  Members  :  Followed.]  I  adhere 
to  my  expression,  and  believe  that  there 
is  a  general  wish  that  the  one  should 
accompany  the  other.  Would  any  man 
in  his  senses  propose  that  we  should  first 
have  aa  enlargement  of  the  franchise, 
then  an  Election,  and  then  a  redistribu- 
tion scheme,  followed  by  another  Elec- 
tion? No.  The  vast  majority  of  the 
people  would  be  entb'ely  against  such 
an  arrangement.  I  regret  very  much  to 
see  that  in  the  course  of  an  election  such 
a  proposal  was  made  by  a  candidate; 
but,  except  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  I  have 
never  heard  any  person  approve  of  the 
proposal,  and  I  think  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  abandoned 
that  idea  some  time  ago.  If  no  Go<» 
vernment  could  propose  such  a  plan, 
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wbat  is  the  use  of  finding  fault  with  the 
action  of  a  Party  the  sole  object  of  whioh 
is  to  prevent  that  happening  which  no 
Goyeniment  would  propose.  Stippoeing 
euoh  a  misfortune — I  believe  it  would  be 
a  national  misfortune  were  it  to  take 
place — what  would  happen?  The  pre- 
eent  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster  has  always  brought  forward  this 
question  in  the  interests  of  the  agricul- 
tural labourers,  saying  that  those  per- 
sona who  live  in  the  country  are  entitled 
io  the  same  privileges  and  advantages  as 
those  persons  who  live  in  the  towns; 
but  as  an  example  of  what  would  hap- 
pen in  the  event  of  a  General  Election 
occurring  under  the  Bill  without  redis- 
tribution, take  two  divisions  of  mj  own 
county.  Take,  first*  the  division  which 
is  represented  by  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marque 8 a  of  Hartington).  There  are 
living  in  that  division  out  of  towns  re- 
presented in  Parliament  288,000  people  ; 
out  of  this  238,000  no  fewer  than 
H7,000  live  in  places  with  a  popula- 
tion above  10,000;  so  that  the  re- 
maining population,  comprising  the  agri- 
cultural labourers,  would  be  swamped 
b^  the  147,000,  In  my  own  divi- 
Bxon  of  the  county  we  have  in  places 
not  represented  in  Parliament,  482,000, 
Of  that  number  living  in  places  with 
a  population  above  10,000  no  fewer 
than  315,000,  so  that  the  rural  popula- 
tioa  would  be  absolutely  swamped  by 
persons  living  in  towns  without  some 
redistribution  scheme  Is  first  passed. 
There  are  a  large  number  of  places 
not  now  represented  whioh  undoubtedly 
ought  to  be  represented  j  and  if  there  is 
one  thing  more  than  another  which  con- 
fitituencies  like  it  is  having  a  Member  to 
themselves ;  they  are  not  willing  to 
share  one  with  other  places  in  which 
they  hare  no  interest.  1  am  not  going 
to  labour  that  point,  because  it  is  clear 
that  great  evils  will  undoubtedly  follow 
— indeed,  it  would  be  impossible  to  ima- 
gine the  mischief  that  would  occur  if 
one  Bill  passed  without  the  other  j  and  in 
addition  to  this,  you  would  have  a  costly 
registration  scheme  which  would  have  to 
be  thrown  aside  directly  the  Redistribu- 
tion Bill  passed.  The  Prime  Minister  | 
declared  his  opinion  in  his  recent  speech 
that  in  great  legislative  changes  there 
ahould  be  the  largest  possible  body  of 
iriendly  and  contented  opinion,  I  agree 
to  that  opinion  j  but  unless  these  two 
BiUa  are  to  come  into  operation  together 
you  cannot  have  that  body  of  friendly 
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and  contented  opinion  which  is  neoes* 
saTy.  If  violent  measures  are  resorted 
to,  and  if  one  Bill  is  passed  and  the 
other  is  not.  you  will  create  so  mueh  ill- 
will  that  you  will  find  it  impossible  to 
secure  tbat  which  you  desire.  What  is 
this  Redistribution  Bill  to  be  ?  If  it  be 
just  and  fair  what  ife  it  that  alarms  the 
Government  so  much  and  prevents  their 
producing  it  ?  This,  at  any  rate,  I  thinks 
is  perfectly  clear ^ — that  last  Session, 
when  th»3  Franchise  Bill  was  introduced, 
the  Government  did  not  know  what 
their  redistribution  scheme  would  be. 
The  Prime  Minister  gave  us  a  sort  of 
'  shadowy  idea  of  it ;  but  it  is  clear  that 
no  definite  plan  was  before  them,  though 
I  presume  they  have  now  framed  one*. 
For  my  part,  I  am  not  content  that  such 
a  course  as  that  should  be  taken.  When 
you  approach  a  subject  of  this  magni- 
tude you  should  approach  it  in  all  its 
parts,  and  you  should  show  the  whole  of 
your  plan.  But  now,  at  any  rate,  we 
have  shadowed  out  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister some  important  principles  of  their 
redistribution  scheme.  The  Prim©  Mi- 
nister tells  us  that,  in  the  first  place^  it 
must  be  large  and  of  something  like  a 
permanent  character,  I  do  not  suppose 
there  will  be  any  great  difFer'mce  ol 
opinion  upon  that  point;  and  we  may 
hope  that,  when  the  Bills  are  pa«8ed, 
the  Constitution  will  receive  that  form 
in  which  it  will  be  left  for  many  years 
to  come.  In  the  second  place,  the  Prime 
Minister  laid  it  down  that  there  must  be 
a  considerable  concession  to  the  principle 
of  numbers »  Everybody  has  always  as- 
sented to  that.  Then  great  respect  was 
to  be  paid  to  those  places  at  present  re» 
presented,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man mentioned  other  safeguards.  In 
the  third  place,  he  said  there  must  be  no 
needless  complexity— we  shall  all  agree 
with  that-*and  that  it  must  be  equitable 
and  liberal  as  between  the  four  divisions 
of  the  Kingdom — namely,  England,  Scot- 
land, Ireland,  and  Wales.  I  suppose  the 
Prime  Minister  mentioned  Wales  spe- 
cially in  order  to  indicate  that  the  people 
of  Wales  must  be  told  they  cannot  ex- 
pect quite  BO  many  Members  as  they 
have  at  present,  I  am  sorry  the  Prim© 
Minister  did  not  say  the  number  of 
English  Members  was  not  to  be  di- 
minished, tf Gotland,  he  indicated  last 
year,  was  to  have  more  Members,  and 
Ireland  was  to  be  let  alone  j  while  the 
additional  Members  for  Scotland  were 
to  come  from  the  South  of  England » 
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Mr.    GI^^BSTONE:    No;    I    never 

SB-iu  80 

Sir  it.  A8SHET0N  CROSS :    Last 
year. 
Mr,  GLADSTONE:  No. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  GROSS:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  ho  could  not 
entertain  the  question  of  increaBing  the 
Members  of  the  Ilouee. 

Mr,  GLADSTONE:  Oh,  no. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Exactly 
the  opposite. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  ;  I  cer- 
tainly understood  that  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister bad  made  somo  statement  of  that 
character.  Then  he  said  the  arrange- 
Hient  must  be  equitable  and  just  to  the 
different  classes  and  pursuits  of  the  com- 
munity, and  the  urban  and  rural  popula- 
tions* must  be  kept  dii*tinct.  It  is  essen- 
tial,  in  our  niind^  that  the  urban  and 
the  rural  population  should  be  left  dis- 
tinct, and  I  gladly  reco^nixe  in  that  last 
result  laid  down  by  the  inght  hon.  Gen- 
tleman a  declaration  that  this  principle 
will  be  maintained  by  the  Government. 
There  is,  however,  one  matter  which  will 
htvo  to  be  carefully  considered,  and  that 
is  whether  we  are  to  keep  the  minority 
vote,  and  whether  that  principle  will 
have  to  be  extended,  and,  if  so,  to  what 
extent.  That  is  a  matter  which  will 
certainly  demand  serious  attention.  The 
difB.culty  I  feel  is  that  if  I  go  Into  the 
details  of  the  redistribution  scheme  I 
shall  be  called  to  Order,  and  I  admit  it 
would  be  evidently  improper  to  go  into 
any  debate  as  to  the  principles  of  re- 
distribution on  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House.  But  we  want  the  Government 
to  get  the  House  out  of  this  difiiculty. 
It  is  quite  clear  that  we  must  discuss 
these  things,  and  until  they  are  discussed 
we  are  all  at  sea  as  to  the  intentions  of 
the  Government,  and  how  far  those  in- 
tentions are  to  be  carried  out ;  therefore. 
I  press  upon  the  Government  the  neces- 
sity of  gi  vingsome  further  opinion  on  that 
point.  There  was  one  word  in  the  IMrae 
Minister's  speech  which  I  am  bound  to 
say  gave  me  a  ray  of  hope ;  that  word 
was  "  coterminous,*'  We  all  know  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a  master  of 
language^  and  that  words  sometimes 
have  with  him  a  peculiar  significance. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  there  is  a 
diiference  in  the  Prime  Minister's  mind 
between  **  coterminous  **  and  ** simul- 
taneous," although  1  cannot  tell  what  it 
is.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  I 


this  question  was  **  the  nearest  of  all  co* 
terminous  subjects,"    The  only  comfort 
that  we  draw  from  that  is  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  recognizes  this  as  a  sub- 
ject so  coterminous  that,  if  he  can  do  it 
without  jeopardizing  the  Franchise  Bill, 
ho  will  let  us  know  what  the  Redistribu- 
tion Bill  is,     I  hope  the  Prime  Minister 
win  understand  that  there  is  no  wish  on 
the  part  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side 
of  ihe   House    to  delay  this    measure. 
There  has  been  no  unreasonable  amount 
of  speaking,  nor  am  I  aware  that  there  is 
the  slightest  wish  on  the  part  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  this  side  of  the  House  to  cover 
the   Paper  with  Amendments  when  we 
go  into  Committee,     I  think  the  Prime 
Minister  ought   to  take  courage  from 
these  facts  which  show  that  his  Bill  is 
not  jeopardized.     He  ought  to  meet  us 
half-way,  because  we  cannot  meet  him — 
\^Ministfrinl  lauffhffir.l     Jf  hon.  Gentle* 
men  will  hear  the  end  of  the  sentence,  I 
think  most  of  them  will  be  of  my  opi- 
nion,     I  was  going  to    say   that   pro- 
vided the    Franchise    Bill    is    not  put 
in   jeopardy  —  which   is  the  only  con- 
dition  the    Prime  Minister    makes  —  I 
hope  he  will  join  with  us   in  securing 
somo  guarantee  that  the  same  Parlia- 
ment shall    deal    with    both  questions. 
\^Ch«er8  and  counUr-chefin.l     I  thought  I 
should  get  the  approval  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men    opposite.     That    is    all    we  have 
asked,  and  that  is  all  we  insist  upon.  It 
is  not  an  opinion,  it  is  not  a  proposes- 
sion ;  it  is  a  principle,  and  I  think  it  is 
a  principle  that  ought  to  be  followed 
out.     Well,  how  do  we  stand  with  re- 
gard to  this  Bill  at  the  present  moment? 
It  will  probable  be  read  a  second  time 
to-night.     We  shall  go  into  Committee 
on  Monday,  and,  so  far  as  we  oan  see, 
the  Bill  will  be  safe  by  the  end  of  next 
week.     Is  not  that  a  great  step  ?     Is 
not  that  something  to  show  the  Prime 
Minister     that     this     Bill     is     not     in 
jeopardy  ?     And  upon   the  question  of 
Redistribution  we  have  the  authority  of 
the  Prime  Minister  that  the  danger  to 
that  measure  is  in  local  interest.     What 
are  we  to  be  kept  here  for  ?     I  say  that 
the  time  of  this  House  is  too  valuable 
to  be  wasted,  and  if  this  Bill  is  to  be 
through  the  House  by  the  end  of  next 
week,  what  are  we  to  be  kept  here  for  ? 
As  business-like  men,  I  should  say  that 
we  are  here   to  see  what  can   be   done 
with  regard   to  this  RL»form   Bill ;  and^ 
therefore,  as  business-like  mtiu,  I  should 
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say  tbat»  now  that  the  Franchise  Bill  ib 
out  of  jeopardy,  the  Booner  the  other 
Bill  is  before  ue  the  better.  If  the  opi- 
nion that  the  Prime  Minister  ahadowed 
out  last  night  is  really  the  feeling  of  the 
Governme«t — namely,  that  it  is  not  de- 
sired to  pass  a  measure  of  this  kind  by 
the  majority  overriding  the  minority, 
but  rather  with  the  assent  of  the  whole 
House— then  I  say,  in  the  name  of  all 
that  is  businesB-like,  do  let  us  set  about 
it  with  all  speed.  Whether  that  is  to  be 
done  by  a  series  of  Besoliitioni  or  by  Bill 
I  know  nothing,  not  being  in  the  secrets 
of  the  Government.  But  let  us  ap- 
proach the  stibjectp  and  see  how  near 
we  csan  get  to  it.  I  am  quite  sure  that 
if  the  Eedistributiou  proposals  are  not 
designed  to  give  any  advantage  to  one 
Party  over  the  other,  they  will  certainly 
not  meet  with  any  factious  opposition 
from  this  side  of  the  House.  It  seems 
to  me  that  this  is  just  one  of  those  oc- 
oasions,  one  of  those  questions,  where 
high  statesmanship  ought  to  come  in, 
and  where  it  is  the  duty  of  statesmen 
to  take  care  that  no  ill-feeling  is  mixed 
up  with  the  subject.  I  say  it  rests  with 
the  Prime  Minister  as  to  what  he  will 
do;  but  from  the  cheers  I  have  heard 
on  both  sides  of  the  Houee^  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that,  whatfsver  may  have 
been  the  language  used  on  Thursday, 
there  is  still  a  door  open.  If,  however, 
difficulties  ehoiiid  arise  owing  to  the  ai'- 
tion  of  the  Prime  Minister  or  the  Go- 
vernment, either  through  neglect  in  not 
producing  their  measure,  or  through — I 
hope  I  do  not  use  the  word  offensively 
— some  wilful  determination  not  to  let 
us  see  it  this  Autumn  Session,  or  if  the 
Government  stick  too  closely  to  words 
and  phrases  which  they  may  happen  to 
have  used,  and  stand  by  expressions 
made  under  other  circumstances  and  at 
other  times — then  all  I  can  eay  is,  that 
the  country  will  know,  at  all  events, 
upon  whom  the  blame  ought  to  rest. 
And  if  it  so  happens  that  there  is  to  be 
an  appeal  to  the  country,  no  one  will 
more  readily  go  to  the  country  than  we 
ehaU  ourselves,  fooling,  as  we  do,  con- 
vinced that  the  good  sense  of  the 
country  will  see  that  all  we  have  askod 
ia  that  which  is  just  and  wise,  and,  I 
believe,  necessary,  and  that  we  have 
asked  for  nothing  else. 

Sni  CHABLE8  W.  DILKE :  The 
general  tone  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's  remarks  is  one  upon  which  I  think 

Sir  B,  AstJ^ion  Cross 


I  ought  to  congratulate  bim   and  the 
House  of  Commons ;  but  when  he  saidpii 
in   almost   his  concluding  words,  that* 
whatever  the  language  used  yesterday 
the   door  was    still    open,  I   could    not 
help    thinking    that    that    was    a    elv 
reference  to  speeches  on  his  own  side, 
because   we   certainly   have    reason   to 
complain  of   the    tone  of  some  of   tho 
speeches  which  we  have  heard  on  the 
other  side.     While  thanking  the  rightj 
hon.  Gentleman  for  his  tone  and  for  thai 
several  very  valuable  suggestions  which 
he  made,  there  were  a  few  exceptions 
which  I  shall  have  to  take  to  some  of  the 
statements  be  has  made.     He  has  told 
us  that  he  hoped  Parliament   has    not 
been     brought     together    for    another 
barren  Session.   If,  unfortunately — and 
I  cannot  yet  admit  to  myself  the  possi- 
bility of  such  a  result — but   if,    unfor- 
tunately, this  Session  should  be  barren, 
X  am  sure  that  we,  each  of  us,  will  not 
consider  that  it  is  our  fault ;  and  I  am 
disposed  to  agree  that  the  country  will 
think  that  perhaps  there  are  faults  ou 
both  sides.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  | 
has   made   one  remark  which   I   must 
accept  with  a  certain  amount  of  allow- 
ance.    He  said   there  was  now  a  con- 
currence between  both   sides  as  to  the 
principle  of  the  franchise,  and  that  thd 
principle  was  generally  admitted.    That 
statement  was  made  in  almost  the  aamo 
words,  but  in  a  still  more  absolute  manner,  i 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope).    I  have  found  in  the 
course  of  this  debate  many  proofs  that 
this  is  not  the  case.     Several  Members 
have  spoken  from   the  other  side  and 
stated  that  they  were  not  of  that  opinion. 
P'  No  !  "]     Look  at  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for   the  University  of  Gambridga 
(Mi\  Eaikes),  and  he  made   the  state- 
ment, not  only  for  himself  but  for  two 
other  hon.  Members.     [An  hon.  M^m- 
BEii :  And  the  Lord  Mayor.]     Yes  j   the 
Lord  Mayor   said  it  himself,   and   the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge  referred  to  it.     He  depre- 
cated  the  modem  changes  which   had 
taken  place  in  the  Government  on  thi« 
subject.   It  is  hardly  possible  to  exclude 
from  consideration  the  question  of  tho 
date    at   which    various    opinions    are 
adopted,   for   sudden    conversions   wiU 
always  be  open  to  a  certain  amount  of 
doubt.     1 1  for   one,  however,  am  <|uite 
prepared  to  accept  the  results  at  which 
we  have  arrived  without  scrutinijdng  too 
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narrowly  the  date  of  particular  cou- 
veraions.  The  right  hon.  Gentleinan  od 
thia  point  made  a  little  attack,  by  iai- 
plication,  on  this  subject.  He  said  that 
one  of  our  Oolloagues  bad  a  doubt  as 
late  as  187G,  and  had  only  become  con- 
verted in  1877  ;  but  the  right  hon.  (len- 
tleman  himself  doubted  as  late  as  March 
last.  In  replying  to  the  Prime  Minister j 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — **  No 
doubt  the  2,000,000  would  be  admitted 
if  it  was  true  that  they  ought  to  have 
the  vote;"  and  in  replying  to  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham,  he  said — 
**  No  doubt  it  was  so,  if  these  men  ought 
to  have  the  franchise.'"  He  regarded 
the  matter  as  open  to  doubt.  I  am 
quite  prepared  to  admit  that  there  is 
now  a  general  adoption  of  the  principle 
of  this  Bill  by  the  two  sides  of  the 
House ;  but  the  adoption  is  not  one  of 
exactly  the  same  kind,  and  this  is  very 
important  for  practical  effects  and  results. 
We  admit  the  right  of  the  2,000,000 
absolutely,  and  the  other  side  admit  it 
oonditionally  upon  getting  their  own 
view  in  certain  other  points.  I  admit 
there  was  nothing  in  the  speech  we 
have  just  heard  calling  for  the  remark 
I  propose  to  make ;  but  we  havfi  also 
before  us  such  speeches  as  those  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Middlesex 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope).  They  are  speakers  of  great 
ability,  and  represent  the  views  of  their 
own  side  with  so  much  eloquence  and 
authority  that  their  speeches  cannot  be 
passed  over.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  made  this  frank  ad- 
mission a«  to  the  conditional  nature  of 
the  support  which  he  and  other  hon. 
Members  opposite  would  give  to  the 
Franchise  Bill.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  the  Conservative  Party  would 
keep  the  Franchise  Bill  in  reserve  until 
the  Kedistribution  Question  was  settled. 
I  am,  therefore^  justified  in  saying  that, 
while  on  this  side  of  the  House  the 
principle  of  the  Franchise  Bill  is  abso- 
lutely supported,  on  the  other  side  it  is 
only  conditionally  supported.  Now,  I 
am  about  to  utter  one  of  those  words 
of  warning  which  have  sometimes  been 
construed  by  our  opponents  into  a 
menace;  but  I  trust  that  1  shall  give 
no  colour  to  sach  a  construction  being 
put  upon  my  language.  I  will,  indeed, 
adopt  the  words  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  himself,  when  he  said 


that  we  were  placed  in  a  great  difficulty 
on  this  question  of  Reform,  because  the 
enfranchisement  of  these  2,000,000  of 
new  *  voters  would  not  brook  delay, 
and  that  there  was  great  danger  of 
exasperating  those  voters  by  resorting 
to  political  manoeuvres  which  they  were 
UDable  to  understand.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  has 
thrown  out  hope  to  us  of  an  agreement 
boing  come  to  between  the  two  sides  of 
the  House;  at  least,  that  is  what  I 
understood  from  his  speech.  For  my 
own  part,  I  believe  that  it  is  possible 
that  some  agreement  might  be  come  to 
which  would  meet  his  views,  provided  it 
be  one  that  without  doubt  or  uncertainty 
would  secure  the  enfranchisement  of 
these  2,000,000.  That  is  the  point  upon 
which  it  is  necessary  that  we  should  be 
quite  clear.  That  is  the  main  point.  In 
fact,  it  is  the  only  point  worth  raising  in 
this  discussion.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  spoke  of  the  evident  desire  of  the 
Prime  Minister— to  whose  speech  he  did 
full  justice — as  evinced  by  the  earlier 
portions  of  that  speech  to  take  out  of 
this  debate  everything  that  could  give 
rise  to  the  use  of  violent  or  excited  lan- 
guage; but  he  went  on  to  remark  that 
he  wished  that  he  could  say  as  much  of 
the  other  portions  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's speech.  For  my  own  part,  I 
wish  I  could  approve  of  all  the  speeches 
which  have  been  delivered  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  as  much  as  I  do  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  in  a  tone  of 
marked  courtesy  for  further  information 
on  the  subject  of  redistribution  ;  but  the 
speeches  of  some  other  hon.  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  House  lacked  that  cour- 
teous tone;  and,  indeed,  some  speakers 
last  night  asked  for  further  information 
on  the  eubject  in  a  tone  of  menace,  and 
held  out  a  kind  of  threat  that  if  their 
demands  were  not  complied  with,  the 
Franchise  Bill  would  be  stopped  or  re- 
jected in  ''another  place.'*  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  a^ked  us  whether,  if  we 
could  give  further  information  with  re- 
gard to  the  proposed  scheme  of  redistri- 
bution, without  jeopardizing  the  Fran- 
chise Bill,  we  should  be  ready  to  give 
it  ?  That  question  I  answer  most  em- 
phatically in  the  affirmative.  I  eay  that 
if  you  can  make  it  clear  to  us  that  we 
can  give  you  further  information  on  the 
subject  of  redistribution  without  jeopar- 
dizing  the    enfranchisement    of    thesd 
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2,000,000  of  new  voteri,  that  informa- 
tion shall  be  supplied.  But  information 
on  the  subject  ia  not  required  by  the 
other  side  alone.  We,  too,  on  this  side 
of  the  House  should  like  to  ask  for  a 
certain  amount  of  information,  if  such 
information  coidd  be  conveyed  to  ua 
from  the  other  side  without  any  fear 
that  it  would  jeopardize  the  Frauohiee 
Bill.  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand^  in 
these  circumstances,  how  it  ia  that  we  have 
not  heard  from  the  other  side  something 
like  proposals  that  might  form  the  basis 
of  a  general  agreement,  and  an  authori- 
tative  expression  of  their  views  with  re- 
gard to  the  priociples  on  which  redistri- 
bution ought  to  be  conducted.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  let  drop  the  word  '*  Re- 
solution"— I  do  not  know  whether  he 
used  it  with  any  intention — but  I  take 
that  word  as  indicating  a  readiness  on 
his  part  to  arrive  at  a  fair  settlement  of 
this  question.  I  oan  only  again  assure 
the  right  hon,  Qentleman  that  if  we  can 
give  him  any  further  information  in  re- 
ference to  redistribution  without  jeopar- 
dising the  Franchise  Bill,  we  shall  be 
willing  to  do  so.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman asked  us  another  question.  He 
asked  us  if  we  were  oertain  that  we 
could  propose  to  this  House  a  settlement 
of  this  Redistribution  Question  which 
should  not  be  framed  so  as  to  give  a  Party 
bias  to  the  scheme?  Doubtless  hon. 
Members  opposite  do  not  think  we  should 
frame  the  scheme  of  redietribution  pur- 
posely so  as  to  give  it  such  a  bias  ;  but 
the  suspicion  which  they  seem  to  enter- 
tain is  that,  without  intending  to  give  it 
a  bias  in  favour  of  our  own  side,  we  are 
likely  to  look  at  the  matter  from  the 
point  of  view  favourable  to  our  own 
Party.  The  right  hon.  Gentle  man  wishes 
to  meet  that  posaibility,  and  he  says  that 
the  settlement  should  be  one  arrived  at 
by  the  House  or  by  the  country  without 
any  Party  bias  being  introduced  into  it. 
For  my  own  part  I  may  say  that  1  en- 
tirely sympathize  with  that  view,  and  I 
believe  that  any  Redistribution  Bill  that 
will  pass  this  House  must  be  a  Bill  which 
will  satisfy  both  sides,  and  not  one  side 
alone.  The  right  hoc.  Gentleman  eni- 
phasiEed  greatly  ia  his  speech  the  sepa- 
ration between  the  urban  and  the  rural 
element  in  the  constituencies,  and  I 
take  that  as  an  instance  of  what  he 
meant.  That  is  a  subject  of  great  inte- 
rest and  importance,  and  on  which  many 
of  us  as  individuals   may  have  great 


douht,  not  in  a  Party  but  in  a  Dational 
sense ;  but  still  we  may  be  willing  to 
yield    our    opinions    with    respect     to 
it    in    view    of   the    enormous    advan- 
tage   which  will   result   from   a   large 
measure  of  enfranchisement.    The  rig^hli 
hon.   Gentleman    made   one   statemonf" 
which  I  must  venture  to  contradict.     He 
informed  the  House  that   last    Session 
the   Prime   Minister   said  that   by  the 
Government  scheme  of  redistribution  a 
number  of  seats  would   be  taken  from 
the  South  of  England  and  be  given  to^ 
Scotland.     What  the    Prime    Minist 
did  say  was  precisely  the  opposite.     He 
said  that  the  question  of  the  increase  of 
Members  in  Scotland   was  to  be    con* 
aider ed  in  connection  with  a  suggestion 
for  an  increase  in  the  number  of  Mem- 
bers in  the  House  itself,  and  when  h€ 
spoke    of   Members    in    the    South    of 
England  he  spoke  generally  upon  the 
existence  of  a   great   number   of  very 
small  boroughs  in  the  South  of   Eng- 
land, and  said  that  any  general  redis- 
tribution   must  of  necessity  transfer  a 
greater  or  less  number  of  Members  from 
the  South-West  of  England,  not  neces- 
sarily to  Scotland^  but  to  the  Metropolia 
and   the  North    of  England.    I    have 
already  said  that,  in  my  opinion^   the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ^aa 
in  most  gratifying  contrast  to  that  of  the] 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Middlesei 
(Lord  George  Hamilton),  which  almoa 
concluded  the  debate  last  night.     [OmI 
o/  ♦*  No  !  "]    I  shall  give  reasons  in  8up^| 
port  of  my  opinion   upon   that    point. 
The  noble  Lord  made  a    great   attack 
upon  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  J 
for   Birmingham    (Mr.    John    Bright)|l 
not  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prosid*?nll 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.     The  noble  Lordl 
charged  my  right  hon.  Friend  with  har»| 
ing  desired  in  the  past  that  a  different  f 
course    should    be    adopted    from  thati 
which  he   now   advocated    in   view   oj 
Party  exigencies.     I  have  read    ever 
word   that  my  right  hon.    Friend 
said  upon  the  subject  of  Reform — and 
very  valuable   and  interesting  reading  , 
hia  speeches  are— and  I  am  satiehed  tha^l 
if  any  right  hon.  Member  in  this  House' 
has  been  oonaistent  on   the  subject  of 
Reform,   it  is   my    right    hon,    S'rieud.  ] 
Other  right  hon.  and  hon.  Members  maj 
have  changed  their  views  upon  the  aab*  ' 
ject;    but  my  right    hon.   Friend    bat 
always  told  the  House  that  the  two  eub* 
jects  of  the   extension  of  the  franchlia 
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and  of  redifltributioii  must  be  dealt  with 
in  separate  Billa,  and  he  never  con- 
templated their  being  both  dealt  with  at 
one  timo.  The  noble  Ijord  has  tried  to 
set  Colleague  against  Colleague  in  the 
present  Administration  ;  but  I  am  glad 
to  inform  him  that  his  artifices  of  politi- 
cal warfare  have  been  enttrelj'  unsuccess- 
ful. The  noble  Lard  has  asserted  that 
he  was  converted  to  the  principle  of  the 
extension  of  the  franchise  to  the  agri- 
cultural labourer  during  his  term  of 
Office  in  the  Education  Department; 
but  the  only  way  in  which  he  has  shown 
that  conversion  has  been  by  speaking 
and  voting  against  tho  extension  of  the 
franchise  to  the  agricultural  labourer  on 
every  possible  occa*^ion.  In  1879  the 
Amendment  to  reject  our  proposal  was 
moved  by  a  noble  Lord^  a  near  relative 
to  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  and  on  that 
Amendment  no  less  than  four  Gentlemen 
bearing  the  noble  Lord's  name  voted  in 
the  majority,  and  the  noble  Lord  never 
made  the  slightest  statement  which  led 
the  House  to  believe  that  he  waa  favour- 
able to  the  enfranchisement  of  these 
people.  I  dwell  on  this  question  of 
eudden  conversion,  because  these  recollec- 
tions of  ours  of  the  Divisions  of  the  last 
Parliament  are  somewhat  iraportaut,and 
have  a  considerable  bearing  on  this 
question.  For  instance^  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Buteshire  (Mr.  Dalrymple),  in  his 
speech  lost  night,  claimed  to  be  the  only 
surviving  Conservative  Member  who 
voted  for  the  extension  of  the  franchise 
to  the  agricultural  labourers  when  it 
was  proposed  in  1874.  That  is  true,  no 
doubt,  but  the  hon.  Member  voted 
against  it  in  1876.  The  hon.  Member 
said  that  he  had  stated  in  his  speech 
that  he  voted  against  the  measure  in 
1876,  and  he  had  explained  why.  Tho 
reason  given  by  the  hon.  Member  was 
that  he  did  not  like  its  being  proposed 
to  the  House  every  year ;  but  that  was 
not  support  of  a  very  effective  kind. 
But  all  the  support  which  the  Conserva- 
tive Forty  had  given  to  this  principle  in 
the  past  for  which  the  hon.  Member 
claimed  credit  before  the  country,  con- 
sisted in  the  fact  that  he  and  two  others 
had  voted  for  it  in  1874,  and  that  he  had 
changed  his  vote  in  1876. 

Mb.  DALHYMPLE  explained  that 
he  merely  referred  to  the  vote  and 
change  of  vote  he  gave  in  that  Parlia- 
ment for  the  purpose  of  pointing  out 
that,  at  all  events,  to  him  there  was  no 


difficulty  of  conversion,  because  at  so 
remote  a  date  as  1874  he  had  supported 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duohy  of  Lancaster,  and  had  only 
considered  it  imdesirablo  to  x>ress  on  a 
reluctant  Parliament  from  year  to  year 
a  Eesolution  that  had  been  defeated  by 
so  overwhelming  a  majority. 

Sir  CHAKLE8  W.  DILKE  :  The 
hon.  Member  has  entirely  confirmed  my 
recollection  of  his  action  and  remarks  j 
and  I  can  leave  the  matter  with  the 
mere  statement  that  I»  for  one,  should 
never  for  one  instant  deny  the  extraor- 
dinary facility  of  conversion  that  has 
frequently  been  displayed  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  I  wish  now  to  make 
one  or  two  remarks  about  some  of  the 
other  speeches  made  last  night,  and 
especially  those  from  the  Front  Bench 
opposite.  Wf»  did  not  think  it  necessary 
to  speak  from  this  Bench  last  night,  be- 
cause we  considered  that  this  is  a  sub- 
ject which,  after  the  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  was  best  dealt  with  by  inde- 
pendent Members  of  the  House.  With  re- 
gard, then,  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope), who  opened  the  debate,  I  could  not 
help  greatly  regretting  the  absence  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Randolph  Ohurchill),  who  had 
given  Notice  of  this  Amendment;  for, 
although  I  think  the  noble  Lord  is  a 
powerful  adversary,  I  do  not  think  he 
would  have  made  exactly  the  sort  of 
speech  delivered  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire;  nor  do  I  think  that 
that  speech  is  likely  to  lead  to  a  future 
and  early  settlement  of  this  question. 
The  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  was  hostile 
and  violent  in  tone  ;  and  in  it  the  hon. 
Member  was  very  severe  upon  us  for 
having  asserted  the  ftrguraent  of  want 
of  time  with  regard  to  the  introduction 
of  a  Redistribution  Bill  and  having  then 
given  it  up.  He  quoted  our  argument 
of  want  of  time,  and  said  that  it  simply 
consisted  in  our  statement  that  it  was 
impossible  to  pass  both  the  Bills  in  one 
Session. 

Mr.  K  STANHOPE:  I  did  not  say 
the  Government  had  given  up  the  argu- 
ment, but  that  it  had  been  given  up  by 
the  force  of  circumstances.  Circum- 
stances have  altogether  changed, 

BiK  CHABLES  W.  DILKE :  Well, 
if  there  were  that  general  agreement  as 
to  the  principles  on  which  redistribution 
should  proceed,   which  the   right  hon. 


1 243         Ripreamtaiion  0/         [ COMMONS  | 


the  Peaph  Ml 


I2ii 


Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  aeems 
to  shadow  forth  in  his  speech,  thea  it  is 
possible  that  thu  two  subjects  might  be 
dealt  with  within  the  compass  of  a  single 
Session.  What  we  argued  was  that  it 
was  impossihh^  and  hopeless  to  entertain 
the  idea  of  dealing  with  the  two  sub- 
jects in  one  Session  when  we  were  con- 
fronted  hy  a  hostile  and  reluctant  Oppo- 
sition»  But  what  did  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Suffolk  (Mr.  Biddell)  say  on  the 
subject  ?*  He  said  that  if  there  was  any 
subject  on  earth  which  needed  long  con- 
sideration it  was  that  of  a  Redistribution 
Bill;  and  yet  he  afterwards  told  us  tLat 
it  was  quite  possible  if  the  Franchiee 
Bill  were  passed  that  the  Prime  Minister 
at  the  head  of  the  Party  on  this  side  of 
the  House  would  force  a  redistribution 
scheme  without  discussiun  down  the 
throats  of  hon.  Members  who  sat  oppo- 
site. Then  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
LincolDsbire  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  made 
a  general  statement — a  most  startling 
statement— that  every  great  issue  which 
comes  before  the  country  ought  to  be 
decided— by  whom  ?  Not  by  the  elected 
Bepresentatives  of  the  people,  not  by 
the  House  of  Commons,  not  by  Parlia- 
ment, but  by  Dissolution  and  an  appeal 
to  the  eon  stituencies  at  the  pollin  g  booths. 
That  is  a  doctrine  which  far  exceeds  the 
ancient  Chartists*  doctrine  of  annual 
Parliaments.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  how  often  he  thinks 
Parliameot  would  have  to  be  dissolved 
and  re-elected  if  an  appeal  is  to  be  made 
to  the  country  on  every  question  on  which 
there  may  be  a  difference  of  opinion  ? 
How  could  the  Business  of  the  country 
be  carried  on?  Then  thehon»  Member 
told  the  House  that  the  country  tho- 
roughly appreciated  the  position  and 
doctrines  put  forward.  I  think  if  the 
tone  of  the  Bj>eech  of  the  hon.  Member, 
and  the  tone  of  that  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord  George 
Hamilton),  had  been  the  prevailing 
tone,  the  country  would  certainly  have 
appreciated  the  doctrines  put  forward  in 
them.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire also  attacked  the  Prime  Minister 
for  not  having  dealt  in  his  statemenf 
with  the  question  of  the  boundaries  of 
boroughs ;  but,  curiously  enough,  the 
right  hon.  Oentlenian  who  has  just  sat 
down  thanked  the  Prime  Minister  for 
the  statement  he  had  made  on  the  dis- 
tinction between  urban  and  rural  repre- 
sentation, and  I  think  I  have  the  au- 
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thority  of  the  Prime  Minister  for  saying 
that  the  general  expressions  he  mad« 
use  of  were  intended  by  him  to  cover' 

the  various  hranches   of   that   subject. 
The  hon.  Member  went  on  to  tell  the 
House  that  we  had  neglected  our  duty, 
inasmuch  as  we  had  not  made  any  in- 
quiry as  to  borough  boundaries.     How 
does  the  hon.  Member  know  that  he  is 
speaking  as  to  that  with  any  foundation ; 
and  what  right  has  he  to  say  so  when 
he  knows  nothing  as  to  what  we  have 
done  on  the  subject  ?    Then,  again,  the 
hon.  Member   attacked  my  right    hon. 
Friend   the    Member    for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Chamberlain)  for  having  spoken,  in 
connection  with  the  franchise,  of  taking^ 
away   the  commons   from  the  agricul- 
tural labourers ;  and  he  said  that   my 
right  hon.  Friend  had  not  lifted  a  linger 
to  prevent  that  spoliation.      Well,    we 
think  that  by  this  Bill  we  are  lifting  a 
fingtjr  in  that  cause,  and  we  believe  thati 
the  effect  of  this  Bill  will  be  to  put  a  6top] 
to   the    ijractioes  that   have   prevailed.  [ 
TheUj  as  to  redistribution,  the  hon.  Mem*] 
her  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  not  only  a^ked"] 
for  more  information,  but  also  for  sub* 
stantial  guarantees^  and  went  on  to  say 
that  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister 
gave  no  information  on  that  point.  Now, 
as  to  that,  I  think  the  speech  of  thehf^n. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  was  a  very  full  and  complete  an* 
swer.       He   gave    a   catalogue   of    the 
guarantees    aud    securities    which    the 
other  fride  possessed  lor  the  settlement  of 
this  question  of  redistribution.    In  reply 
to  the  demand  for  information,  the  Go- 
vernment might  demand  additional  se- 
curitiea.     Securities  were  needed  for  the 
enfranchisement    of    2,000,000    peopl 
who  would  be  enfranchised  by  this  Bill 
The  hon,  and  learned  Member  for  Wi 
Somersetshire  (Mr.  Elton)  made  a  ver 
different  speech  from  that  of  the  Mover. 
because  he  spoke  of  the  statement  of  th^ 
Prime  Minister  with  regard  to  redistr 
bution  as  being  a  statement  in  which  \ 
of  us  agreed ;  and  I  think  we  make  very 
great  progress  when  we  get  from  hon. 
Members  opppoite  such  an  expression  of 
unanimity.       The     hon.    Member     for 
Preston  (Mr.  Ecroyd)  has  asked  whether 
the  Redistribution  Bill  is  to  be  the  Bill 
of  the  Executive  Government,  or  of  the 
British  Parliament?  A  measure  so  com.-^ 
plex  and  involving  so  much  interferenfl . 
with  individual  interests  cannot  poasihl] 
pass  without  becoming  the  Bill  of   the 
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House    itaelf.      Tb©   hon.  Member  for 
VybhXou  told  u%  that  he  believed  that 
the  (lovernment  would  force  a  Redbtri- 
bution  Bill  through  the  Ilouse  without 
discussion.     In  reply  to  that,  I  can  only 
say  that  any  man  who  believes  that  tlie 
G-ovemraent  could  do  euch  a  thinpf  must 
be  a  Parliamentary  baby  in  lonf!;elothes. 
The  hon.  Member  for  West  Suffolk  told 
us  that  he  was  thoroughly  tired  of  this 
question.     Well,  I  think  a  good  many 
Members  who  sit  for  agricultural  con- 
fitituenciee   will   eoon   bo  tired  of  this 
question ^  if  by  their  actions  they  keep 
it  open  before  the  country.     The  hon. 
Member  also  told  us  that  he   was  de- 
lighted with  the  eon oiliatory  speech  made 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (the 
Marquees  of  Hartington)  in  Lancashire 
aome  time  ago.    But  what  was  the  reply 
made    to    that   speech  by  the    leading 
Members  of  the  hon.  Member's  Party, 
Theri(2:ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Memberfor 
East  ffloucesterahire  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  said  at  Bristol  that  the  air  was 
full  of  rumours  of  compromise,  and  that 
all    these  rumours  came  from    the  Li- 
beral side,  that  he  did  not  believe  that 
the  Leaders  of  the  Conservative  Party 
would  be  gulled  by  thla  talk  of  compro- 
mise, and  that  he  did  not  know  by  what 
right  the  Members  of  the  Liberal  Party 
asked  the  Opposition  to  place  implicit 
confidence    in    Mr.    Gladstone.      [Mr. 
Wartow ;  Hear,  hear!]     The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  agrees  with 
those  views ;  but  they  do  not  represent 
the  opinion  of  the  House  or  of  the  comi- 
try,  wliicli  shares  the  sentiments  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Suffolk,  by  whom 
the  noble  Marquesg  has  been   thanked 
for  his  remarks.     The  hon.  Member  for 
"West  Suffolk  went  on  to  ask  us  to  humour 
the  prejudices  of  the  other  House  and  to 
do  something  to  please  their  ^*  whims  and 
fancies."      But   we   really  cannot   deal 
with  this  important  subject  on  the  basis 
of  pleasing  the  \s  hims  and  fancies  of  any 
one ;   we  must  try  to   deal  with  it  on 
principles   which    will   commend  them- 
selves to  the  vast  majority  of  the  House 
I  of  Commons.     The  hon.  ^fember  also 
1  told  us  that  the  Peers  did  not  ask  us  to 
produce    our   Eedistribution    Bill,    and 
I  that  all  they  asked  us  to  do  was  to  give 
[in  a  general  way  onr  views  on  the  ques- 
rtion.      In  that   statement  he  diametri- 
ically  contradicted  many  hon.   Members 
on  his  own  side  of  the  Rouse  who  have 
§poken  in  the  course  of  this  debate,  and 


who  have  declared  that  they  will  not  be 
8atj«fied  with  that  which  would  satisfy 
the  hon.  Member.     That  shows  what  an 
extraordinary  divergence  of  views  there 
is  among  hon.  Members  opposite.     The 
hon.  Member  for  North  Yorkshire  (Mr. 
Guy  Dawnay)madea  vigorous  onslaught 
last  night  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Birmingham,   because 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  tbat 
the  people  of  Wales  had  nothing  to  gain 
by  redistiubution,  and  he  tried  to  prove 
that   there  was  a    great   ditlerence   of 
opinion  between  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  the  Prime   Minister  on    this 
point.     I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  whole  of  this  pretended  differ- 
ence rested  upon  an  entire  misconception 
of  what  my  right  hon.  Friend  said,  for 
my    right    hon.    Prieud's   reference    to 
Wales  in  connection  with  the  subject  of 
redistribution  only   meant   that   Wales 
would  not  gain  seats  through  redistribu- 
tiuu  to  the  extent  to  which  Scotland  was 
entitled  to  gain  them.     Then  the  hon. 
Member  told  us  that  the  counties  were 
ranch  under-represented  at  the  present 
time.     But  no  one  has  denied  that  even 
the  newspaper  scheme  of  redistribution 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  had  referred 
— moderate    as   that  scheme    was   sup- 
posed to  be — would   have   entirely  re- 
versed the  existing  proportion  between 
the   borough    and  county   Members  of 
this  House,  and  I  cannot  understand  for 
what  purpose  the  hon.  Member  argued 
at   great  length    that  the  counties   are 
under- represented  at  the  present  time, 
for  no   one  denies  the  fact.     The  hon. 
Member  concluded  his  speech  by  saying 
that  there  was  no  doubt  which  Party  in 
this  House  ought  to  give  in  in  the  pre- 
sent controversy.     Of  course  there  is  no 
doubt.     There  never  has  been  a  doubt 
in  the  minds  of  hon*  Members  opposite, 
for    they    always    assumed     that     the 
majority  ought,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
to  give  way  to  the  minority.     The  right 
hoD.    Gentleman    the    Member  for   the 
Ljiiveraity  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Baikes), 
referring  to  the  draft  echeme  of  redis- 
tribution which  has  been  published,  told 
the   House  that    we   should   encounter 
great  difficulty  on  our  own  side  before  wo 
could  pass  such  a    scheme,  because  it 
would  deprive  the  Liberals  of  70  seats. 
He   assumed  that  the   majority  of  the 
small  sc^ats  which  were  to  be  swept  awaj 
were  Liberal  seats.     Now  I  must  join 
issue  with  him,  for  I  find  that  the  (Jon- 
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eervatives  and  Home  Kiilo  Members  to- 
gether who  would  lose  their  seats  under 
this  schezue  are  exactly  equal  in  number 
to  the  Liberal  MemberB  who  would  be 
displaced  by  it.  I  do  not  wish  to  say 
anything  more  in  examination  of  the 
speeches  that  hare  been  made  in  this 
debate.  I  will  only  once  more  express 
the  warm  satisfa^ition  x^th  which  we 
have  heard  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  preceded  me.  Such  argu- 
ments as  he  used,  and  the  tone  in  which 
he  spoke,  must  conduce  to  a  settlement 
of  this  great  question.  I  believe  that 
those  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House 
have  great  reason  to  desire  an  early 
settlement  of  this  question^  because  they 
have  made  it  peculiarly  their  own  ;  but 
as  regards  its  effect  upon  Party*  I  believe 
that  this  side  has  not  so  much  cause  to 
desire  a  settlement  of  the  question  as 
the  Party  opposite.  Prom  a  Party  point 
of  view  it  would  be  no  disadvantage  to 
us  if  the  question  were  to  remain  open 
for  a  little  time  longer  ;  but  it  would  be 
an  enormous  disadvantage  to  the  country 
as  a  whole,  and  I,  therefore,  heartily 
thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
for  the  speech  which  he  has  made  this 
evening. 

LoBD  EANDOLFH  CHITRCITILL: 
I  must  apologize  to  the  House  for  not 
having  been  in  my  place  yesterday  after- 
noon to  move  the  Amendment  of  which 
I  had  given  Notice  -,  but  an  event  of  a 
distressiog  character  to  myself  person- 
ally and  to  those  with  whom  I  am 
connected  by  family  ties  incapacitated 
me  from  dealing  properl^^  with  the 
subject  which  I  wished  to  raise.  I 
should  have  thought  that  this  would 
have  been  a  sufficient  excuse  for  my  ab- 
sence ;  but  I  observed  this  morning  in 
an  organ  of  the  Ministerial  Party  that 
the  excuses  which  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E, 
JStnnhope)  so  kindly  made  for  me  were 
received  with  jeers,  lCrU$  af  '*  No  !  ** 
from  th^  MinuUrial  BenckeiA 

8iK  CHAELES  W,  DII J^E :  It  was 
a  mistake.     It  was  not  understood^ 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHUECHILL: 
I  only  state  what  I  saw  in  llt^  Daily 
NewJn ;  but  I  daresay  that  paper  was  not 
accurate  in  its  account.  It  will  be  obvious 
to  hon.  Members  that  the  sudden  death 
of  a  near  relative  does  not  conduce  to 
the  frame  of  mind  that  an  hon.  Member 
ought  to  be  in  when  endeavouring  to 
deal  seriously  with   a   subject   of  this 
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kind.  I  should  havi>  liked  to  hava  to* 
mained  perfectly  quiet  in  this  debate,t  ■ 
believing  that  in  so  doing  I  should  have  ^ 
been  following  the  rules  of  Parliamen- 
tary propriety,  and  I  should  have  dono 
so  if  it  had  not  been  for  two  events 
which  have  occun-ed,  I  wish,  in  the 
first  place,  to  apologize  to  the  House  for 
a  circumstance  which  was  noticed  by 
the  Prime  Minister,  and  for  which  I 
alone  am  to  blame,  I  refer  to  the  dis- 
appearance from  the  Notice  Paper  of  j 
the  Amendment  which  I  had  put  down. 
The  reason  of  its  disappearance  waa  that 
I  entirely  forgot  the  operation  of  the 
new  Kule  passed  in  1882^  by  which,  if 
you  do  not  renew  a  Notice  of  oppoaitioOi 
the  Notice  lapses ;  and  I  beg  to  apolo- 
gize to  any  hon.  Members  who  may 
have  been  placed  in  doubt  as  to  tho 
course  which  I  intended  to  pursue  by 
the  consequence  of  my  forgetfulness. 
The  next  event  to  which  I  wish  to  allude 
is  the  speech  delivered  by  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Chatham. 
(Mr.Qorst).  It  is  well  known  to  the  House 
that  there  has  existed  between  my  hon* 
and  learned  Friend  and  myself  a  very 
close  friendship,  not  only  political  but  pri- 
vate, and  we  have  acted  together  in  this 
House  BO  often  and  for  so  long  that,  if  I 
were  not  to  take  notice  of  the  opinions 
which  he  has  expressed  in  this  debate, 
it  might  very  naturally  be  supposed  that 
I  was  endeavouring,  in  connection  with 
the  subject  before  the  Houso,  to  perform 
that  operation  which  is  called  **  sittin|p 
across  a  rail*'  in  a  more  unscrupuloua 
fashion  than^  perhaps,  that  operatian 
has  ever  been  attempted  before  by  a 
Member  of  Parliament.  H,  as  may  be 
supposed,  I  had  at  all  persuaded  my, 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  make  that^ 
speech,  or  even  known  that  he  intended 
so  to  express  himself,  it  would  look  as 
if  I  had  been  endeavouring  to  curry 
favour  with  tho  Tory  Party  on  this  side 
of  the  House  by  proposing  this  Ajnand- 
ment,  and  at  the  same  time  to  keep 
open  a  refuge  with  other  Members  o! 
the  House  who  are  opposed  to  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Tory  Party  in  this  matter. 
That  was  a  suspicion  so  intolerable  and 
injurious  that  the  House  will  allow  mo 
to  explain  exactly  how  I  stand,  and 
my  reason  for  dissagreeing  with  nijf| 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  The  apeeohi 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was,  noj 
doubt,  a  great  surprise  to  me,  and  I  maj 
say  a  very  painful  surprise.    My  hon. 
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and  learned  Fnend  said,  at  the  oom- 
niencoment  of  his  remarks,  that  he  was 
in  favour  of  the  Amendment  before  the 
House  as  an  abstract  Motion.  I  ven* 
ture  to  think  that  the  Amendment  before 
the  House  is  not  at  all  in  the  nature  of 
an  abstract  Motion.  It  is  one  of  the 
most  precise,  definite,  and  clear  state- 
ments of  policy  whioh  on  any  particular 
question  it  would  be  possible  to  frame. 
My  hon.  and  learned  Fiiend  said  that 
he  would  support  that  Amendment  if  he 
were  sure  it  would  not  impede  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Franchise  Bill.  I  can  re- 
assure him  on  that  point.  So  far  from 
that  Amendment  obatnicting  the  Fran- 
chiM  Bill,  he  may  be  certain  that  the  dis- 
cussioE  and  Division  on  the  Amendment 
will  probably  assist  it.  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  with  his  purely  legal 
mind,  does  not  altogether  understand 
that  in  political  controversy^  particularly 
in  great  and  sharp  political  controyersy, 
the  Party  which  makes  abject  suiTender 
is  not  the  Party  likely  to  attain  its  aim, 
or  anything  like  its  aim.  In  political 
controversy  of  the  kind  we  are  engaged 
in  at  present  concession  is  not  likely  to 
be  arrived  at  by  surrender.  It  is  only 
when  a  Party  has,  if  I  may  so  speak,  its 
arma  in  its  hands,  when  it  is  thoroughly 
united,  when  its  forces  are  all  mar- 
shalled inside  and  outside  the  House ^ 
when  it  is  obvious  to  any  observer  that 
it  is  ready  to  struggle  to  the  utmost — it 
is  only  then  that  a  statesman  in  the 
position  of  the  Primo  Minister  will  allow 
himself  to  be  convinced  that  the  Party 
ia  animated  by  a  great  and  honest  prin- 
ciple  from  which  it  cannot  and  will  not  de- 
part, and  that  he  will  endeavour,  before 
the  battle  is  hopelessly  engaged  iD,if  pos- 
sible, to  exhaust  all  chances  and  all  possi- 
bilities of  peace^  and  not  only  of  peace, 
but  of  honourable  peace.  But,  8ir,  I  do 
not  think  tbat  peace  would  be  secured  by 
the  attitude  taken  up  by  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  because  in  that  speech 
he  threw  away  all  his  armour  and  pros- 
trated himself  before  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter; he  counselled  his  fellow-comrades 
to  an  ignominious  surrender  ;  and  he  in- 
continently took  to  his  heels  and  ran  away 
in  the  vain  and  utterly  futile  hope  that, 
by  some  possible  chance,  he  might  live 
to  fight  another  day.  I  should  like  to 
ask  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  what 
would  be  the  position  of  the  Tory  Party 
if  they  gave  up  now,  without  any  guaran- 
tee or  consideration,  as  he  advised  them 
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to  do,  all  that  opposition  to  which  it  H 
undoubtedly  eo  deeply  pledged  ?  What 
would  be  the  position  of  the  Party  then, 
and  what  amount  of  confidence  would 
any  portion  of  the  people  of  this  country 
be  likely  to  repose  in  us  in  future? 
There  is  another  thing  which  ray  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  does  not  altogether 
appear  to  realize,  and  that  is  the  im- 
mense transformation  whioh  has  come 
over  this  question  in  the  last  nine 
months.  There  has  been  a  total  transfor- 
mation— a  transformation  in  the  direction 
which  hon.  Members  opposite  approve  of, 
and  also  in  the  direction  of  which  we 
approve.  What  was  the  position  of  this 
question  in  February  last,  when  the  Go- 
vernment introduced  it  to  the  House  ? 
The  Government  brought  in  a  Franchise 
Bill  J  they  accompanied  it  by  many  other 
Bills  of  first-class  importance.  They 
proposed  that  the  House  should  deal 
with  all  those  subjects  in  one  Session ; 
and  tlie  programme,  undoubtedly^  was 
to  deal  with  the  Franchise  Bill  in  1884, 
coupled  with  the  vague  assurance  that 
redistribution  would  be  dealt  with  in 
1885.  At  that  time,  undoubtedly,  the 
Government  were  not  ready  with  any 
scheme  of  redistribution.  If  they  had 
been  pressed  ever  bo  much  they  could  not 
at  that  time  have  produced  a  Eedistribu- 
tionBilL  What  would  have  beon  our  posi- 
tion if  we  had  agreed  to  the  proposal  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  and  had  allowed  the 
Beform  Bill  to  pass  through  the  House 
without  opposition  ?  The  Bill  would 
have  been  through  this  House  before  the 
end  of  February;  the  Royal  Assent  might 
have  been  given  to  it  before  the  end  of 
March  ;  the  Government  might  possibly 
have  been  defeated  on  the  Egyptian 
Question  in  the  middle  of  the  Session ; 
they  might  have  prorogued  Parliament ; 
continued  in  Office  for  a  short  time  while 
the  registration  was  being  made  up,  and 
taken  a  Dissolution  on  the  enlarged 
but  unredititributed  constituencies.  That 
was  not  only  a  possibility,  but  a  pro- 
bability, if  we  had  fallen  in  with  the 
suggestion  of  the  Government  in  Feb- 
ruary last.  But  what  was  the  position 
of  the  question  in  August  last,  when  the 
House  of  Lords  postponed  the  considera- 
tion of  Reform?  The  Prime  Minister 
said  in  the  House  that  Parliament  would 
be  summoned  in  the  Autumn  to  consider 
the  Franchise  Bill  alone;  and,  in  order 
that  I  may  not  misquote  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  have  taken  the  trouble  to 
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refer  to  the  debate,  I  stated,  I  think, 
on  the  1 0th  of  July,  that  the  Prime  Mi- 
niBter  aaid  he  would  call  Parliament  to- 
gether in  the  Autumn  in  order  that  we 
might  deal  with  the  franchise  and  redis- 
tribution. Upon  that  there  were  cries 
of  ''  No  !  '*  and  the  Prime  Minister  then 
got  up  and  said — 

"  I  may  perhaps  bo  excused  if  I  set  the 
noble  Lord  right.  It  is  quite  poasibl^f  I 
may  have  used  the  expresdon  *  dealing  with 
rediBtribtition  next  Session/  but  it  wm  per- 
fectly undoratood  that  I  did  not  menu  the 
Autumn  Seaaioa,"— (3  Hansard ^  [290]  702-3.) 

Therefore^  the  position  was  that  Parlia- 
ment would  bo  summoned  in  Oetoher  to 
deal  with  the  Franchise  Bill,  and  the 
Franchise  Bill  alone.  But  what  is  the 
position  now  ?  Parliament  is  summoned 
to  consider  the  whole  question  of  Eeform. 
The  Motion  which  the  Prime  Minister 
made  the  other  day,  and  which,  very 
properly,  gare  him  the  whole  time  of  the 
House,  was  framed  bo  as  to  include  **  any  ** 
Bill  dealing  with  the  representation  of 
the  people,  and  we  maj^  be  quite  sure 
the  Prime  Minister  did  not  insert  that 
word  '*  any  "  without  good  reason  for  so 
doing.  But  we  know  a  good  deal  more. 
We  know  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  ready  with  a  redistribution 
scheme,  and  that  they  could  produce  it 
to-morrow  if  they  chose  ;  and  we  know, 
further,  that  in  certain  circumstances 
they  will  produce  it.  Well,  I  say  that  is  a 
tremendous  transformation,  and  a  trans- 
formation which  could  not  possibly  have 
taken  place  had  we  followed  the  advice 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham-  Sir,  it  is  so  large  a 
transformation  that  a  peaceable  settle- 
ment of  thfe  matter,  which  in  August 
last  seemed  perfectly  hopeless,  seems 
now,  I  really  think  I  may  say,  without 
great  danger,  almost  assured.  But  this 
I  am  certain  of — ^Tf  there  is  one  thing 
which  could  destroy  and  shatter  the 
hope  of  a  peaceable  settlement  it  would 
be  the  speech  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  if  it  was  supposed  to  represent 
the  views  of  any  large  portion  of  the 
Tory  Party,  Because,  Sir,  the  Govern- 
ment would  think,  and  the  Prime 
Minister  would  think,  and  very  rightly, 
that  they  had  nothing  before  them  but 
a  cowardly,  vacillating,  and  disorganized 
Party;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  pursue,  and  very  properly,  what- 
ever policy  might  be  most  in  accordance 
with   his   own   original   ideas  of   whet 
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would  6uit  his  Party;  My  hon.  an* 
learned  Friend  last  night  elevated  him- 
self to  a  pinnacle  of  great  superiority 
over  the  rest  of  the  Tory  Party.  He 
aaid  that  he  had  always  been  in  favour 
of  assimilating  the  county  and  borough 
suffrage,  and  that  opinion  of  his  had 
lasted  for  10  years*  I  was  very  inuoh 
struck  when  I  read  that  statement  in 
the  newspapers,  I  have  known  mv  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  very  intimately  for 
some  time,  and  it  came  upon  me  with 
all  the  force  of  absolute  novelty.  I  fin< 
ray  hon.  and  learned  Friend  returned 
Parliament  in  1875  as  Member  for  Chat- 
ham, and  in  1875  the  present  Oh  an 
cellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mi 
Trevelyan)  brought  forward  a  Motioi 
for  the  assimilation  of  the  county  and 
borough  franchises.  For  it  161  voted, 
and  against  261^,  and  among  the 
'*  Noes'*  was  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  In  1876,  again,  the  subject 
came  before  the  House,  and  was  de- 
feated by  a  maj<jrity  of  99.  My  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  on  that  occasion 
paired  against  the  Motion  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster.  In 
lb77  the  subject  again  came  up,  andmj 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  did  not  vote.  In 
1B78,  also,  the  subject  came  up,  and  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  did  not  vote. 
The  Motion  was  brought  on  in  1879 
again,  and  ray  hon.  and  learoed  Friend, 
did  not  vote.  Tliat  is  a  very  curious  wa^ 
of  giving  support  to  a  question,  to  voti] 
against  it  twice  and  to  refrain  from  votin^ 
for  it  three  times.  The  support  which  my 
hon,  and  learned  Friend  gave  that  ques- 
tion is  singularly  analogous  to  the  sup- 
port which  he  gives  to  the  Tory  Party. 
I,  like  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  was 
greatly  in  favour  of  an  arrangement  oa 
this  matter  last  August,  and  so  wei 
many  other  Members  on  this  side  of  the' 
House.  But  when  that  arrangement 
was  found,  from  one  cause  or  another, 
to  be  impossible,  when  the  battle  ap- 
peared to  be  definitely  begun,  when  tha 
Tory  Party  was  undoubtedly  placed  ii 
a  position  of  great  difficulty,*  if  not  of  ah* 
solute^d  anger,  and  when  other  and  much 
larger  issues,  involving  almost  the  en- 
tire Constitution  of  the  country,  were 
dragged  into  the  contest,  then  I  did  no|[^ 
follow  the  example  of  my  hon.  andlearn 
Friend,  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
boasts  that  he  stood  aloof  from  the  agi- 
tation in  the  Autumn ;  but  I  ventu 
to  think   that  he  would  have   done 
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great  deal  better  if  he  had  used  his 
great  abilities  and  powers  in  clear- 
ing up  the  position  of  his  Party;  and  in 
clearing  them  from  all  the  misconstruc- 
tion»  inisoonceptioD*  and  misrepresenta- 
tion to  which  they  have  been  exposed. 
Certainly,  I  think  he  would  hare  done 
better  to  have  taken  that  course  than  to 
do  what  he  did — namely,  to  prance  off  to 
the  West  Highlands  of  Scotland,  and  stir 
up  among  the  crofters  of  Skye  a  great 
amount  of  bitterness  and  disoontent 
with  their  position,  which  appears  now 
to  be  degenerating  into  very  serious 
riots.  I  have  yet  to  learn  that  either 
the  traditions  of  Party  warfare  or  Party 
etiquette  teaches  one  to  desert  one's 
Party  and  stand  aloof  from  and  refrain 
from  giving  assistance  to  it  at  a  moment 
of  crisis  and  of  danger,  simply  because 
of  the  very  inadequate  and  miserable 
reason  that  in  one's  own  poor  and 
very  fallible  judgment  one  does  not  alto- 
gether approve  of  the  course  which 
may  have  led  them  into  tliat  difficulty. 
I  Laughter.']  I  am  perfectly  sure  that 
hoo.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  laugh  at 
that  opinion,  when  they  have  disagreed 
with  their  Government,  and  their  Go- 
vernment have  got  into  difficulty,  have 
not  deserted  them.  My  hon,  and  learned 
Friend  has  sovered  himself  from  the 
Tory  Party  because  he  considers  it  to  be 
in  a  position  of  great  danger;  and  to 
whom  does  he  appeal  ?  Of  all  people 
in  the  world,  he  appeals  to  the  county 
Members,  the  country  gentlemen,  and 
the  equirarchy  of  England  to  abandon 
their  Leaders,  the  Leaders  of  the  Tory 
Party,  and  to  follow  him  in  the  advice 
which  he  has  given.  He  says  prac- 
tically to  them  that  if  they  lake  the 
course  which  the  Leaders  of  his  Party 
recommend  them  to  take,  and  which 
they  believe  it  to  be  their  duty  to  take, 
the  new  voters  will  vote  against  thorn. 
My  hon.  and  learned  Frieurl,  by  that 
kind  of  appeal,  seems  to  question  their 
sincerity  by  appealing  to  their  fears  and 
by  taunting  them  with  the  possibility  of 
future  defeat.  That  kind  of  appeal  and 
those  motives  have  never  been  of  the 
slightest  avail  with  the  county  Members. 
Wliatever  their  faults  may  be — ^and  I  do 
not  know  that  they  have  more  than  any 
other  section — at  any  rate,  this  will  be 
acknowledged — that  they  have  always 
voted  strictly  in  accordance  with  what 
they  believe  to  be  their  duty  without 
the  slightest   consideration  as  to   what 


difficulties  may  follow  personal  to 
themselvee.  [Laughter.}  1  do  not 
see  anything  to  laugh  at;  I  see  no- 
thing ridiculous;  on  the  contrary,  I 
think  that  if  that  independent  line  of 
conduct  were  a  little  more  adopted  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  our  deliberations 
would  be  more  dignified,  and,  perhaps, 
more  useful.  At  any  rate,  there  sits  the 
Prime  Minister,  who  has  been  52  years 
a  Member  of  this  House,  and  who  at  one 
time  was  among  these  county  Members^ 
and  who  has  since  that  time  baffled  them 
and  defeated  them  over  and  over  again. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  tell  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  that  his  con- 
siderations were  the  very  last  conside- 
rations which  would  be  likely  to  influ- 
ence the  coimty  Members.  Why,  if  the 
county  Members  of  the  Tory  Party  had 
considered  these  things  in  the  manner 
iu  which  my  hon,  and  learned  Friend 
thinks  they  ought  to  have  done — namely, 
the  immediate  Parliamentary  conse- 
quenoe  of  their  action — they  would 
have  fetuck  to  Sir  Robert  Peel  in  1846, 
and  probably  have  been  in  power  from 
that  day  to  this.  But  because  they 
did  not  allow  themselves  to  be  influ- 
enced by  such  consi derations,  and  in- 
sisted on  doing  what  they  believed  to 
be  their  duty,  regardless  of  what  might 
happen  to  themselves,  they  abandoned 
Sir  Robert  Peel  and  kept  their  Party  out 
of  power  for  more  than  a  quarter  of  a  cen- 
tury. I  do  not  myself  believe  that  the 
action  of  the  county  Members  in  this 
matter  will  be  misunderstood  by  their 
rural  constituencies.  I  see  sitting  there 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  West 
Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot),  who 
made  a  speech  in  the  Autumn  whichi  hap- 
pened to  come  across.  In  that  speech  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  welcomed  with 
the  greatest  warmth  and  cordiality  the 
admission  of  the  agricultural  labourers 
to  the  electoral  roll.  I  do  not  believe 
that  a  single  Member  on  that  side  of  the 
Houeo  or  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
I  do  not  believe  that  even  my  bou,  and 
learned  Friend,  would  say  or  insinuate 
that  there  was  a  spark  of  insincerity  in 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Ba- 
ronet. And^yet  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  talking  of  the  county  Members, 
and  alluding  only  to  them,  said  that 
**  they  flattered  with  their  mouths  and 
disaembled  in  their  double  hearts.** 

Mr.  GORST  :  T  am  very  sorry  to  in- 
terrupt the  noble  Lord  ;  but  he  tvas  not 
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here  when  I  epoVe,  and  did  not  hear 
what  I  said  ;  and  hf^  Iirb.  un^^  ittingly  no 
doubt,  misrepresented  aie.  lean  assure 
him  and  the  House  that  I  never  ad- 
dressed myself  speeially  to  the  county 
Members,  and  never  said  of  any  hon. 
Members  m  this  House  that  they  flattered 
with  their  months  and  dissembled  in 
their  double  hearts. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  r 
I  know  perfectly  well  that  I  have  sus- 
tained an  immense  and  irreparable  loss 
in  not  hearing  the  speech  of  my  hnn. 
and  learned  Friend,  and  I  am  only  able 
to  judge  of  it  from  the  reports  in  the 
newspapers,  and  which,  so  far  as  I  can 
judge,  appear  to  be  of  a  full  and  accu* 
rate  character,  I  wish  now  to  examine, 
if  the  House  will  permit  me  for  a  few 
moments,  what  is  our  present  position 
with  regard  to  this  question,  and  to  try 
and  find  out  exactly  where  we  stand,  I 
rather  regret  the  speech  just  delivered 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi* 
dent  of  the  Local  Government  Board ; 
because,  although  it  was  a  very  clever 
and  interesting  speech,  and  reviewed  all 
the  speeches  which  have  been  delivered 
with  almost  unnecessary  minuteness,  I 
was  aorry  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  set  himself  to  work  to  gather  up,  as 
it  were,  all  the  different  grounds  of 
agreement  which  he  might  have  found 
amongst  all  the  various  sections  of  the 
House,  rather  than  set  himself  to  find 
out  all  the  diflPerent  divergenoiea,  I  re- 
gret that  he  alluded  to  the  speeches  made 
in  the  Autumn,  and  particularly  that  he 
alluded  to  the  reception  given  to  the 
speech  which  was  made  in  Lancashire 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War.  I  thought  that  that 
was  a  very  unhappy  allusion  on  the 
part  of  the  right  ton.  Gentleman ;  be- 
cause, whatever  may  have  been  the  re- 
ception given  to  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  by  the  Members  of  the  Tory 
Party,  without  any  doubt  whatever,  the 
rudest  and  most  ungracious  reception 
that  was  given  to  that  speech  came  from 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have 
done  well,  I  think,  if  he  could  have  kept 
the  debate  clear  from  all  reminiscences 
of  that  character,  and  if  he  could  have 
reoognized  and  felt  the  intense  anxiety 
of  the  Prime  Minister  to  leave  alone,  if 
possible,  these  agitating  and  disquieting 
circumstances.  As  far  as  I  can  look  at 
the   present  position — I    do   not   know 

Mr,  Gortt 


whether  I  am  saying  anything  ridiculous 
or  absurd — we  appear  to  be  on  the  higl 
road  to  a  settlement,     I  read  the  speeeKl 
delivered   by   the   Prime   Minister   last 
nighty  and  deeply  regret  that  I  had  not 
the  privilege  of  hearing  it ;  but  I  m&^ 
be  allowed  to  say  this — with  all  reepecl 
to  him — that  it  seems   to  be  in  ev( 
sense  of  the  word  a magnanimoas  speeoh; ' 
and    I    could    not    help   drawing   the 
strongest   and    most    striking   contrast 
between   that  speech    and  the   speech  ( 
whioh  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasur| 
delivered   on   the   third  reading  of  th€ 
Eeform  Bill  last  July.     In  the  speech  of  * 
the  Prime  Minister  last  night  there  was 
not  a  word  that  should  not  bo  full  of 
hope  to  all  those  who  are  desirous  of 
conducting  this  controversy  to  a  satis- 
factory issue;  and  there  was  onlj  one 
sentence  that  was  calculated  to  cloud 
that  prospect  and  raise  anxiety.     I  wish 
to  say  a  word  about  the  Division  that 
we  shall  come  to  at  some  time  to-night 
I  think  the  Prime  Minister  rather  mis- 
conceived the  nature  of  the  issue  which 
the    Amendment    raises.      The    Primo 
Minister  said  that  the  Government  could 
not  assent  to  the  demand  for  the  unioo 
of  the  two  Bills.     Now,    8ir,  we  hare 
not  put  forward  such  an  exorbitant  de- 
mand as  that.     Curiously  enough^  when 
I  originally  drew  up  my  Amendment  it 
did  contain  the  word    ** include''  with 
reference  to  measures  for  the  rearrange- 
ment   of   electoral   areas;    and  when  I 
submitted  it  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  he  sug- 
gested that  the  word  •*  include  "  was  far 
too  strong,  and  that  it  should  be  altered 
to  the  words  '*  accompanied  by."     The 
union  of  the  two  measures  is  not  the 
question  before  the  House.     I  am  not 
asking  for  anything  so  preposterous,     I 
am  asking  for  *' accompaniment"  only, 
and  even  that  does  not  mean  that  the 
two   Bills   need   be  before  this  House 
simultaneously,    or    before    the    other 
House  simultaneously.      It  only  means 
that  they  should  be  before  the  whole 
Parliament;   and    the   words    **  accom- 
panied by  *'  do  not  in  the  least  exclude 
the  possibility  or  desirability  of  follow- 
ing this  Bill  by  the  other.      The   onlj 
one   sentence  in   the  Prime   Minister^e 
speech  which  I  thought  was,  I  will  not 
say  of  an    alarming,  hut  of  a  rather 
anxious  character,  waa  the  following : — 

**  I  believe  I  am  not  oventiitiog  the  cascr— 
in  fact,  if  poaaible,  I  am  undentatixtg  it^ 
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when  I  «ay  thut  while  the  Tories  admit  the 
extenflioa  of  th«  fmttchise  to  be  a  good,  tbey 
regard  it  only  as  a  conditional  good ;  and  if 
the  condition  of  attendant  redistribution  doei 
not  accompany  the  franchise,  then  the  ftunchifle 
IB  in  their  yiew  not  a  good,  bat  an  evil.  That 
ie  to  me  unintelligible.  I  do  not  think  the 
country  naa  been  able  at  all  to  enter  into  that 
proposition  so  aa  to  lee  that  it  baa  a  lerioiia 
meaning,  I  quite  grant  that  within  the  Umita 
of  the  Paily  it  haa  been  largely  accepted  and 
echoed.  But  I  never  can  depart  from  the  pro- 
poaition  that  in  our  view  the  franchise  iti  the 
main  matter, and  that  though  the  extension  of  the 
franchise  is  a  much  greater  good  accompanied 
with  redisferibation,  yet  that  it  is  a  good  in  itaelf , 
whether  redifltribution  acoogapany  it  or  not/' 
That^  I  am  hound  to  say,  is  a  sentence 
which  I  should  have  liked  not  to  have 
read  in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  becauae»  undonhtedly,  it  is  a 
view  which  on  this  side  of  the  Houso 
cannot  be  taken.  It  is  a  view  which  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  has  not  been 
taken  by  many  men  of  great  position  and 
influence.  It  is  a  viow  which  was  re- 
pudiated by  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War^  when  he  said  that 
an  eleotion  with  an  extended  franchise 
without  redistribution  would  result  in 
an  unfair  and  improper  representation 
of  the  people.  I  will  give  one  example^ 
and  for  the  purpose  I  will  rise  above  the 
ordinary  level  of  human  disinterested- 
ness, I  will  take  the  case  of  my  own 
borough,  to  which  I  am  attached  for 
many  reasons;  first  of  all,  for  having 
honoured  me  with  a  seat  in  this  House ; 
and,  secondly^  because  it  was  my  home. 
I  take  the  case  of  Woodstock,  with 
1,000  electors  j  and  I  ask  you  whether 
an  amendment  of  the  representation  of 
the  people  would  be  satisfactory,  would 
be  a  great  good  in  itself,  that  allowed 
Woodfltock,  with  1,000  electors,  to  re- 
turn a  Member  to  Parliament,  and  which 
only  gave  to  the  division  of  South- West 
Lancashire,  with  74,000  eIe<'tors»  two 
Members  ?  Of  course,  it  is  perfectly  easy 
to  give  one  example  after  another  of 
that  kind.  I  ask  the  Prime  Minister 
whether  he  could  consider  that  a  fair 
and  proper  representation  of  the  people? 
[**  No,  no !  ^^  from  the  Ministerial hmchi§ J] 
Very  well ;  but  it  is  the  fair  and  proper 
representation  of  the  people  you  are  aim- 
ing at ;  and  how  can  it  be  a  great  good 
in  itaelf  (o  pass  a  Bill  under  which,  if  you 
take  sit  election,  you  will  have  an  un- 
fair Bind  improper  distribution  of  seats? 
The  Prime  Minister  has  spoken  two  or 
three  times  in  the  House  and  out  of  it ; 
but  he  has  not  expltiiiied  hi*  views  on  this 


point  in  detail.  The  only  part  of  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Chatham  for  which  we  are 
under  the  slightest  obligation  to  him  is 
that  in  which  he  expressed  the  hope 
that  the  introduction  of  the  Bedistribu- 
tion  Bill  would  follow  the  passing  of  the 
Franchise  Bill  in  this  House;  and  two 
or  three  of  the  newspapers  concur  in 
stating  that  that  remark  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  (lentleman  was  followed  by  an 
encouraging  and  friendly  cheer  from 
the  Prime  Minister.  What  I  want  to 
point  out  is  this— that  if  the  redietribu- 
tion  proposals  of  the  Government  are 
satisfactory  to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  all  neoessity  for  meana 
of  pressure  to  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernmentj  and  all  necessity  for  guaran- 
tees to  be  in  our  hands,  Bb^olutely  dis- 
appear, I  am  certain  of  this — that  the 
Government  can  rely  on  the  honour  of 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  in  thia 
House,  and  on  the  honour  of  Lord  Salis- 
bury in  the  other,  as  far  as  any  agree- 
ment may  be  oome  to  as  to  the  princi- 
pies  of  redistribution ;  and  they  also  can 
rely  on  the  great  confidence  which  ia 
placed  in  them  by  the  bulk  of  their 
followers,  and  the  control  over  their  fol- 
lowers which  that  confidence  rightly 
gives  them.  I  think  the  Government 
know  the  wishes  of  the  Tory  Party  and 
the  general  principles  they  would  sup- 
port with  respect  to  redistribution. 
[€>•<«  of  ^^No!**]  Hon.  Gentlemen 
say  *'  No  !  "  of  course,  I  cannot  blame 
them  ;  they  constantly  and  persistently 
shut  themselves  off  from  the  hght  of 
truth.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  who  say 
**No  1 "  had  read  the  speech  of  the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury  at  Manchester,  or  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon*  Baronet  the 
Member  for  East  Glonceetershire  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks- Beach)  at  Bristol,  they 
would  see  that  the  general  principles  of 
redistribution  which  would  be  favoured 
by  the  Tory  Party  were,  at  any  rate, 
thrown  out  with  quite  as  much  detail  as 
any  principles  thrown  out  by  the  Go- 
vernment. For  my  own  part,  I  believe 
that  redistrib\itioD,  which  is  based  on 
the  population  principle,  would  be  most 
likely  to  unite  the  two  PartieSf  because 
in  redistribution  baaed  upon  that  prin- 
oijile  I  cannot  detect  any  possibility  of 
unfair  play,  and  I  think  it  ia  the  only 
redistribution  which  will  give  a  per^ 
fectly  fair  representation  of  the  people. 
The  Prime  Minister  yesterday  laid  down 
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four  condttioBB.  He  said  the  Bill  must 
bo  a  large  one  ;  and  with  tliat  I  quite 
agree.  The  larger  and  the  bolder  it  is 
the  better  will  be  the  chance  of  passing 
it.  The  second  proposition  of  the  Prime 
Minister  was  that  it  should  be  a  mea- 
sure which  would  give  a  considerable 
satisfaction  to  the  principle  of  popula- 
tion, and  to  that  I  have  already  alluded* 
The  tliird  conditiun  was  that,  although, 
there  might  be  some  difference  in  the 
interpretation,  it  ought  not  be  of  need- 
less oomplexityi  and  needless  complexity 
ought  not  to  be  introduced  into  any  part 
of  our  electoral  system.  If  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman    here    alludes  to    the 

?ue6tion  of  proportional  representation, 
think  there  are  many  on  this  eide  of 
the  House  who  would  be  prepared  to 
support  Her  Majesty^ s  GovernmeDt,  not 
from  any  dislike  of  the  principle  or  idea, 
but  from  an  absolute  and  iueradicable 
disbelief  in  the  possibility  of  putting  it 
into  a  shape  which  can  be  adopted  in  a 
BilL  This  is  a  matter  which  the  Go- 
vernment may  leave  open  with  the  ut- 
most confidence.  I  am  perfectly  certain 
thatwb©n  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  London  (Sir  John 
Lubbock)  proposes  his  scheme  of  pro- 
portional representation,  in  the  first 
place,  the  whole  Party  of  100  Members 
who  favour  the  principle  will  fly  to 
pieces  through  their  disagreement  upon 
the  detaOs  of  the  speech ;  and»  secondly, 
what  remains  of  the  Party  will  be  scat- 
tered like  chaff  before  the  wind  by  a 
speech  from  the  Prime  Minister.  I  wish 
that  that  scheme  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
may  come  before  the  House.  I  have 
not  the  slightest  doubt  what  the  result 
will  be,  I  hope  the  Government  will 
allow  no  fear  about  that  question  to 
debar  them  from  taking  any  practical 
oourse  they  think  proper.  Further,  the 
Prime  Minister  said  that  he  attached 
immense  importance  to  the  oondition 
that  the  scheme  must  be  equitable  and 
liberal  as  between  the  great  divisions 
of  the  country.  I  suppose  the  word 
**  liberal"  is  contained  in  the  word 
** equitable/-  and,  without  disrespect,  I 
may  almost  say  that  it  is  redun- 
dant.  That  condition  will  be  at  once 
received  with  the  greatest  satisfaction* 
The  fourth  condition  was  that  the  mea- 
sure ought  to  be  just  as  between  the 
different  classes  of  the  community,  and 
the  different  pursuits  to  which  those 
classes  belong.     In  that  I  recognize  a 
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principle  that  finds  considerable  favour, 
both  on  the  other  side  and  on  tbia, 
WJjatever  representation  you  give  to 
manufacturing  interests,  and  whatever 
you  give  to  agricultural  interests  in  ac- 
cordance to  their  number,  the  consti- 
tuencies in  which  they  are  represented 
should,  aa  far  as  possible,  be  kept  quite 
distinct  and  separate,  on  the  grounds 
that  the  difference  between  them  has 
been  from  time  to  time  immemorably  re* 
cognized  by  Parliament,  and  also  on  the 
grounds  that  the  interests  of  the  manu* 
facturing  and  those  of  the  agricultural 
classes  are  essentially  diverse.  [  CrU*  ef 
•'  No,  no  I  "]  How  can  hon.  Members 
say  **  No  !"  when,  in  their  own  experi- 
ence, time  after  time,  divisions  upon 
legislative  projects  have  drawn  the  lioo 
sharply  between  the  urban  and  the  agri- 
cultuial  Eepresentatives  ?  Well,  that  is 
the  position  as  far  as  I  can  make  it  out* 
If  the  Government,  after  the  Franchise 
Bill  has  passed  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, will  place  their  Redistribution 
Bill  before  us,  then  I  am  certain  there 
is  no  reason  to  disbelieve  that  before 
many  months  every  one  of  these  diffi- 
culties will  be  settled.  The  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  promised 
us  further  information  if  we  wanted  it, 
and  he  has  done  so  two  or  three  times. 
But  I  would  suggest  that  it  is  almost 
impossible  to  go  beyond  what  the  Prime 
Minister  has  said,  except  by  laying  the 
Bill  on  the  Table,  There  was  one  fea- 
ture of  the  debate  of  last  night  that  I 
noticed,  and  it  was  that  speaker  after 
speaker  got  up  and  recognized  the  fact 
that  whatever  might  be  the  former  views 
of  the  Tory  Party,  they  are  now  sincere  I 
in  desiring  an  extension  of  the  franchise. 
I  would  add,  I  do  not  believe  that  there ' 
is  the  smallest  desire  to  trip  up  the  Go* 
vernment  with  respect  to  redistribution* 
There  is  not  the  slightest  arriire  p€n$i 
in  the  demands  pressed  upon  the  Go* 
vernment.  We  do  not  think  that  a 
Bill  for  the  redistribution  of  seats  need 
be  a  measure  which  should  raise  a  ques- 
tion of  confidence  or  no  confidence  in  th©  \ 
Government.  We  have  got  already  to  \ 
the  discussion  of  general  principles. 
Surely,  having  got  so  far  as  that,  a  con- 
sideration of  dry  details  must  naturaUj 
follow.  In  that  discussion,  when  anoe  j 
the  main  principles  are  agreed  on,  from  j 
what  has  been  said  by  the  Prime  Mi«  I 
nister,  I  do  not  see  any  possibility  of 
violent  disagreement.     I   am  perfectly 
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certain  in  that  diacussion  the  great  pria- 
ciple  of  give  and  take  will  charantorlze 
both  Parties.  I  do  not  think  the  Divi- 
eion  of  to-night  will  do  any  harm  to  the 
possibility  of  au  agreement.  The  Amend- 
ment which  is  before  the  House,  which, 
I  suppose^  will  be  supported  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  cm  this  side,  reiterates  in  the 
clearest  and  most  distinot  manner  we 
can  the  position  we  have  taken  up ;  it 
confirms  and  strengthens  our  position  in 
the  country.  I  think  it  makes  clear  to 
hon*  Gentlemen  opposite  our  position 
before  them.  I  honestly  believe  my- 
self, in  common  with  Liberal  Members 
opposite,  in  common  with  many  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  Honee,  that 
this  question  ought  to  be  settled.  I  be- 
lieve firmly  that  this  question  must  be 
settled.  I  also  have  a  profound  convic- 
tion that  this  question  can  oidy  be  settled 
by  a  more  or  less  close  adherence  to  the 
manner  and  the  methods  we  propose. 
The  settlement  of  the  question  in  that 
manner  and  by  those  methods  will,  at  any 
rate,  possess  this  inestimable  quality 
which  the  Prime  Minister  seemed  to  de- 
sire last  night — that  it  will  be  a  settle- 
ment  of  a  great  national  controversy,  not 
by  the  voice  of  a  faction*  not  by  the 
will  of  a  Party ^  but  by  the  united  and 
harmonious  co-operation  of  the  entire 
Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
Such  a  settlement,  so  effected,  will  con- 
tain within  it  elements  of  stability,  of 
tranquillity,  of  finality  and  of  safety, 
which  no  other  settlement  can  by  any 
ingenuity  secure.  It  will»  moreover, 
reSect  the  highest  and  the  most  en- 
during credit  on  those  parties,  who,  after 
all,  must  be  chiefly  responsible  in  this 
matter  not  only  to  the  country,  but  to 
posterity — I  mean  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown.  I  freely  give  them  ell,  and 
more  than  all,  the  credit  which  they  can 
gather  from  a  settlement  so  arrived  at. 
It  is  in  the  full  and  absolute  confidence 
that  the  Division  of  to-night  will  not  pre- 
vent such  a  great  consummation  that  I 
dissent  altogether  from  the  pusillanimous 
considerations  put  forward  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham,  and 
I  give  my  voice  and  vote  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Ivincolnshire  has  so  ably  put 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  CHABLES  EUSSELL  said,  the 
greater  part  of  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  had  been  devoted  to  a  censure 
of  the  hon.   and  learned   Member  for 


Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst) ;  but  he  thought 
the  House  would  agree  that  the  present 
quarrel  would  probably  issue  as  all  lovers' 
quarrels  did,  and  when  the  present  quea- 
tton  was  settled,  they  woidd  be  as  firm 
and  close  friends  as  ever.  He  wished, 
however,  to  assure  the  noble  Lord  that 
the  excuses  made  for  his  absence  last 
evening  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  (Mv.  E,  Stanhope)  were  not 
received  in  the  jeering  spirit  which  he 
imagined.  He  thought  he  could  explain 
to  some  extent  why  it  was  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Chatham  made  his  remarkable  speech. 
It  was  because  he  thought  he  was,  In 
truth,  following  the  lead  and  teaching  of 
the  noble  Lord.  No  doubt  the  noble 
Lord  had  drafted  an  Amendment  ori* 
gin  ally  intended  to  express  the  view  of 
the  Opposition  that  the  Franchise  Bill 
and  the  Ee distribution  Bill  should  be 
conjoined,  but  subsequently  altered  the 
language  of  his  Amendment.  But  the 
view  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  ap- 
parently took  was  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  must  have 
been  written  under  a  temporary  aber- 
ration and  in  forgetfulness  of  the 
statements  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
again  and  again  made  in  the  House, 
and  ivhich  amply  justified  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham.  Early  in  the  present  year, 
on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Northumberland  (Mr.  A.  Grey) 
fixing  a  date  for  the  commencement  of 
the  Franchise  Bill,  the  noble  Lord  said 
that  whUe  the  Opposition  had  no  power 
to  compel  the  Government  to  bring  in 
one  Bill  dealing  with  the  whole  subject, 
yet,  oonsideriug  what  had  fallen  from 
Oenllemen  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
he  thought  they  had  power  to  persuade 
the  Government  to  undertake  that  re- 
distribution should  be  dealt  with  next 
year.  That  was  the  noble  Lord^s  lan- 
guage then ;  but  that  was  the  very  thing 
which  the  Government  did  undertake, 
and  was  the  pledge  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment, upon  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  rightly  laid  such 
stress.  But  the  noble  Lord  went  on  to 
say,  still  referring  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Northumberland's  Amend- 
ment, that  the  object  of  Conservatives 
who  were  in  favour  of  Eeform  would  be 
attained  by  the  insertion  of  the  date  Jan- 
uary, IBHO.  as  the  commencement  of  the 
BilL    If  that  were  put  into  a  Beform 
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Bill,  the  noble  Lord  saw  no  reaBon  why 
tlie  Bill  should  notpas^  into  law^  taking 
into  account  the  declaration  of  the 
G^ovemment  that  they  intended  to  in* 
troduce  promptly  and  to  pass  a  Eedis- 
tribution  Bill,  Hia  hon.  and  learned 
Priend,  then,  was  true  to  the  teach- 
ing of  the  noble  Lord,  and  more  con- 
sistent than  the  noble  Lord  had  been 
that  evening.  But,  in  the  meantinae,  the 
noble  Lord  found  that  he  was  being  con- 
siderably blamed  for  the  line  he  was 
taking,  which  was  in  opposition  to  the 
Party  to  which  he  belonged,  On  that 
very  occasion  he  was  taken  to  task  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr. 
A,  J.  Balfour),  just  as  the  noble  Lord 
had  taken  to  task  the  hon,  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham.  While,  there- 
fore, the  encounter  between  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  was  amusing,  consisteuoy 
was  altogether  on  the  side  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member ;  and  the  House 
would  agree  with  him  that,  however 
amusing  these  personal  passages  might 
be,  the  House  would  have  been  better 
pleased  if  the  noble  Lord  had  addresaed 
himself  to  answering  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member.  He  (Mr.  0- 
Eussell)  had  listened  carefully  to  the 
speech  of  his  hon.  aod  learned  Friend  ; 
and,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  one  of  the 
most  convincing  which  had  ever  been 
delivered  in  that  House.  The  noble 
Lord's  answer  to  it  was  singularly  in- 
complete, and  no  attempt  had  been 
made  to  tackle  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member's  speech.  It  must  have  struck 
everybody  that  there  was  a  sense  of 
hollo wness  and  sham  about  the  whole 
of  that  debate.  It  was  not  a  real  fight. 
The  main  question  at  issue  had  already 
been  determined  in  that  House,  and 
there  was  no  expectation  that  the  vote 
of  last  Spring  would  be  altered  by  the 
vote  of  the  House  that  night.  It  was, 
therefore,  obvious  that  the  only  purpose 
to  be  served  by  prolonging  the  discus- 
sion was  to  give  some  show  of  reason 
and  some  sense  of  support  to  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  House  of  Lords.  What 
was  the  question  before  the  House? 
It  was  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill 
which  it  now  appeared  the  House  unani- 
mously accepted.  It  was  almost  re- 
sented if  it  was  suggested  that  there 
was  a  lingering  doubt  in  the  bosoms  of 
hon.  Members  opposite,  Those  hnger- 
ing  doubts  appeared  to  be  confined  to 
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the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Univep- 
aity  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Raikes)»th0  Lord 
Mayor  (Mr.  E,  N,  Fowler),  and  last,  but 
not  least,  the  intrepid  Member  for  North 
Lincolnshire  (Mr,  J.  Lowther),  who  had 
the  great  credit  of  candidly  avowing  his 
dislike  to  the  Bill,  If  that  was  so,  why 
was  not  the  Bill  carried  ?  There  were 
some  features  in  it  which  he  and  many 
other  Liberals  did  not  like.  He  did 
not  like  plurality  of  votes,  or  the  pre- 
servation of  existing  fagot  votes,  or 
the  votes  of  freemen.  But  they  were 
content  to  let  these  matters  pass,  because 
they  recognized  that  the  Government 
had  honestly  tried  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
which  would  be  as  little  as  possible  open 
to  objection  from  the  Conservative 
Party.  Why,  then,  was  it  not  carried  ? 
Because  it  was  not  accompanied  by  re- 
distribution. But  the  Government  had 
said  they  would  not  deal  with  the  ques* 
tion  in  one  Bill,  nor  in  two  Bills  intro- 
duced simultaneously ;  and  the  House  of 
Commons,  the  representative  House, 
had  indorsed  that  judgment,  and,  as  he 
believed,  the  country  had  indorsed  it* 
That  was  clearly  shown  by  the  public 
meetings  held  throughout  the  country  in 
the  Autumn.  But  the  Party  opposite 
said  there  were  no  such  means  known  to 
the  Constitution  of  arriving  at  public 
opinion.  It  might  be  convenient  to  say 
that  now,  but  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
had  tried  that  means.  The  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,  who,  he  might  venture 
to  say,  was  neither  by  nature  nor  taste 
fitted  for  mob  oratory,  had  assumed  thai 
r6le,  and  addressed  large  masses  of  the 
people,  and  the  noble  Marqueea  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  had  odof^ted 
a  like  course.  But  they  had  found  the 
country  against  them  ;  and  now  they 
turned  round  and  said  it  was  a  means  of 
appealing  to  the  country  that  was  not 
known  to  the  Constitution,  It  was  said, 
however — ^*  We  must  have  the  redistri- 
bution scheme  before  us,*'  Why,  what 
was  the  situation  ?  The  Government 
were  pledged  to  bring  in  a  Kedistribution 
Bill  as  soon  as  possible,  and  the  House 
had  recognized  the  sincerity  of  their 
pledge.  Further,  the  lines  laid  down  by 
the  Prime  Minister  in  his  speech  on  the 
previous  day  ae  to  the  leading  principlee 
of  a  Redistribution  Bill  had  been  re- 
cognized as  just.  But  then  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  said  they  had  no  guarantee 
that  the  Eedi&tributton  Bill  would  bo 
dealt  with  by  this  Parliament.     He  did 
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not  say  that  was  not  desirable  ;  but 
those  who  considered  an  extension  of  the 
franohiBe  aB  a  good  thing  in  itself  did 
not  recognize  the  force  of  that  argument. 
What  was  the  position  with  respect  to 
the  question.  There  were  still  two  full 
years  unexpired  of  the  present  Parlia- 
ment. Was  not  that  ample  for  dealing 
with  both  branches  of  tbo  subject  ? 
If  such  were  not  ample^  how,  then, 
did  it  lie  in  the  mouths  of  the  Con- 
servative Party  to  complain  that  the 
Government  did  not  embrace  both  parts 
of  Keform  in  the  same  Bill  and  in  the 
same  Session  of  Parliament?  It  was 
said  that  there  was  not  a  perfect  identity 
of  interest  between  the  two  Parties  in 
the  8tate;  but  he  would  ask  whether 
there  was  nothing  in  the  present  state  of 
things  that  was  injurions  to  the  Liberal 
Party  ?  What  was  the  next  point  ?  It 
was  said  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — 
*'  We  have  no  guarantee  that  the  Bill, 
if  you  bring  it  in,  shall  be  a  fair  Redis- 
tribution Bill."  llis  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  pointed  out  last  night  that  they 
had  ample  guarantee.  They  had  the 
public  faith  of  Ministers  pledged  to  it, 
and  behind  that  they  had  public  opinion, 
which  would  stigmatize  the  conduct  of 
Ministers  who  attempted  to  turn  such  a 
great  public  question  into  a  mere  con- 
trivance for  a  Party  advantage.  As 
hon.  Members  opposite  maintained  that 
they  had  no  guarantees  for  a  fair  He- 
distribution  Bill,  he  would  ask  them 
what  they  meaot  by  a  fair  Redistribn* 
tioD  Bill  ?  He  supposed  it  would  be 
conceded  tbat  any  Bedistribution  Bill 
must  bring  with  it,  by  the  admission  of 
2,000,000  of  hitherto  unenfranchised 
voters,  a  large  accession  of  power  to 
what  might  relatively  be  described  as 
the  democratic  element.  That  element 
was  not,  in  the  main,  one  from  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would  expect 
to  get  a  large  amount  of  support.  When 
hon.  Members  opposite  spoke  of  a  fair 
redistribution  scheme,  dealing  with  that 
democratic  element,  did  they  mean  that 
they  wanted  the  increased  number  of 
voters  to  be  so  manipulated  that  their 
full  force  and  effect  was  not  to  be  felt  ? 
Was  it  not  painfully  obvious,  however 
much  they  might  attempt  to  conceal  the 
fact,  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  re- 
garded this  question  of  the  franchise  as 
a  poisonous  thing,  not  to  be  permitted  to 
come  into  contact  with  the  body  politic, 
and  as  a  kind  of  bane  which  would  be 


fatal  to  the  State  unless  it  were  accom- 
panied by  the  antidote  of  redistribution. 
That  was  not  the  view  of  the  Liberal 
Party.  They  regarded  the  admission 
of  so  many  persons  to  the  rights  of 
citizenship  as  a  good  in  itself,  and  as 
strengthening  the  foundations  on  which 
the  great  institutions  of  the  country 
rested.  He  should  now  like  to  say  a 
word  about  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, for  whose  benefit,  as  he  conceived, 
these  debates  were  conducted  and  to- 
night's Division  was  to  be  gone  through. 
He  desired  to  say  a  word  with  all  serious- 
ness and  with  all  respect.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  professed  to  venerate  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  to  regard  it  as 
being  of  the  highest  use  to  the  State  in 
its  legislative  capacity.  But  were  they 
strengthening  its  position,  and  raising  it 
in  the  estimation  of  the  people,  by  the 
course  they  were  now  pursuing  ?  When 
the  House  of  Lords  came  athwart  the 
serious  purposes  of  the  people  in  a  mat- 
ter affecting  their  representation,  they 
set  the  masses  a-thinking.  One  was  re- 
minded that  the  House  of  Lords,  with 
its  present  functions,  was  an  anomaly 
unknown  in  the  whole  civilized  world 
to-day,  and  unknown,  as  far  as  he  was 
aware,  in  any  previous  part  of  the 
history  of  the  world — namely,  a  House 
with  legislative  functions  and  hereditary 
institutions.  Those  who  considered  the 
history  of  that  Body  would  do  well  to 
bring  the  present  dispute  to  a  speedy 
ending.  It  had  been  urged  that  the 
House  of  Lords  were  within  the  letter  of 
their  Constitutional  rights  when  they 
practically  rejected  this  Bill.  But  the 
letter  of  their  rights  and  the  spirit  of 
those  rights  were  different  things  ;  and 
it  was  a  serious  matter,  according  to  the 
ajjirit  of  their  rights,  for  the  House  of 
Ijords  to  reject  a  measure  which  had 
been  announced  in  the  Queen's  Speech 
at  the  instance  of  Her  Majesty^s  respon- 
sible Advisers,  and  which  had  been 
passed  by  a  large  majority  by  that 
branch  of  the  Legislature  which  alone 
was  affected  by  it.  It  was  manifestly 
felt  that  the  House  of  Lords  were  using 
their  great  power  and  influence  to  serve 
w^hat  they— he  was  willing  to  admit — 
considered  to  be  the  interests  of  the 
country,  but  to  serve  also  Party  pur- 
poses. They  were  endeavouring  to  put 
a  political  Party  out  of  power,  and 
to  force  a  Dissolution  on  the  Govern- 
ment,   Aa  a  Constitutional  lawyer,  Lq 
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maintaiued  tkat  in  so  doing  they 
were  not  actings  either  iu  the  letter  or 
aocordiog  to  the  spirit  of  their  rights. 
Let  the  friends  of  the  House  of  Lords 
take  warniDg  ia  time.  Did  not  hon. 
Q-entlenien  opposite  know  that  there 
were  many  Memhers  on  the  Minis- 
terial side,  and  hundreds  of  people  out- 
side the  House,  who  would  rejoice  if 
this  question  should  not  be  brought  to  a 
Belt! emeu t,  because  they  thought  the 
prolongation  of  the  struggle  would  lead 
to  a  far  more  radical  change  in  the  posi- 
tion and  constitution  of  the  House  of 
Lords  than  anything  that  was  now  sug- 

fested.  He  was  sure  hon.  Members  ft-ora 
reland  (his  Colleagues)  would  bear  with 
him  while  he  addressed  a  word  or  two 
to  them  with  reference  to  the  position  of 
this  Bill  from  the  Irish  point  of  view. 
He  did  not  at  all  afi'ect  the  right  to  ad- 
vise ;  but  he  would  ask  to  be  allowed  to 
state  the  grounds  upon  which  it  seemed 
to  him  there  ought  not  to  be  any  hesita- 
tion as  to  the  vote  which  any  Member 
from  Ireland  representing  popular  inte- 
resto  ought  to  give.  When  the  Bill  was 
brought  forward,  he  recollected  that  the 
first  great  cry  made  against  it  was  that 
it  included  Ireland.  It  was  pointed  out 
that  in  the  state  of  Ireland  it  was  a  mon- 
strous act  of  statesmanship  to  attempt  to 
concede  equal  rights  to  seditious  and 
barbarous  Irishmen.  When,  however, 
it  became  apparent  that  no  Minister  could 
bring  in  a  Bill  dealing  in  an  exceptional 
way  with  one  part  of  the  so-called  United 
Kingdom,  it  was  said,  rather  than  in- 
clude Ireland,  **  Let  no  Bill  be  brought 
in  at  all.'^  He  knew  that  his  hon.  Oul- 
leagues  from  Ireland  were  sore  with  the 
present  Government,  and  he  was  not 
prepared  to  say  that  they  had  not  reason 
to  be  dissatisfied  with  them  in  some  re- 
spects. He  should  support  his  Oolleagties 
in  some  of  the  questions  which  would 
come  up  for  discussion,  such  as,  for  in- 
stance, that  latest  act,  the  reappoint- 
ment or  continuance  of  George  Bolton 
in  a  position  in  connection  with  the 
administration  of  law  in  Ireland,  lie 
would  be  sorry  and  ashamed  if  Irish 
Members  did  not  receive  auoh  sup- 
port from  the  Liberal  Benches,  both 
above  and  below  the  Gangway,  as  would 
make  it  impossible  for  the  Government 
to  continue  that  man  in  his  present  posi- 
tion. On  such  an  occasion  he  should  act 
with  his  hon.  Colleagues,  and  he  should 
be  surprised  and  disappointed  if  many  of 
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those  around  him  did  not  take  the  sat 
view   of  the  matter.     But  eut  modwt  m 
rebuM;  and  he  would  ask  his  hon.  Col- 
leagues what  they  meant  to  do  in  regard 
to  the  measure  now  under  consideration  ? 
The  Government,  whatever  else  might 
be  said  of  them  and  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
had  been  loyal  on  this  question  to  the 
Irish  people.     They  had  resisted  the  at- 
tacks made  upon   them   on  this   point. 
The  arguments  used  by  Conservatives 
had  been  various,     Hon.  Friends  of  his 
on  the  Benches  opposite — ^and  he  was 
glad   to  say  he  had  many  there — had 
pointed  out  to  him  the  utter  impolicy  of 
extending  this  enlarged  measure  of  en- 
franchisement to  the  Irish  people,  and 
had  remarked,  **It  means  extinction  for 
you  and  men  of  your  moderate  views,'* 
as  they  had   been  pleased   to  describe 
them.    His  answer  was — and  it  ought  ( 
be  the  answer  of  all  who  considered  th€ 
question — ^that  if  the  maintenance  of  i 
few  men  of  so-called  moderate  and  libe*' 
ral  views  was  only  to  be  secured  at  the 
expense  of  maintaioing  a  narrow  enfran- 
ohiaement,  the  sooner  they  disappear 
the  better.    How  had  this  question  been^ 
dealt  with  lately?     In  the  earlier  dis- 
cussions the  main  point   of  attack   on 
the   Government  was    in    reference  to 
the  treatment   of  Ireland,      They   bad- 
had     from     the    right     hon.    Member] 
for   Westminster   (Mr,    W.  H.    Smith) 
the  mud  cabin  argument.     The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lor 
George  Hamilton)  said  the   Bill  wa« 
hovel  enfranchisement  Bill  as  far  aalre-' 
land  was  concerned.  The  right  hon,  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  University 
Mr.  Gibson  J  said  the  Bill  forged  a  weapon 
fur  the   disloyal,   while   his  right   hon. 
and   learned   Colleague   (Mr.    Plunket) 
was  amazed  at  the  folly  and  blindness 
of  the  Government  which  made  snch  a 
proposition.    Finally,  they  had  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
theUniversity of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Raikes) 
a  statement  that  it  was  neither  more  nor 
less    than   an   enfranchisement  of  bar- 
barism.    He  must  not  forget  the  speech . 
delivered  at  Dunstable  by  the  hon.  Mes 
ber  for  West  Surrey  (Mr.  Brodriok),  ^ 
said  that  the  Irish  people  whom  it  wa 
intended  to  enfranchise  knew  no  mor 
about  voting  than  a  donkey  know  abotil 
family  prayer.     But  in  the  face  of  alP 
this,  the  Government,  to   their   credit, 
stood  by  their  guns  ;  and  it  would  be 
recollected   that   in  the    last   Division, 
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wliea  tho  question  of  Ireland  was  raiaed 
IE  this  coanection,  137  Gentlemea  ex- 
clusively  from  the  Oppoaition  aide  of 
the  House  voted  agaiTiat  the  inclusion 
of  Ireland.  He  asked  hia  hon.  Colleagues 
whether  they  were  going  into  the  Lobby 
with  the  Party  who  uaed  those  argu- 
rnenta  and  treated  the  question  in  that 
way,  to  the  defamation  and  vilification 
of  their  country?  He  could  understand 
the  Irish  Members  going  int  *  the  Lobby 
with  the  Opposition  on  this  qu-'stiim,  if 
by  their  vote  they  could  turn  out  the 
Government ;  that  would  be  intellrgEble, 
although  it  might  not  be  wise.  Bat 
they  knew  that  no  such  purpose  could 
be  efFected  by  it.  The  only  effect  of  any 
diminution  of  the  voto  would  be  to  play 
into  the  hand  a  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
In  Ireland  especially  this  question  of  the 
franchise  was  one  which  ought  to  be 
speedily  brought  to  an  issue;  for  whereas 
in  Great  Britain  one  in  10  of  the  popu- 
lation  had  a  vote,  in  Ireland  the  re- 
strictive franchise  and  the  difficulties  of 
acquiring  a  vote  were  such  that  only 
one  in  25  of  the  population  had  a  vote. 
Surely  this  was  a  matter  that  ought  to 
be  redressed,  and  redressed  speedily. 
Were  the  Irish  Members  anxious  to 
help  the  Lords  in  this  matter  ?  Did 
they  owe  the  Lords  anything?  How- 
ever 'pernicious  the  proceedings  of  the 
House  of  Lords  might  have  been  in 
regard  to  England  and  Scotland,  they 
had  been  still  more  pernicious  in  the 
case  of  Ireland*  Above  all  institutions 
the  House  of  Lords  had  taught  the 
Irieh  people  the  lesson  that,  not  to 
mere  persuasion  and  argument,  but  to 
agitation,  often  agitation  accompanied 
by  violence,  they  would  yield  the  claims 
of  justice.  This  lesson  was  taught  in 
the  CEwe  of  Catholic  Emancipation,  of 
the  Tithes,  of  the  Tests  Acts,  of  Dis- 
establishment, and  more  fatally  in  the 
case  of  the  l^and  Act  of  1870  and  the 
Land  Act  of  1881.  But  it  was  not 
merely  that  the  House  of  Lords  delayed 
and  hindered  the  legislative  schemes 
sent  up  to  them  for  the  benefit  of  Ire- 
land. The  knowledge  that  all  measures 
had  to  run  the  gauntlet  of  the  House  of 
Lords  prevented  the  Government  pat- 
ting forward  measures  as  complete  as 
they  desired.  ["Ohl**  and  ^*  Hoar, 
hear!**]  The  Prime  Minister  him- 
self haa  stated  that  Ministers  had  to 
consider,  not  what  might  be  passed 
through  thii  House,  but  what  would  be 


agreed  to  In  the  other  House.  He 
sincerely  hoped  that  in  the  Division 
that  night  no  Irish  Member  representing 
what  he  had  ventured  to  call  popular 
rights  and  opinions  in  Ireland  would 
by  his  vote  give  the  least  colour  of 
support  to  the  conduct  of  the  House 
of  Lords  on  previous  occasions  in 
reference  to  Ireland,  or  to  the  conduct 
of  the  House  of  Lords  in  regard  to  this 
question. 

Mr.  FINOH^HATTON  said,  he  recog- 
nized the  duty  of  hon.  Members,  as  far 
as  possible,  to  narrow  tlie  issue  down  to 
the  real  point  upon  which  the  controversy 
turned.  There  was  much  in  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  with  which  he 
could  cordially  agree  ;  and  he  should  be 
able  entirely  to  agree  with  him  but  for 
one  omission  he  made — the  fact  that, 
although  the  issue  was  reduced  to  a  nar- 
row one,  yet  one  point  was  atill  undeter- 
mined, and  that  a  not  unimportant  one. 
He  brushed  away  as  unworthy  of  fur- 
ther consideration  the  charge  brought 
against  the  Conservative  Party,  that  they 
were  opposed  to  the  passage  of  the  Fran- 
chise Bill.  He  had  never  opposed  the  pas- 
sage of  the  Bill,  nor,  he  believed,  had  any 
considerable  section  of  bis  Party.  They 
only  wished  to  see  the  question  fairly  and 
equitably  settled.  Neither  was  he  in  the 
least  afraid  of  any  efforts  that  could 
possibly  be  made  by  the  Party  in  power 
to  manipulate  the  constituencies  in  any 
now  Redistribution  Bill.  He  was  willing 
to  believe  that  they  would  not  if  they 
could,  and  he  did  not  think  they  could 
if  they  would.  Such  an  attempt  must 
fail.  They  might  as  well  try  to  lead  an 
elephant  with  a  thread.  Constituencies 
would  refuse  to  be  bound  by  any  Party 
in  the  State,  and  their  votes  at  the 
proper  time  would  show  where  was  their 
coniidenoe.  One  point,  however,  was 
left  at  issue  to  which  he  must  call  atten- 
tion— a  danger  to  which  the  Constitu- 
tion was  exposed.  But  before  alluding 
to  that,  he  wished  briefly  to  notice  the 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  last  night. 
In  many  ways  it  was  a  conciliatory 
speech,  and  the  applause  from  the  Con- 
servatives that  greeted  parts  of  that 
speech  showed  the  spirit  in  which  the 
Party  were  prepared  to  receive  it.  The 
Prime  Minister  even  went  so  far  as  to  say 
something  on  the  question  of  redistribu- 
tion generally.  A  Redistribution  Bill, 
he  sald«  should  be  a  large  Bill.   It  should 
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deal  with  large  numb  era ;  it  aliould  not 
t>e  too  complex  j  and  it  should  represent 
large  interests  in  the  country.  Bat 
these  were  propositions  it  was  scarcely 
worth  while  for  the  Prime  Minister  to  pre- 
flent  to  the  House ^  for  scarcely  a  person 
in  the  country  would  take  exception  to 
them.  But  the  danger  to  which  he  was 
about  to  allude  was  not  at  all  touched 
by  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister; 
and  it  was  simply  this — ^that  we  had, 
at  the  present  moment,  no  guarantee 
or  security  whatever  that  we  might  not 
bo  brought  face  to  face  with  a  Gene- 
ral Election  with  the  old  coustituoncies 
and  a  new  electorate.  The  elFect  thus 
produced  could  be  shown  by  an  exami- 
nation of  the  constituency  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent.  It  now  numbered 
something  over  10,000  electors.  Under 
the  new  Bill  it  would  contain  something 
like  40,000.  Therefore,  by  a  very  simple 
arithmetical  process,  it  would  be  seen  that 
the  present  constituency  there  would  be 
entirely  swamped  should  a  General  Elec- 
tion take  place  without  a  redistribution 
of  seats.  The  present  electors  of  the 
country  had  deserved  well  of  the  nation, 
and  they  had  justified  the  expectations 
which  were  formed  of  them.  But  ihey 
had  one  more  duty  to  perform  before 
they  relinquished  the  power  entrusted 
to  them ;  and  that  was,  through  their 
Eepresentatives,  to  take  care  that  power 
was  not  handed  over  Ui  any  but  a  re- 
organized constituency.  They  had  to 
take  care  that  the  power  was  not  handed 
over  to  a  chaotic  mass  of  voters,  who,  it 
was  admitted  on  all  sides,  could  only 
form  a  temporary  constituency,  which 
could  not  possibly  represent  the  opinion 
of  the  country.  But  though  such  a  con- 
stituency would  itself  be  a  temporary 
one,  the  evils  resulting  from  its  crea* 
tion  would  be  permanent,  inasmuch  as 
to  it  would  be  entrusted  the  duty  of 
sending  Representatives  to  the  House, 
into  whose  sole  charge  would  be  con- 
fided the  reconstruction  of  the  whole 
representative  system  of  the  country. 
With  the  permission  of  the  House  he 
would  give  an  iihisfration  of  the  danger 
which  would  attend  such  a  course.  Sup- 
posing a  new  harbour  or  dock  were  to 
De  constructed,  what  would  be  said  of 
the  engineer  if  he  were  to  suggest  that 
the  water  should  be  let  in  first  and  the 
works  constructed  afterwards?  That, 
however,  was  precisely  the  course  which, 
under  the  hypothesis  he  was  considering, 
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the  Hon  so  would  be  campelled  ta  adopt. 
The  claim  of  the  2,000,000  persons  to 
admitted  within  the  pale  of  the  Conati 
tution  was  granted  by  both  sides  of  tr 
House,  and  it  therefore  became  nee* 
sary  that  the  boundaries  of  our  repre8eii<i_ 
tative  system  should  be  enlarged  in  order 
that  the  new  votes  might  be  safely  ac 
commodated;  but  the   question    wa»^ 
should  they  first  let  in  the  waters  am 
Eood  the  works,  so  that  it  might  be  i 
possible  afterwards  to  construct  a  gooi 
representative  system,   or  shoidd  they, 
as  wise  men,  first  keep  the  water  out,  and 
then  on  lines  of  strength  and  beauty  con- 
struct the  receptacles  for  the  new  elec- 
torate ?     They  were  told  there  was  no 
serious  wish  on  either  side  of  the  House 
to  obstruct  the  passage  of  the  two  Billa 
and  it   was   generally   admitted  that 
Dissolution,  under  the  conditions  be  ha< 
shown  to  be  possible,  would  be  a  n 
tional  misfortune.     He  was  remind 
when  he  compared  the  attitude  whi< 
the   House    of    Lords   and   the   Primi 
Minister  had  respectively  taken  up 
this  question,   of   a   verse   which   ^ 
written    100  years  ago   describing   thi 
conduct    of   two   Euglish   Commandei 
who  were  waiting  for  each  other — 

*'  Earl  Chatham,  hia  sword  drawn. 

Stood  waiting  for  Sir  KichArd  8triicbAil ; 

Sir  Richard,  longing  to  be  at  'era, 

Stood  waiting  for  the  Earl  of  Chatham,*' 

The  responsibility  of  providing  a  remedy 
for  the  present  state  of  affairs  rest' 
with  the  Government.  In  his  opinio] 
the  remedy  was  a  very  simple  one.  li 
was  said  there  was  no  fear  but  that  the 
Eedistribution  Bill  would  be  passed  be- 
fore there  was  another  General  Election. 
There  might  be  very  little, ^ear ;  but 
what  the  Opposition  asked  on  behalf  of 
the  Constitution  of  the  country  was  that 
it  should  bo  made  legally  ioipoastblo 
that  such  a  thing  oould  happen.  If 
right  hon»  Gentleman,  therefore,  won 
agree  to  intert  in  this  Bill  a  clam 
which  should  prevent  its  coming  in 
operation  until  a  Redistribution  Bill 
had  been  parsed,  it  appeared  to  him 
(Mr,  Finch-Hatton)  that  that  would  be 
the  easiest  and  simplest  solution  of 
difficulty.  In  the  first  place,  it  wo 
afford  an  efficient  and  effeetiv©  prot 
tion  against  the  Constitutional  danger 
which  be  had  referred — a  \>r  ' 
which  ought  to  be  asked  for  an  : 

for  by  hon.  Members  on  both  siUeij  of 
the  House^  inasmuch  as  both  side^  at 
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the  House  admitted  that  that  state  of 
things  would  involve  a  very  grave  crisis. 
In  the  Becond  place,  it  would  afford  an 
honourable  compromise  to  both  the  con- 
tending Parties.     On  the  one  hand,  the 
House  of  Lords  would  be  enabled  to  re- 
cede from  the  letter  of  the  demand  which 
they  had  put  forward,   that  both  Bills 
should  be  placed  before  them  at  one  and 
the  same  time;  and  the  Prime  Minister, 
with  the  full  honours  of  war,  would  not 
then  be  obliged,  as  he  had  said  he  could 
not  do,  to  bring  in  those  measures  either 
as  one  Bill,  or  even  simultaneously.    He 
would  be  enabled  to  pass  the  Franchise 
Bill  with  the  greatest  ease,  and  after- 
wards, when  the  united  wisdom  of  the 
Cabinet  had  matured  the  redistribution 
scheme,  he  could  lay  it  on  the  Table  of 
the  House.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  spoken  of  the  necessity  which  ex- 
isted for  some  kind  of  lever  in  order  to 
induce  the  House  of  Commons  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  redistribution.     He 
submitted  to  the  Prime  Minister  and  to 
the  Q-overnment  that,  after  the  insertion 
of  such   a   clause,   he   would   find  the 
greatest  lever  which   could   be   placed 
in   his   hands   in   the    united    force   of 
public  opinion.  The  Franchise  Bill  under 
that  supposition  would  be  safe ;  but  it 
would  be  awaiting  its  coming  into  ope- 
ration until  the  Eedistribution  Bill  had 
become  law.     Therefore^  it  might  fairly 
be  contended  that  if  any  hon.  Member 
on  either  side   of    the  House  were  to 
offer  any  unnecessary  opposition  to  the 
passage  of  the  Kedistribution   Bill   he 
would  lay  himself  open  to  the  censure  of 
the  country  for  delaying  the  passing  of 
the  Franchise  Bill  as  well.     The  House 
was  frequently  told  that  under  any  cir- 
cumstances Her  Majesty*8  Gtjvernment 
would   introduce   a   Eedistribution  Bill 
duinng  the   Session  of  1886  ;    and   he 
would  remind  the  House  that,  as  it  at 
present  stood,  the  Franchise  Bill  did  not 
come  into  operation  tillJanuary  1,  1886. 
If,  therefore,  that  were  so^  and  the  clause 
he  suggested  were  inserted,  there  could 
arise  no  possible  delay,  for  the  two  Bills 
would  become  law  at  one  and  the  same 
time.     He  contended,  also,  that  a  gua- 
rantee  of  this    kind   would    have  the 
efifect  of  making  the  progress  of  the  Ee- 
distribution Bill  itself  considerably  more 
easy  and  more   rapid.     He  asked  the 
Government  whether  they  did  not  think 
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co-operation  of  Members  on  the  Op- 
position side  of  the  House  ?  Could  they 
look  forward  to  the  next  Session  of  Par- 
liament and  not  see  that  there  might  be 
times  when  they  would  be  very  glad  of 
that  co-operation  ?  If  it  should  be  ne- 
cessary, as,  unfortuuattdy,  it  probably 
might  be,  to  ask  Parliament  again  to 
renew  the  exceptional  powers  for  deal- 
ing with  Ireland,  surely  at  that  moment 
the  Government  would  be  glad  to  re- 
ceive the  support  of  the  Conservative 
Party.  If  this  reasonable  concession, 
not  to  Conservative  prejudice,  but  to 
Constitutional  security,  was  given  by 
the  right  hori.  Gentleman,  he,  for  one, 
would  promise  his  hearty  co-operation 
in  carrying  the  Kedistribution  Bill 
through  Parliament.  He  waa  satisfied 
that  if  some  such  guarantee  as  that  were 
given,  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lin- 
colnshire (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  would  see 
his  way  to  withdraw  his  Amendment, 
Failing  such  a  guarantee,  he  should  feel 
it  his  duty,  by  supporting  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend,  to  take  care 
that  when  the  power  which  had  been 
given  to  the  present  electors  waa  taken 
away  from  them  it  was  only  handed  over 
to  a  broadened,  a  widened,  and  a  pro- 
perly readjusted  constituency,  and  one 
qualified  to  take  up  and  discharge  with 
fidelity  to  the  State  the  enormous  trust 
which  would  bo  reposed  in  it. 

Sia  FREDERICK  MILNEE  said,  he 
was  afraid  that  no  kind  of  argument 
would  persuade  the  extreme  section  of 
the  Eadical  Party  to  take  what  many 
Members  on  the  Opposition  side  con- 
sidered bo  be  a  rational  and  patriotic 
view  of  the  question;  and,  therefore,  all 
arguments  must  be  addressed  to  the 
more  moderate  Members  of  the  Party 
opposite,  and  what  remained  of  the  old 
Liberal  Party,  The  Conservative  Party 
had  already  proved  ad  nauseam  that  the 
position  they  had  taken  up  waa  publicly 
approved  by  all  the  greatest  men,  both 
of  the  present  and  the  past,  although  it 
was  true  of  some  of  the  former  that — 

**  A  merciful  Providence  has  fashlondd  them 
boUow, 
In  order  that    they   may  thuir  principles 
flwallow." 

He  could  not  help  hoping  that  the  les- 
sons of  the  Recess  might  have  shown 
moderate  Liberals  the  great  dangers  of 
the  present  agitation.      What  had  we 


it  wise  at  the  present  moment  to  attempt '  seen  ?    We  had  seen  Members  of  Par- 
iu  tome  manner  to  secure  the  cordial    liament,  ex-Cabinet  Ministers,  and  pre- 
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Bent  Cabinet  Ministers  joining  together 
with  paid  agitators,  and  doing  their  ut- 
most to  excite  tho  worst  passions  of  the 
people  by  using  languago  which,  in  an 
Irish  Member,  would  have  been  called 
seditious.  Many  an  Irishman  had  lin- 
gered in  gaol  for  making  use  of  language 
not  worse  than  that  used  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Bright)  and  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  ;  and  if  that  kind  of  thing 
was  to  continue,  the  Home  Secretary 
would  have  to  consider  the  advisability 
of  establiehing  some  gaol  equivalent  to 
Kilmainhami  where  hon^  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  might  learn  to  bridle  their 
tongues  and  mend  their  manners.  It 
was  a  singular  fact  that  even  the  paid 
and  practised  agitator  had  been  unable 
to  persuade  the  agricultural  laboui'er  to 
excite  himself  about  his  own  enfranchise* 
ment.  It  was  true  that  a  procession  of 
agricultural  labourers,  or  supposed  agri- 
cultural labourers,  appeared  in  the  streets 
of  London  j  but  it  had  come  to  their 
knowledge,  beyond  doubt,  that  each  of 
those  forming  tho  procession  received  a 
return  ticket  in  order  to  view  the  Metro- 
polis gratis-  He  maintained  that  there 
had  not  been  a  large  gathering  of  the 
purely  agricultural  population  to  protest 
against  the  action  that  had  been  taken 
by  the  Conservative  Party,  The  prin- 
cipal meetings  that  had  taken  place  of 
the  agricultural  population  had,  on  the 
contrary,  supported  the  Conservative 
Party  and  the  House  of  Lords  in  the 
course  they  had  taken.  To  do  the 
Prime  Minister  justice,  he  wa«,  no  doubt, 
anxious  to  pass  a  Redistribution  Bill 
immediately  after  the  Franchise  Bill 
had  become  law,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wishing  to  crown  a  long  and 
laborious  political  career  by  a  full  and 
complete  measure  of  Keform.  But,  still, 
he  thought  the  Prime  Minister  feared 
that  he  would  meet  with  far  more  diffi- 
culties from  the  extreme  Members  of 
the  Radical  Party  in  passing  the  Re- 
distribution Bill  than  he  would  meet 
with  from  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House*  Tho  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
therefore,  meant  to  use  the  passing  of 
an  incomplete  measure  as  a  lever  to 
force  the  Opposition  to  pass  the  other 
portion  of  the  scheme.  He  would  state 
his  reasons  for  imploring  the  more  mode- 
rate Members  of  the  Party  opposite  to 
think  well  before  they  played  into  the 
hands  of  the   extreme   Radical   Party. 

iS  ir  /  retUr  iek  M%ln  er 


He  waa  convinct><i  that  once  the  Fran- 
chise Bill  became  law,  that  extremo 
Party  would  never  consent  to  any 
Redistribution  Bill  unless  its  terms 
were  outrageously  unfair,  but  would 
rather  hare  an  appeal  to  the  country 
upon  the  large  and  undistributed  elec- 
torate. Look  at  the  line  they  had 
taken.  They  had  made  no  secret  what- 
ever of  hoping  for  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill  by  tho  House  of  Lords,  notwith- 
standing the  commotion  into  which  they 
had  thrown  the  country.  Their  desire 
had  not  been  the  extension  of  the  fran- 
chise to  the  county  voters ;  but  it  had 
been  the  destruction  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  the  abolition  of  hereditary  lo 
gislators,  and  tho  ruin  of  hereditar 
landowners.  Not  content  with  makin 
the  most  violent  and  offensive  speecbe 
against  noble  Lords  who  had  done  goo 
service  U>  the  country,  they  had  eireu^ 
lated  tracts  among  the  poor  people  of 
the  country  of  a  most  infamous  charac- 
ter against  the  hr^roditary  owners  of  land 
One  of  these  tracts,  which  were  wrilte 
with  tho  deliberate  intention  of  creatii 
discontent,  was  put  under  the  doorof  man  ji 
cottages  in  his  neighbourhood;  and  it  was 
of  so  infamous  a  nature  that  he  meant  t4> 
bring  it  under  the  notice  of  the  Home 
Secretary,  and  ask  him  to  lay  it  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  in  order  that  Mem- 
bers might  read  for  themselves  the 
poison  which  these  agitators  bad  at- 
tempttnl  to  so^v  broad CQ.st  through  the 
land.  He  did  not  suppose  it  would  be 
relevant  for  him  to  undertake  a  defen* 
of  the  House  of  Lords  j  but  he  mighl 
be  permitted  to  say»  if  a  good  judge  of 
human  nature  were  to  come  and  con- 
template the  row  of  hon.  Members  who 
usually  sat  below  the  Gangway  opposi to, 
and  listen  to  their  fiery  convr 
and  especially  listen  to  that  ret 
course  which  was  delivered  by  the  hon 
Member  for  Southwark  (Mr.  ThoroW 
Rogers),  whom  the  Speaker  had  to  i 
to  Order  three  limes  for  not  behavitii^ 

himself  like  a  gentleman ["Order, 

order ! "] 

Mh.   {SPEAKER:    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber    is  not  entitled   to   speak    in   the 
way,  and  to  say  that  an  hon.  Memhc 
did  not   behave  himself  like  a  gentle 
man. 

8in  FREDERICK  IVULNERsaid,  li© 
was  going  to  say  if  they  were  to  oou- 
trast  the  conduct  of  the  extreme  Radie 
Members  in  that  House,  and  then 
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to  go  to  the  IIonsG  of  Lords  and  notice 
the  demeanour  of  noblo  Lords  who  sat 
there,  and  heard  their  states  manlike 
speeches,  he  thought  thej  would  decide 
it  would  be  better  for  the  rountry  that 
these  noble  Lords  should  form  the  8e- 
cond  Chamber,  He  could  ouly  say — 
God  defend  this  country  from  ever  being 
under  the  unlimited  control  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  below^  the  Gangway?  He 
was  not  one  of  those  who  thought  that 
the  agricultural  labourer  was  in  any 
way  unB^t  to  receive  the  power  of  voting, 
for  he  believed  he  waa  as  much  fit  to 
receive  that  privilege  as  any  of  the  in- 
dividuals who  possessed  it  in  the  lowus. 
He  had  lived  all  his  life  in  an  agricul- 
tural district,  and  had  taken  the  deepest 
interest  in  tlie  welfare  of  those  among 
whom  he  lived.  He  was  certain  that 
the  agricultural  labourer  would  far 
rather  live  unenfranchised,  and  trust  him- 
self to  the  tender  mercies  of  the  Con- 
servativesi  than,  as  an  enfranchised  man, 
be  ground  down  under  Radical  rule. 
The  Prime  Minister,  at  the  opening  of 
that  great  Olub,  which  was  to  embrace 
the  head,  the  body,  and  the  tail  of 
the  Caucus,  made  an  allusion  to  the 
agricultural  labourers,  in  which  he  said 
that  they  had  been,  practically,  for  the 
last  half'Centxiry,  under  Tory  influence. 
What  had  been  the  result  of  this? 
The  condition  of  the  agricultural  la- 
bourer in  these  50  years  of  Tory  influ- 
encehad  been  on  e  of  steady  improvem  en t ; 
and  now,  in  a  time  of  unparalleled  dis- 
tress, when  the  landlord  was  ruined  and 
the  tenant  farmer  almost  ruined,  the 
agricultural  labourer's  position  was  as 
good  and  rather  better  than  it  was  a  few 
years  ago.  But  if  they  looked  at  the 
case  of  the  urban  classes,  the  slaves  of 
the  wealthy  Eadical  mlllowners,  they 
saw  a  very  different  state  of  things. 
Day  after  day  they  heard  of  mills  being 
closed  and  shipyards  shut  up,  and  of 
thousands  upon  thousands  of  their  un- 
fortunate fellow-creatures  being  turned 
out  into  the  streets  to  starve-  He  ven- 
tured to  think  that  the  condition  of  the 
agricultural  labourer  in  50  years  of 
Tory  influence  was  somewhat  better 
than  that  of  the  unfortunates  who 
lived  in  the  towns,  and  who  had 
been  under  the  influence  of  Radical 
millionaires.  It  might  be  said,  if  the 
agricultural  labourers  had  so  niueh  to 
be  thankful  for  to  the  Conservatives, 
why  ahoald  they   oppose    the  present 


Bill?  They  did  so  because  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  knew  as  well  as  he  that 
the  proposed  enfranchisement  of  the 
agricultural  labourer  without  a  schemo 
of  redistribution  being  introduced  was  a 
mere  mockery  and  a  farce.  Unless  the 
franchise  was  accompanied  by  a  redis- 
tribution scheme,  which  gave  a  fair  re- 
presentation to  each  class,  tlie  agri- 
cultural interest  would  be  completely 
swaraped  by  the  urban  interest.  As  it 
was,  the  urban  voter  was  in  a  better 
position  already  than  the  county  voter, 
for  the  former  could  vote  in  his  county 
as  well  as  his  borough^  while  the  latter 
was  contined  to  his  own  constituency  or 
division.  But,  in  addition  to  this,  the 
country  would  be  flooded  by  a  large 
number  of  men  whose  interests  were 
purely  urban,  but  who  happened  to  Hve 
outside  the  town.  The  proposed  mea- 
sure of  enfranchisement,  if  unaccom- 
panied by  a  proper  scheme  of  redistri- 
bution, would  be  a  monstrous  injustice 
to  the  agricultural  labourer,  and  to  all 
those  who  depended  upon  land  for  their 
sustenance.  He  could  hardly  hope  that 
the  large  majority^  on  the  Division  on  the 
last  second  reading  of  the  Bill  would  be 
brought  down  to  a  minority ;  but  he  did 
hope  most  sincerely  that  now  that  the 
utter  un scrupulousness  of  the  Badical 
policy  had  been  shown  forth  in  the 
glaring  light  of  day,  hon*  Members 
opposite  who  valued  patriotism  and  the 
stability  of  the  Constitution  might  be 
brought  round  to  help  forward  the  cause 
of  the  people,  and  that  the  majority 
might  be  reduced.  He  sincerely  hoped 
that  the  House  of  Lords  might  arrange 
to  pass  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
without  in  any  way  departing  from  the 
position  which  they  had  taken  up  j  but 
he  also  hoped  that  on  no  consideration 
whatever  would  they  allow  such  a  dan- 
gerous precedent  to  be  set  as  that  now 
proposea  of  dividing  the  question  of 
enfranchisement  from  that  of  redistribu- 
tion. He  supported  the  Amendment, 
not  because  he  was  in  any  way  opposed 
to  the  enfranchisement  of  the  dwellers 
in  the  country,  but  because,  if  the 
precedent  was  set  of  dividing  the  two 
questions,  it  would  prove  most  mis- 
chievous and  dangerous.  He  main- 
tained that  it  was  perfectly  possible,  if 
the  Government  chose  to  bring  in  a 
Redistribution  Bill  at  once,  of  a  just 
and  fair  character,  that  they  could 
in     that    c&ae    pass    it    this    Session, 


1279        Sepraeniation  of 


(COMMONSJ 


iU  PeapU  Bill 


um 


without  the  slightest  difficulty,  for 
lie  was  sure  th©y  would  be  supported 
by  the  whole  Conservative  Party,  As 
the  great  principle  of  the  extension  of 
the  franchise  was  practically  conceded 
on  both  eidea,  he  sincerely  hoped  that 
some  half-way  ground  might  be  found 
on  which  both  Parties  mi^ht  meet  in 
friendly  discussion ;  that  a  satisfactory 
settlement  of  the  great  question  might 
speedily  be  effected ;  and  that  no  more 
disorder  and  riot  need  be  stirred  up  in 
the  country. 

Mr.  D,  GE  ant  said,  he  recognized  a 
great  gain  in  the  changed  spirit  with 
which  this  question  bad  been  treated  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
Btook(Lord  Randolph  Churchill).  Mem- 
hers  of  the  Opposition  had  expressed  an 
apprehension  that  a  Eedistribution  Bill 
might  be  introduced  which  would  be 
unfair  to  the  rural  and  agricultural 
communities.  Tboy  had,  however,  fallen 
into  the  orror  of  supposing  that  the  ab- 
solute numbers  giyen  in  the  Census 
really  represented  the  agricultural  popu- 
lation. They  took  the  town  population 
at  1 6,500^000  and  the  country  population 
at  10,500,001),  without  taking  the  trouble 
to  analyze  the  hgurea  and  see  of  what 
they  coueisted.  The  numbers  em  ploy-ed 
in  agriculture  were  but  1,278,000,  while 
the  numbers  employed  as  professional 
men  in  commercial  pursuits  and  in  in- 
dustrial labour  w^ore  8,000,000.  Again, 
it  was  assumed  that  the  rural  population 
were  all  Conservative.  But,  he  asked, 
were  the  crofters  of  Skye  Conservative  ? 
Waa  the  Farmers'  Alliance  Conserva- 
tive ?  Were  the  meetings  connected 
with  extraordinary  tithe  Conservative  ? 
Was  the  Labourers*  Union  Conserva- 
tive ?  He  had  been  at  a  meeting  of 
farmers  held  that  week  where  he  heard 
more  pronounced  Radicalism  than  he 
had  ever  heard  before  in  hia  Hfe.  The 
Conservative  Party  seemed  to  be  pro- 
ceeding on  the  assumption  that  localities 
had  something  to  do  with  politics.  There 
had  been  a  time  when  the  social  influence 
which  a  single  individual  possessed 
might  have  produced  certain  results; 
but  the  introduction  of  railways,  the 
telegraph,  and  a  cheap  Press  had  made 
that  a  thing  of  the  past.  He  contended 
that  the  Conservative  Party  had  taken 
Tip  a  mistaken  position  with  respect  to 
this  Bill,  and  tJiat  if  thoy  pressed  their 
demand  to  an  issue  they  would  meet 
with  ignominious  failure. 

Sir  Ftederick  Milner 


Mr.  WAETON  said,  he    waa   glad 
that,  with  the    single  exception  of  the 
hon,  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gorst),  there  was  not  the  slightest 
disposition  in  the  Conser^^ative  Party  to 
yield  in  this  matter.     For  himself,  he 
utterly  disbelieved  the  protestations  of 
the  Government,  and  had  no  faith  in  thai  i 
interchange  of  compliments  which  had 
taken  place.      He   regretted    that   the 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  gave  no 
indication  of  a  compromise  between  the 
two  great  Parties.     If  the  Government 
had  been  serious  in  their  desire  to  settle  j 
this  question  they  might  have  done  it 
easily  by  letting  other  subjects   alane 
last  Session ;  instead  of  that,  however, 
they  blocked  the  way  with  London  Go* 
vernment  Bills,  Merchant  Shipping  BilU, 
and  a  hundred  other  useless  measures. 
Four  or  five  months  would  have  been] 
sufficient  to  carry  a  large  Bill  dealing] 
with  franchise  and  redistribution.     TheLl 
Government,    however,    did   not    want* 
that;    they  wanted   to   drive  the  Tory 
Party  into  a  corner  by  first  passing  tlie 
Franchise  BiD,  and  then  compelling  that 
Party  to  accept  whatever  redistributioa  j 
scheme  the    Ministers   chose   to    place  | 
before  the  House.     It  had  been  said  that  j 
public  opinion   would  prevent  the  Qo-I 
yernment  dealing  faithlessly  with  Par* 
liament  in  the  matter ;  but,  as  the  case 
of  General  Gordon  proved,  public  opinion 
was  powerless  against  a  tyrannical  Itfi* 
nister   and   an    unscrupulous   majority. 
He  believed  that  the  real  object  of  the 
Government  was  to  keep  the  Kadical 
Party  permanently  in  power;  and,  for 
himself,  he  had  no  confidence  whatever 
in  Her  Majesty's  Ministers.     The  lan- 
guage which  had  been  encouraged  u|j 
the  agitation  against  the  House  of  Lor 
was  discreditable  to  political  life.     A»  ' 
an   old-fashioned    lawyer,    he    did    not 
scruple  to  say  that  the  language 
by  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Tra^ 
amounted  to  treason.     Even  the  Home 
Secretary,  himself  a  scion  of  a  nobl^ 
family,  at  the  laying  of  the  foundatioi 
stone  of  a  big  Liberal  Club  a  few  daj 
ago,  compared  the  House  of  Lords  t<i 
the  Cities  of  the  Plain.     He  beliered  tl 
effect  of  the  agitation  had  been  to  di< 
credit  the  agitators^  and  that  time  would 
have  an  e fleet  upon  public  opinion  in  tKii 
direction  of   vindicating  the   House  ol, 
Lords  against  the  attacks  which    ha4^ 
been  made  upon  it.     The  present  ma*^ 
jority  of  the  Government  in  that  House 
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had  been  obtained  by  groaa  mis  repre- 
sentation, 

Mb.  STOBER  said,  he  re^-etted  that 
so  much  exaggeration  had  taken  place 
on  the  opposite  side  with  regard  to  this 
question-  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  told 
them  that  the  agricultural  labourers  took 
a  great  deal  of  interest  in  it ;  but  his 
experience  was  Tery  much  to  the  con- 
trary. He  took,  perhaps^  as  much  inte- 
rest in  the  agricultural  labourer  as  any 
hon.  Gentleman  in  that  House.  He 
knew  their  feelings  and  opinions,  and 
he  did  not  hesitate  to  say  tliat  nothing 
astonished  them  so  much  as  when  they 
heard  that  they  were  to  have  a  vote. 
They  took  not  the  slightest  interest  in 
politics,  and  placed  more  value  on  a 
mng  of  beer.  He  recollected  that  during 
the  last  contested  election  be  was  one 
day  speaking  from  a  waggon,  when  a 
man  below  cried  out — **  Give  us  the 
vote,'*  He  (Mr.  StorerJ  answered— 
"Very  well.  But  tell  me  first,  what  do 
you  want  the  vote  for?'*  "Oh,''  said 
he,  **  my  brother  has  a  vote  for  Kotting- 
ham,  and  he  gets  lots  of  beer  for  it." 
That  waQ  the  labourers'  idea  of  a  vote, 
and  that  was  how  they  valued  it  at  the 
present  time.  He  did  not  say  that  they 
might  not  be  educated  up  to  a  higher 
ideal.  He  was  only  speaking  as  to  the 
present  position  of  the  population,  and, 
for  the  matter  of  that,  they  appeared  to 
be  quite  equal  to  similar  classes  in 
town.  He  did  not,  in  fact,  think  the 
experiments  of  1867  had  answered,  and 
Judging  from  the  fact  that  since  that 
time  BO  many  boroughs  had  been  disen- 
franchised for  corruption,  and  there  were 
others  which  would  have  been  served  in 
the  same  way  if  they  had  had  their 
deserts.  It  appeared  that  the  lower 
classes  in  the  towns  placed  about  the 
same  value  upon  the  vote  as  did  the 
agricultural  labourers.  Ho  certainly, 
however,  did  not  think  the  county  voters 
would  be  in  any  way  inferior  in  intelli- 
gence to  their  town  brethren.  He,  for 
one,  bad  no  objection  to  their  having 
the  vote  ;  but  what  he  did  object  to,  and 
what  they  all  objected  to  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  was  that  the  rural  consti- 
tuencies should  be  swamped  by  urban 
voters.  But  how  were  they  being  met 
on  this  question?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  rrime  Minister  gave  them  an 
admirable  sketch  last  night  of  what  a 
Hediatribution  Bill  ought  to  be  ;  but  he 
wrapped  his  sketch  up,  as  was  his  wont, 
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in  such  a  cloud  of  verbiage  that  they 
had  the  greatest  difficulty  in  discovering 
whati  after  all,  it  was  or  was  not  to  be. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  the 
Hoxise  to  accept  his  assurances ;  but  he 
(Mr.  Storer)  had  no  satisfaction  what- 
ever in  accepting  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
ma  d^s  assurances.  His  assurances  were 
somewhat  defective.  He  (Mr,  Storer) 
had  had  f»ome  experience  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  assurances.  He  re- 
membered that  when  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  brought  forward  his  Bill  for 
the  repeal  of  the  Malt  Tax  he  fore- 
shadowed the  measure  in  a  brilliant 
speech  which  almost  brought  tears  to 
his  (Mr.  Storer's)  eyes.  An  hon.  Mem- 
ber sitting  by  his  side  said — "  Wait  till 
you  see  the  BiU."  That  hon.  Member 
was  right  in  his  scepticism,  for  when  the 
Bill  was  brought  in  it  turned  out  to  be 
quite  a  different  measure  from  that  fore- 
shadowed. Its  object  proved  to  be  to 
increase  the  Re'venue  rather  than  to 
benefit  the  farmer,  to  whom  it  had  proved 
a  curse  rather  than  a  blessing.  More- 
over, he  doubted,  however  good  the  in- 
tentions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  be.  whether  he  had  the  power  to 
control  the  manipulation  of  the  Bill, 
which  would  in  reality  be  in  the  hands 
of  the  Caucus,  and  would  afford  that 
unscrupulous  body  the  lever  which  they 
desired.  He  warued  hon.  Members  op- 
posite against  the  danger  of  stirring  up 
the  passions  of  the  people.  He  was  old 
enough  to  remember  the  riots  at  Bristol 
and  Not;tingham — the  shootings  at  the 
former  and  the  hangings  at  the  latter 
place — and  anyone  who  had  seen  the 
concourse  in  Ilyde  Park,  the  banners 
with  their  mottoet^ — ^**  Down  with  the 
House  of  Lords,"  *'  Down  with  the  Aris* 
toeracy,"  ''The  Land  for  the  People"— 
and  who  heard  the  people  singing  the 
'' Mai'ftei liaise/'  must  admit  that  the 
whole  proceeding  was  of  a  revolutionary 
character.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  a  farmer,  out  he  was  adopting 
a  process  to  that  House  which  was  very 
familiar  to  the  agricultural  mind.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  a  pig  to  sell. 
He  put  it  into  a  bag  and  took  it  to 
market  A  customer  came  up  and  said 
— "Hallo,  what  have  you  got  there?" 
"Oh,"  said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^ 
'*it*8  n  pig.**  '*  A  pig,"  eaid  the  cus- 
tomer. "  Turn  it  out  and  let  ut)  look  at 
it.  Turn  it  out!"  ♦'Ob,  dear  no,'* 
said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  '^  it  took 
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too  much  trouHe  to  get  it  in. 
take  my  assurance.  It  is 
pig.*'  *'  Hang  your  assurauce,^*  said 
the  customer ;  **  Pm  not  going  to  buy  a 
pig  in  a  bag.  Turn  him  out ;  let's  have 
a  look  at  him/'  Now,  he  (Mr,  Storer), 
like  the  customer  at  the  market,  said  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman — **  Turn  out 
your  pig.  Let  us  have  a  look  at  it.*^ 
That  was  exactly  the  situation  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  in.  He  wanted  to 
sell  a  pig  in  a  poke ;  but  the  idea  did 
not  quite  fall  in  with  the  bent  of  the 
agricultural  mind.  There  had  been  a 
little  comedy  enacted  below  the  Gang- 
way in  the  House.  He  did  not  know 
whether  or  not  it  was  rehearsed,  but 
certainly  it  was  effective  and  very 
amusing*  He  gathered  from  it,  how- 
ever, one  thing — that  there  was  even  in 
what  was  known  as  the  Fourth  Party  a 
desire  for  eom promise.  AVell,  he  did 
not  thiok  there  was  any  insuperable  ob- 
jection to  compromise  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  nor  yet  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
great  calamity  which  was  said  to  have 
befallen  the  House,  the  disruption  of 
the  Fourth  Party,  was  not  irreparable, 
and  that  some  means  might  be  found 
possible  to  reunite  the  Party:  Ho  might 
suggest  that  that  Party  might  perform 
a  very  useful  office  in  this  controversy, 
for  undoubtedly  the  Fourth  Party  was 
an  independent  Party.  It  was  inde- 
pendent of  both  sides  of  the  House,  and 
independent  of  each  other;  and,  there- 
fore, they  might  appropriately  use  their 
influence  to  bring  both  sides  together 
on  the  important  controversy  respecting 
the  representation  of  the  people. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  said,  the  last  speaker 
had  referred  to  the  comedy  which  was 
enacted  below  the  Gangway ;  but  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  whole  thing  was 
a  comedy,  and  that  the  debate  now 
going  on  was  little  else  than  a  farce. 
H©  was  surprised  that  the  hon.  Members 
for  Mid  Lincolnshire  had  so  misrepre- 
sented their  constituents  as  to  oppose 
the  Bill,  and  say  that  the  agricultural 
labourers  did  not  wish  the  extension  of 
the  suffrage.  They  had  carefully  avoided 
going  near  their  constituents  during  the 
Eecess,  prefen-ing  to  bask  in  the  moon- 
shine of  their  Leaders  in  Scotland.  He 
had  attended  a  large  number  of  meet- 
ings in  Lincolnshire^  and  he  believed 
there  was  throughout  the  country  a  very 
strong   desire  for    the  franchise.     The 
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farmers  had  told  him  there  was  nothing 
in  the  world  the  labourers  were  so 
anxious  about  as  to  get  the  fTancbifte. 
They  looked  upon  it  as  an  act  of  jusktio? 
too  long  delayed,  and  they  could  not 
understand  how  it  was  that  the  Bill  of 
1867  gave  votes  to  people  because  * 
happened  to  live  on  one  side  of  a  h*- 
when  those  on  the  other  side  had  ii 
votes.  If  the  matter  was  to  be  deall 
with  properly  they  must  deal  with  it  us 
British  statesmen.  If  the  Bill  could 
only  pass,  a  great  deal  of  time  might  be 
saved,  and  they  might  then  proceed  TritTi 
the  Bill  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opp 
had  so  much  at  heart.  He  asked  lui  . ,. r^ 
assistance  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppogite. 
He  would  ask  them  to  press  upon  their 
Colleagues  in  '^another  place"  that  it 
was  desirable  that  the  measure  ahould 

Easa.  He  did  not  think  the  Amendment 
©fore  the  House  was  likely  to  assist  in 
these  matters,  because  it  was  likely  to 
arouse  old  animosities  and  strifes  be- 
tween the  tw  o  sides  of  the  House.  He 
thought  it  would  have  been  far  better 
for  the  country  and  the  interests  of  both 
sides  of  the  House  if  the  Amendment 
had  never  been  moved.  It  was  nothin^^ 
but  a  feint  to  give  the  House  of  Lordi 
the  opportunity  of  saying  they  had  th 
support  of  the  House  of  Commons,  if 
they  again  rejected,  suspended,  or  post- 
poned the  Franchise  Bill.  It  was  t" 
duty  ol  the  Government  to  see  th 
nothing  should  take  place  in  that  Hoiii  _ 
to  place  the  Bill  in  jeopardy,  and  when 
the  Bill  was  secured  he  agreed  that  the 
sooner  they  got  to  redistribution  the 
better.  It  was  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  how  soon  that  ques- 
tion might  be  brought  before  the 
country.  They  on  the  Liberal  side  were 
quite  as  anxious,  and  even  more  anxious, 
than  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  get  a 
Redistiibution  Bill  passed  during  this 
Parliament,  in  order  that  the  next 
Parliament  might  be  free  to  deal  with 
questions  of  local  government  and  local 
taxation.  He  could  see  no  insuperable 
difficulty  to  a  reasonable  compromisa^ 
and  he  trusted  that  most  desirable  end 
would  be  achieved.  But  such  a  coursi 
would  not  be  promoted  by  such  speech  _ 
as  those  of  the  hon.  Members  for  Mii 
Lincolnshire  or  Nottinghamshire,  or  b 
going  to  a  Division  on  the  Amendment 
now  before  the  House. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  asked  what  was 
the  real  question  before  the  House  ? 
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certainly  was  not  the  Fraaohtse  Bill. 
They  were  all  agreed  that  these  2,000,000 
of  citizens  ought  to  have  a  vote,  and  that 
it  would  be  a  great  benefit  to  the  coun- 
try that  they  should.  The  real  question 
now  being  argued  waa  a  question  uf 
procedure  ;  hut  this  question  was  settled 
in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  and 
the  House  was  only  threshiog  out  the 
old  subject,  The  contention  last  Session 
was  that,  certain  jannissarios  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  in  another  part  of  the 
establishment  having  come  to  a  certain 
coneluaion,  with  the  full  concurrence  of 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition — namely, 
that  the  Franchise  Bill  was  to  be  hung 
up  or  chucked  out  until  the  Redistri- 
bution Bill  was  before  the  House,  the 
majority  should  submit.  But  what  was 
the  contention  of  the  Government  ?  They 
laid  down  absolutely  that  they  would 
not  show  their  Kedistribution  Bill  until 
the  Franchise  Bill  had  passed  through 
both  Houses,  The  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  cited  an  observation  the  Prime 
Minister  made  on  the  10th  of  July  last. 
He  rather  thought  it  was  sometimes 
difficult  for  an  ingenuous  and  simple- 
minded  man  like  himself  to  understand 
the  exact  point  of  so  astute  a  debater  as 
the  Prime  Minister;  but,  fortunately, 
what  the  Prime  Minister  said  then  w  as 
made  absolutely  plain  by  the  succeeding 
statement  of  the  Home  Secretary,  Speak- 
ing, he  presumed,  in  the  presence  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  that  right  hon.  and 
learned  Oentleman  declared,  in  a  way 
which  admitted  of  no  doubt  or  am- 
biguity, that  the  Franchise  Bill  must  be 
passed  that  Session  in  order  that  the 
Session  of  1885  might  be  devoted  to  re- 
distrilmtion.  There  could  bo  no  am- 
biguity about  that  statement*  What, 
then,  were  they  called  together  to  dis- 
cuss? The  Prime  ^Minister  had  stated 
that  h©  considered  it  necessary  that  the 
Franchise  Bill  should  not  only  pass,  but 
become  law,  before  any  redibtribution 
scheme  was  laid  before  the  House.  That 
was  the  issue  submitted  to  the  country 
during  the  Recess,  and  the  meetings 
called  passed  resolutions  in  that  sense. 
But  the  real  point  of  those  meetings  was 
not  whether  the  right  procedure  had 
been  adopted  by  the  IVime  Minister  or 
the  wrong,  but  whether  the  House  of 
Lords  should  interfere  with  this  mea- 
sure and  refuse  to  pass  it.  That  was 
really  the  issue  before  those  meetings — 


Lords  versus  Commons — whether,  when 
a  Liberal  Ministry  was  in  power,  with  a 
majority  in  that  House,  they  were  not 
to  decide  upontho  Business  of  the  coun- 
try rather  than  the  Friends  of  the  mi- 
nority in  the  other  House.  He  wa«  al- 
ways in  favour  of  concession  and  compro- 
mise when  compromise  was  possible; 
but  in  this  ease  it  was  not,  for  any 
compromise  or  arrangement  with  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  that  allowed  the  intro- 
duction of  a  Redistribution  Bill  into  the 
House  before  the  Franchise  Bill  had 
passed  the  Upper  House  and  had  be- 
come law,  would  be  conti-ary  to  what 
was  fully  and  distinctly  understood  last 
Session,  and  what  the  Liberal  Leaders 
throughout  the  country  had  clearly  and 
distinctly  pronounced.  The  proposed 
Bill  of  the  Prime  Minister  would,  no 
doubt,  be  a  very  moderate  measure. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  spoke  of  time- 
honoured  institutions.  The  Radicals 
wanted  to  get  at  many  of  what  they 
called  their  time-honoured  institutions. 
They  should  go  much  further  if  it  was 
not  for  the  personal  respect  they  enter- 
tained for  the  Prime  Minister.  Gentle- 
men opposite  had  accused  the  Prime 
Minister  of  uttering  menaces ;  but  he 
waa  their  best  friend.  He  shielded 
them  from  the  Radicals,  and  when  they 
lost  him  they  would  then  find  out  what 
a  defender  Ihey  had  had  in  him.  Hon. 
Members  asserted  that  they  wanted  par- 
ticulars of  this  redistribution.  He  could 
not  understand  what  further  particulars 
they  could  possibly  want.  It  was  true 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  was  good  enough  to  elabo- 
rate his  views  on  redistribution  j  but 
they  never  knew  whether  that  Gentle- 
man spoke  for  himself  or  his  Party  or 
the  Fourth  Party.  He  had  no  confi- 
dence in  the  noble  Lord  as  being  the 
exponent  of  the  views  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Party.  He  spoke  in  favour  of 
electoral  districts ;  but  it  would  be  well 
to  hear  that  view  endorsed  by  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  before  adopt- 
ing it  as  the  view  of  the  Conservative 
Party.  The  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  -  West  Lancashire 
(Rir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  proposed  that 
certain  Resolutions  should  be  passed 
in  that  House.  If  they  were  to  be  of  a 
vague  and  general  character  there  might 
be  no  great  objection  to  them  ;  but  when 
they  came  to  details,  he  suspected  some 
differencefj  would  be  found  to  exist  be- 
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tweea  them  as  to  what  a  good  Redistri- 
bution Bill  ought  to  be.  The  noble  Lord 
proposed  to  separate  the  urban  and  agri- 
oaltural  districts,  grouping  all  the  small 
boroughs  together,  and  oreatiug  a  great 
country  party.  If  that  was  to  form  part 
of  the  Resolutions  to  be  passed  in  order 
to  induce  Gentlemen  opposite  to  give 
their  consent  to  the  Franchise  BiDj  he 
must  enter  his  protest  against  it*  If 
these  Resolutions  meant  that  the  dootrine 
of  hon.  Members  opposite  was  to  be 
adopted,  and  that  the  minority  were  to 
rule  the  majority,  he  objected  altogether. 
Of  course,  as  the  Frimo  Minister  said, 
fair  considerfttion  would  be  given  to  the 
views  of  Gentlemen  opposite  ;  but  they 
ought  to  consider  their  position.  They 
tad  never  realized  that  they  were  tho- 
roughly beaten  at  the  last  General 
Election.  The  fact  was  the  country 
would  have  no  more  to  do  with  them. 
They  had  put  the  power  in  the  hands  of 
the  Prime  Minister  and  his  CoUeagnes, 
and  it  was  for  them  to  decide,  and  not 
for  the  Opposition.  In  coming  to  a  con- 
olusion,  he  hoped  that  the  Prime  Minister 
would  consider  not  only  the  Opposition, 
but  his  own  followers,  many  of  whom 
would  very  likely  desire  to  go  further 
than  he.  They  were  ready  to  accept  the 
Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  al- 
though it  was  not  a  thorough  Radical 
Bill;  but  if  it  was  to  be  still  further 
whittled  down  he  must  protest  against 
it.  If  there  was  to  be  an  arrangement, 
they  ought  to  know  what  the  arrange- 
ment was ;  and  if  there  was  to  be  no  ar- 
rangement, let  them  do  what  it  was  the 
business  of  a  majority  to  do — crush  the 
minority.  That  was  his  view.  If  the 
minority  attempted  obstructive  tactics, 
then  they  must  appeal  to  the  nation  on 
the  question ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it 
would  be  a  most  wicked  proceeding  if 
Parliament  was  to  be  dissolved,  although 
the  Ministers  in  that  House  had  a  ma- 
jority, simply  because  a  minority  in  that 
House  brought  forward  400  or  500  here- 
ditary Legislators  who  attempted  to  dic- 
tate when  the  Dissolution  was  to  come. 
It  was  of  the  utmost  importance  that 
that  House  should  retain  its  rights  un- 
impaired,  and  should  not  give  way  to 
the  permanent  majority  in  the  House  of 
Lords, 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  had  listened  to 
the  discussion  with  some  feeliug  of  dis- 
appointment, as  those  who  spoke  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  had  not  shown 
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a  just  appreciation  of  the  position,  and 
certainly  had  not  attempted  to  satisfy  the 
legitimate  expectations  formed  through- 
out the  country.  It  had  been  said  more 
than  once  that  the  substance  of  tbiB 
Franchise  Bill  had  been  accepted  on  all 
sides,  and  that  the  only  difference  was 
that  by  some  it  was  accepted  absolutely, 
and  by  others  conditionally.  The  reason- 
ableness of  that  conditional  acceptanco 
had  been  admitted  by  the  Government 
themselves  in  the  strongest  way,  for  Ih© 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  pointed  out,  with  the  most  ab- 
solute clearness,  that  if  a  Dissolution 
occurred  before  the  passing  of  a  Redis- 
tribution Bill  the  consequence  would  be 
an  unfair  and  unjust  representation  of 
the  people.  The  Prime  Minister  himself, 
in  speech  of  marvellous  shoi-tnesa,  con- 
sidering the  importance  of  the  question 
— a  speech  of  some  30  or  31  minutes — 
had  expressed  himself  in  a  manner  en- 
titled to  every  recognition,  and  it  had 
received  it.  As  far  as  tone,  manner,  and 
gesture,  and  everj^thing  that  went  to 
make  up  graoiousness  of  delivery,  there 
was  all  that  could  be  desired  in  a  speech; 
but  when  one  looked  a  quarter  of  an-inch 
below  the  surface  there  was  little  to 
lay  hold  of.  The  Prime  Minister  laid 
down  five  main  principles  ;  but  in  them 
there  was  nothing  upon  which  they  could 
rest  with  any  assurance  of  confidence. 
The  most  important  of  these  principles  was 
the  second^  which  said  that  the  Bill  should 
have  regard  to  numbers  and  population. 
In  reference  to  that  second  main  prin- 
ciple, five  important  questions  presents  " 
themselves,  which  the  Prime  Miniate 
stated  with  great  fulness ;  but  ns  to  wha 
his  own  opinion  with  regard  to  then 
was  he  left  the  House  in  absolute  dari 
oess.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  was  not  devoid  of  prepoesessiona 
himself  with  respect  to  them  ;  but  m 
what  manner  he  would  give  them  effe 
he  did  not  indicate  at  all.  The  Primly 
Minister,  in  the  course  of  his  speecl),  had 
as  his  keynote,  and  he  repeated  it  fr^ 
qiiently,  that  he  regarded  the  Franchi 
Bill  as  of  the  highest  importance,  anlU 
that  he  could  not  sanction  anything  that 
would  imperil  it  Who  had  asked  th^ 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  do  anythinfl 
which  would  cause  peril  to  the  Bill  I 
What  possible  peril  could  be  caused  to 
it  by  yielding  to  the  fair,  moderate,  andj 
legitimate  requirements  which  had  bee^^ 
made  from  those  Benches  and  through* 
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oat  the  country.  He  could  not  see  peril, 
delay,  or  retardation  to  the  Franchise 
Bill  if  the  Kedistribution  Bill  that  they 
asked  for  was  introduced  and  presented 
to  the  judgment  of  Parliament,  No  one 
could  say  that  hon.  Members  on  the  Op* 
position  Benches  had  approached  the 
discusaion  of  this  important  question 
this  Session  in  any  but  a  thoroughly 
reasonable  spirit*  His  right  h on.  Frit^nd 
who  opened  the  discussion  that  evening 
had  spoken  in  a  tone  of  moderation  which 
necessarily  attracted  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon*  Gentleman  who  replied  to  it. 
Bat  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  was  entirely  put  off  his 
centre  of  gravity  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend^ft  speech,  because  he  came  down 
prepared  to  deliver  a  reply  to  speeches 
made  in  the  country  during  the  last 
three  montiis,  and  to  some  which  had 
heen  delivered  last  night ;  but  when  the 
House  desired  to  hear  how  he  was  to 
meet  the  reasr^nable  request  of  his  right 
hon*  Friend  to  know  what  the  Govern- 
ment  would  do  about  redistribution,  they 
were  treated  with  fairly  expressed  gra- 
ciousness  to  platitudes  which  left  tbem 
exactly  ia  the  same  state  of  ignorance  as 
before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  stood 
up.  He  defied  anyone  who  had  listened 
to  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister,  and 
more  especially  to  the  speech  of  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
to  have  the  slightest  definite  notion  as 
to  a  single  point  in  any  Redistribution 
Bill  that  might  be  proposed.  Surely 
tliat  was  not  a  fair  way  at  such  an  im- 
portant time  to  deal  with  such  a  ques- 
tion. He  had  said  in  the  country,  and 
he  would  say  now  in  that  House,  that 
this  was  too  great  a  question  to  be 
treated  as  a  game  of  hide  and  seek. 
The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  said  that  the  Government 
were  wilUog  to  do  anything  in  reason 
if  it  would  not  bring  the  Franchise 
Bill  into  jeopardy.  **  Peril"  was  the 
word  used  by  the  Prime  Minister. 
**  Jeopardy*^  by  the  President  of  the 
Local  Govemcnent  Board,  But  who 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  bring 
the  Bill  into  jeopardy  ?  What  jeopardy 
would  it  put  the  Bill  into  if,  by  plain 
speech  and  frank  utterance  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  they  were  to  say 
when  the  Redistribution  Bill  was  to  be 
introduced  ?  That  was  a  plain  question 
which  the  Government  must  have  con- 
sidered ;   and  they  were  entitled  to  a 


plain  answer  to  it.  It  had  been  pointed 
out  by  that  extremely  candid  friend  of 
the  Govoniment  (Mr,  Labouchere),  who 
in  the  course  of  his  speech  had  been 
endeavouring  to  remind  them  of  all  in- 
convenient things,  that  the  Home  Se- 
cretary had  stated  that  the  Franchise 
Bill  alone  was  to  be  dealt  with  in  the 
Autumn  Session.  He  did  not  suppose 
that  the  Government  felt  themselves  ab- 
solutely hound  by  that  statement  now. 
If  he  was  correct,  when  some  Minister 
was  to  speak  again  let  him  tell  the 
House  something  about  the  time  and 
the  circumstances  in  which  the  Redistri- 
bution Bill  would  be  introduced.  Would 
it  be  introduced  when  the  Franchise  Bill 
left  the  House  ?  If  not,  why  not  ? 
Would  it  be  introduced  during  the 
Autumn  Session  ?  If  Dot»  why  notf 
What  was  the  scheme  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  to  introduce  ?  The  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
had  referred  to  The  Standard  scheme  of 
redistribution  as  a  scheme  in  which  the 
Government  were  more  or  less  interested. 
[Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  :  A  scheme.] 
That  interruption  showed  the  importance 
of  ascertaining  what  the  scheme  of  the 
Government  was.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  W^ar  used  in 
Derbyshire  important  and  significant 
words  on  the  subject.  The  noble  Jjord 
admitted  that  the  plan  which  had  ap- 
peared in  The  Standard  was  prepared 
for  a  Committee  of  the  Cabinet  for  thia 
important  purpose^to  put  into  a  definite 
form  the  principles  laid  down  last  Ses- 
sion  by  the  Prime  Minister;  but  he 
added  that,  although  that  was  the  in- 
tention with  which  the  scheme  had  been 
prepared,  he  was  not  in  a  position  to  say 
that  either  in  principle  or  detail  it  had 
met  with  the  approval  either  of  the 
Cabinet  or  the  Committee  of  the  Cabinet. 
That  was  a  reason  why  the  House  had 
some  claim  to  know  whether  this  Eedis- 
tributiou  Bill  was  ready  at  the  present 
moment.  If  it  was  ready,  was  it  not 
unreasonable  to  keep  it  back  from  the 
Representatives  of  the  people  ?  If  it 
was  not  ready »  he  had  to  remind 
the  Government  that  they  deliberately 
pledged  themselves  last  year  on  Lord 
Wemyss's  Motion  that  they  would  be 
ready  in  this  November  to  produce  a 
Redistribution  Bill.  If  they  were  not 
ready,  what  excuse  had  they  to  allege  ? 
They  had  no  excuse  for  not  harmg 
utilized  the  last  four  years  for  the  pre* 
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paration  of  a  Bediatribution  BilL  He 
saw  no  reason  why  the  Government 
flhould  not  within  the  next  few  days 
produce  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  whole 
question  of  Bedietribution,  If  the  Go- 
vernment adjourned  the  present  Session, 
inafcead  of  proroguing,  thcjre  was  no- 
thing to  prevent  a  prompt,  frank^  and 
fair  settlement  of  this  important  ques- 
tion. The  President  oC  the  Local  Go- 
yemment  Board  said  the  other  night 
that  hon.  Members  need  not  be  afraid 
about  redistribution,  because  no  Bill 
could  be  passed  upon  that  subject  that 
waa  not  Batisfactory  to  both  sides.  He 
was  not  quite  clear  about  that  if  the 
Franchise  Bill  was  first  law.  If  the 
Franchise  Bill  was  first  law  it  would,  in 
the  caae  of  the  Bedistribution  Bill,  be 
very  much  like  Hobson's  ohoice — take 
it  or  leave  it.  He  was  not  satisfied  with 
what  tho  President  of  tho  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  called  a  guarantee.  It  waa 
not  even  a  suggestion  of  a  guarantee ; 
and  certainly  it  was  nothing  which  the 
Opposition  could  be  fairly  asked  to  ac- 
cept. It  wa«»  he  contended,  but  fair  and 
reasonable  to  require  that  one  of  the 
two  important  Bilfs  which  together  made 
Up  the  question  of  Beform  should  not 
come  into  operative  legal  eifect  before 
the  other.  If  there  was  an  adjournment 
before  Christmas  there  was  nothing  to 
prevent  the  Bedistributiou  Bill  being 
adequately  discussed  by  both  Houses^ 
and  the  requirements  of  the  Opposition 
being  fairly  and  legitimately  satisfied. 
There  was  nothing  exceptional,  startling, 
or  unconstitutional  in  the  demand  which 
they  made ;  and  in  pressing  it  upon 
Parliament  and  upon  the  nation  they 
were  endeavouring  to  prevent,  in  the 
words  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  an  unfair  representa- 
tion of  the  people. 

Ma,  WILLIS  maintained  that  the 
Conservative  Party  were  entirely  in 
error  in  supposing  that  they  were  fol- 
lowing the  precedent  of  1866.  The 
present  Bill  was  passed  ntmtne  contra- 
duftnte,  and  why  ?  The  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  West  Essex  (Sir  Henry 
Selwin-Ibbetson),  on  being  asked  why 
he  did  not  vote  against  the  thiixi  reading 
of  the  Bill,  replied — '*  Well,  there  were 
questions  of  political  action  which  had 
to  be  judged  by  the  Leaders  of  the  Party, 
and  he  believed  that  it  was  generally 
felt  that  another  crushing  defeat  would 
undoubtedly  have  overtaken  the  Party 
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just  before  the  Bill  went  up  to  the  oth 
House,  and  that  would  hardly  ha^ 
strengthened  the  hands  of  the  nob] 
Lords  in  that  place.''  He  (Mr.  Willid[ 
also  charged  the  Leaders  of  the  Opposi- 
tion in  both  Houses  with  having,  during' 
the  earlier  progress  of  the  Bill,  arranged 
that  it  shoidd  be  rejected  before  it  had 
reached  the  House  of  Lords,  so  that  no 
words]  uttered  by  the  Prime  Minister 
on  the  occasion  of  the  third  reading 
would  have  affected  the  Upper  Houst^. 
He  contended  that  there  was  a  demand 
in  the  country  for  the  franchise  apart 
from  redistribution,  and  advised  hon. 
Members  opposite  to  hasten  to  a  con- 
clusion in  this  matter  by  placing  the 
right  of  2,000,000  of  people  to  vote  be 
yond  all  dispute  and  accident.  He  was 
in  favour  of  this  Bill  wholly  apart  fro 
the  question  of  redistribution.  The  u 
enfranchised  were  entitled  to  have  votei 
and  they  were  not  prepared  to  wait  un 
the  value  of  their  votes  had  been  ascer- 
tained. He  was  in  favour  of  electoral 
districts  with  one  Member  for  eaoh  ;  but 
rather  than  imperil  this  Bill  he  would 
leave  distribution  as  it  was  at  the 
present  time.  The  Conservatives  mi 
very  well  do  bo  if  they  had  any  co: 
dence  in  their  principles.  It  waa  eai 
that  people  did  not  want  votes  unless 
they  could  be  heard  in  this  House ;  but 
he  believed  that  this  view  did  not  ent 
into  their  minds  at  all.  Personally  he  did 
not  value  the  vote  any  less  because  for 
20  years  he  had  voted  in  three  con- 
stituencies, and  had  never  voted  for  a 
successful  candidate.  He  was  aatisiii 
becaust*  in  other  constituencies 
dates  had  been  returned  who  did  repre- 
sent his  views.  But  if  there  was  any- 
thing in  the  argument  about  voices 
being  heard  it  surely  applied  to  a  ma- 
jority of  130  in  this*  House  having  th 
votes  neutralized  by  a  majority  of  5 
'*  elsewhere.''  This  Bill  should  be  treat 
by  the  Opposition  upon  its  own  meri 
apart  from  any  pledge  to  introduce  an; 
other  measure.  If  it  were  in  itself 
injurious  Bill,  let  it  be  rejected  on  thti 
second  reading.  The  principal  cJ 
he  made  against  the  Tory  Party  w! 
that,  instead  of  confining  themaelvea  ta 
independent  action  in  tho  House  of 
Commons  as  a  great  Party,  they  liai 
been  in  league  with  persons* 'elsewhere, 
who,  being  clothed  with  authority  whi 
should  be  exercised  for  the  benefit 
the  whole  nation  and  not  for  a  Party, 
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agrreed  to  reject  this  measure.  They 
had  adopted  a  course  which  should  bo 
discountenanced  by  the  House,  and  had^ 
through  the  House  of  Lords,  conceded 
points  which  they  bad  as  a  Party  strongly 
resisted  in  the  Houso  of  Commons, 
There  was  no  fear  now  of  the  demo- 
cracy being  led  by  demagogues,  and  re* 
distribution  might  with  perfect  safety  he 
left  to  settle  itself  after  the  2,000,000 
had  been  enfranchised. 

Mb,  CHAPLIN  said,  that  the  debate 
waa  remarkable  for  the  speech  in  which 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Randolph  Churohill),  with 
singular  ability,  demolished  the  attack 
upon  his  own  Party  of  a  quondam  poli- 
tical asBOciate,  and  in  which  he  vindi- 
cated in  the  ablest  manner  the  attitude 
of  the  Conservative  Party.  But  the 
noble  Lord  was  unfortunate  in  select- 
ing Woodstock  for  an  illustration,  be- 
cause if  it  continued  to  return  a  Mem- 
ber who  addressed  ihom  with  the  noble 
Lord's  ability,  that  would  go  a  long 
way  to  condone  the  anomaly  of  its  hav- 
ing one  Member  while  n  much  larger 
constituency  had  only  two.  The  debate 
was  also  remarkable  for  the  speech  of 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  who  said  the  Government  would 
be  prepared  if  they  could  be  satisfied 
they  would  not  prejudice  the  passing  of 
the  Franchise  Bill  to  produce  the  Re- 
distribution  Bill  without  more  delay* 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  attached 
an  impossible  condition.  How  could  it 
be  told  whether  the  production  of  the 
Redistribution  Bill  would  or  would  not 
prejudice  the  Franchise  Bill  until  it  was 
known  what  the  Redistribution  Bill 
would  be?  If  there  was  one  thing 
which,  more  than  another,  had,  did, 
and  would  prejudice  the  passing  of  the 
Franchise  Bill,  it  was  the  concealment 
by  the  Government  of  their  real  inten- 
tions.  At  present,  notwithstanding  the 
Prime  Minister's  speech  last  night,  they 
knew  nothing  more  than  they  did  at  a 
previous  period.  The  right  hon*  Gen- 
tleman put  before  them  a  whole  string 
of  interrogatories,  emphasizing  the  fact 
that  a  redistribution  scheme  should  do 
this,  that,  and  the  other  thing ;  but  be 
had  not  told  them  anything  with  regard 
to  the  intentions  of  the  Government. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  laid  down 
four  cardinal  generalities,  which  had 
giyen  aatisf action  to  the  right  hon. 
Member    for  South -West   Lanoasbire 


(8ir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  and  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Randolph  Churohill) ;  but,  while  agree- 
ing with  them,  he  wanted  to  know  what 
would  be  justice  and  what  injustice  in 
the  minds  of  the  Government  as  between 
different  classes  of  the  community  and 
their  pursuits.  On  those  points  they 
were  left  completely  in  the  dark  so  far 
as  the  views  of  the  Government  were 
concerned.  He  was  not  prepared  on 
that  point  to  take  on  trust  the  promises 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  He  had 
always  observed  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  acted  up  to  the  maxim, 
**charitj*  begins  at  home,"  and  justioe 
was  never  so  great  and  admirable  a 
thing  as  when  it  was  conformable  to  the 
interests  of  his  Party  at  the  time.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  often  perpe- 
trated acts  of  intolerable  injustice  in  the 
name  of  justice,  which  would  rise  up  in 
evidence  against  him  long  after  they 
had  all  passed  away  from  the  arena  in 
which  they  were  enacted.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  ideas  of  justice  had 
always  appeared  to  him  to  favour  those 
arrangements  wbioh  coincided  most 
closely  with  the  political  interests  of  his 
Party.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Woodstock  and  the  right  bon.  Mem- 
ber for  8outh-West  Lancashire  seemed 
to  assume  that  it  was  distinctly  conceded 
by  the  Prime  Minister  that  urban  and 
agricultural  districts  were  to  be  kept 
separate ;  but  when  the  noble  Lord 
made  that  statement,  there  were  omi- 
nous cries  of  **  No,  no  !  "  from  Gentle- 
men opposite.  Since  then  there  had 
been  a  speech  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr,  Labouchere) 
which  distinctly  repudiated  any  ar- 
rangement of  that  kind  on  behalf  of  a 
large  section  of  supporters  of  the  Go- 
vernment. He,  therefore,  declined  ta 
take  the  Prime  Minister's  asenrances  on 
trust  until  he  had  seen  them  on  paper. 
With  reference  to  the  general  position, 
he  would  observe  that  the  Conservative 
Party  in  the  House  of  Lords,  in  spite  of 
the  dulcet  tones  of  the  Prime  Mtnister 
on  the  previous  day,  had  been  threatened 
with  pains  and  penalties  if  they  per- 
sisted in  the  attitude  they  had  taken  up 
on  this  question.  The  attitude  of  the 
Conservative  Party  and  the  House  of 
Lords  had  always  been  that  the  Fran- 
chise Bill  must  bo  accompanied  by 
redistribution,  and  they  insisted  on 
having     an     absolute    guarantee  that 
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tlie  one  Bill  should  not  become  law 
■without  the  other.  He  was  pre- 
pared to  raaintain  that  in  the  cu unties, 
whose  interests  were  mainly  concerned, 
the  Couserrative  Party  occupied  an  im- 
pregnable position^  and  they  had  no 
alternative  except  to  adhere  to  that  atti- 
tude until  the  Government  had  made 
some  attempt  to  account  for  the  extra- 
ordinary evolution  which  they  had  them- 
selves effected  with  respect  to  the  Fran- 
chise Bill  beiag  accompanied  by  redis- 
tribution. What  was  the  object  of  the 
Bill  ?  They  had  been  told,  by  no  one 
more  emphatically  than  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  that  the  Bill 
was  essentiall}^  meant  to  enfranchise  the 
ag^ricultural  labourers  in  the  counties. 
That  statement  was  rapturously  cheered 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  but  they 
did  not  seem  ready  to  cheer  it  now.  He 
rejoiced  that  the  agricultural  labourer 
should  have  the  vote,  because  the  wel- 
fare of  agriculture  was  a  matter  of  com- 
mon interest,  and  although  it  was  the 
largest  and  most  important  industiy  in 
the  country,  it  had  never  exercised  an 
influence  commensurate  with  ite  posi- 
tion. If  the  Bill  was  a  reality  and  not 
a  sham,  power  would  be  added  to  that 
industry  at  a  time  when  it  was  urgently 
needed.  It  was,  therefore,  necessary  to 
prevent  the  Government  giving  with 
one  hand  and  taking  away  with  the 
other.  It  was  said  the  Government  had 
given  the  strongest  guarantee  that  could 
be  given.  But  what  was  its  precise 
value  ?  The  danger  was  two  fold.  No- 
thing was  known  of  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  One  scheme  had  been  re- 
vealed in  the  newspapers  which  had 
been  admitted  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  to  possess  at 
least  a  semi-official  character,  even  if  it 
did  not  represent  the  mature  views  of 
the  Government,  But  they  might  pass 
a  Franchise  Bill  and  then  have  a  Disso- 
lution. Whatever  the  Government  might 
say,  what  the  extreme  Party  wanted 
was  an  Election  without  redistribution. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  the  rural  interests 
woidd  be  absolutely  swamped  by  the 
enormous  number  of  urban  voters.  Ria 
noble  Friend  bad  given  an  illustration 
of  the  value  of  the  guarantee  of  the  Go- 
▼ernment.  If  the  Franchise  Bill  had 
been  passed  last  Session,  and  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  beaten  in  Egypt, 
what  would  have  happened  to  the  Re- 
distribution  Bill  ?     Suppose,    what    he  I 
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prayed  God  might  not  be  the  case,  tJn> 
news  should  corao  that  Khartoum  had 
fallen  and  Gordon  had  been  sacriSced* 
If  that  happened — and  no  one  eould'| 
deny  that  it  was  possible— even  the  pre- 
sent majority,  servile  as  it  had  beea 
termed,  would  melt  away  like  snow.  It 
would  be  impossible  to  defend  the  Go- 
vernment against  the  wrath  of  the  conn* 
try.  He  agreed  with  his  hon.  Colleague 
(Mr.  E,  Stanhope),  that  the  moment  the 
Franchise  Bill  was  passed  excuses  would 
be  forthcomings  and  knowing  as  he 
did  the  remarkable  powers  of  obstruc- 
tion of  the  supporters  of  the  Government, 
and  their  desire  for  a  Dissolution,  the  Go- 
vernment would  find  means  to  defeat  it. 
Up  to  the  present  time  the  two  ques- 
tions had  never  been  separated.  Ho 
would  quote  the  opinion  of  the  Primo 
Minister  himself  on  the  subject,  ex- 
pressed on  April  12,  1865,  to  show  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  opinion  on 
that  question  was  at  that  time.  On  that 
occasion  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
responsible  for  the  introduction  of  a  BUI 
of  this  nature.  After  stating  that  as 
soon  as  the  Bill  before  the  House  had 
gone  into  Committee  he  would  introduce 
a  redistribution  scheme,  he  went  on  to 
remark — 

"  That  ifl  what  we  have  said ;  and  wo  have 
alio  said  what  I  really,  until  the  day  before 
yesterday,  had  always  believfld  to  be  unneoes^  j 

sary  to  iitat^  in  express  words — that,  in  speak 

of  tkia  great  subject  of  the  representation  of 
the  people,  as  a  matter  vital  to  the  credit  and) 
therefore  to  the  existence  of  the  Government, 
wo   included  the   subject    of   redistribution   of 
seati  along  with  the  Hubjeet  of  the  franchise.  1 
had  not  thought  it  nftuoagarj'  to  say  this,  h^m 
cause  it  seemed  to  mo  bo  obvious  that  nothini^  1 
could  be*  more  contemptible  and  base  than  the  j 
conduct  of  a   Uovemment  which  could    gire  I 
forth  with  a  view  of  enhsting   the    genen}ii0 
confidence  of  its  supporters  tb^t  it  would  de«Ll 
with  the  subject  of  reform,  and  would  atand  or 
fall  by  its  propositions,  and  which  all  the  whilo 
could  silently  exclude  from  the  scopo  of  their  de- 
claration  all  portions  of   that  question  except 
only  the   reduction   of   the  franchise i   thoagh 
among  such  questions  we  tind  one  only  aeoood 
in  importance  to  that  of  tho  franohiae  itself." — 
(3  ifa/uitrrf,  L182J  1144.) 

That  was  preoiaely  what  they  now  com- 
plained of.  They  complained  that  the 
Uorernment  were  excluding  from  thia 
debate  all  view  of  their  intentions  with 
reg^ard  to  the  question  of  redistribution. 
The  Government  maintained  that  it 
would  be  impuasible  to  pass  the  two 
meaaureB  in  a  single  Session.  Very 
shortlj  after  this   House  of  Cammoua 
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was  elected  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr,  Bright)  boasted  that 
it  was  the  beat  and  the  wisest  House  of 
Commons  he  had  ever  known.  Yet  tbej 
were  now  told  that  this  House  of  Oim- 
mona  was  unable  to  do  that  which  any 
other  House  of  Commons  could  easily 
have  done.  They  had  been  asking 
throughout  all  these  debates  for  a  Dis- 
solutioD,  because  they  believed  that 
neither  on  this  subject  nor  on  any  other 
did  the  Party  opposite  really  represent 
the  opinion  of  the  country.  Did  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  perceive  what  a 
handle  he  gave  to  his  opponents  if  it 
were  really  true  that  this  House  of  Com- 
mons was  60  incapacitated  as  to  be  unable 
to  perform  its  duties?  If  that  were  the 
case,  was  it  not  thy  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's duty  to  send  the  House  about  its 
business  with  the  least  possible  delay  ? 
The  Government  had  advanced  no  valid 
reason  for  adopting  this  new  and  uoiisual 
method  of  pi-ooedure  on  the  question  of 
Eeform.  It  was  nonsense  to  say  that 
they  could  not  pass  a  Redistribution 
Bill  without  the  lever  of  the  Franchise 
Bill,  To  affirm  that  was  a  satire  and  a 
libel  on  the  House  of  Commons.  What 
might  be  their  real  reasons  it  was  not 
for  him  to  say.  Ho  might  suspect— and 
a  great  many  people  did  suspect — ^that 
this  course  had  been  adopted,  not  for  the 
purpose  of  furthering  this  Bill,  not  with 
a  view  of  rapidly  dealing  with  the  quee- 
tion  of  Reform,  but  rather  with  the  ob- 
ject of  raising  a  great  cloud  of  contro- 
versy which  might  conceal  from  the 
nation  the  innumerable  blunders  com- 
mitted by  the  Government  on  all  other 
objects  under  the  sun.  Whatever  unfor- 
tunate results  might  occur  from  this  con- 
troversy being  prolonged ^  he  felt  certain, 
after  all  that  had  passed  that  night,  it 
would  be  the  unanimous  opioion  out-of- 
doors  that  the  Government,  and  the  Go- 
vernment alone,  would  be  responsible  if 
they  delayed  any  longer  the  production 
of  their  Redistribution  Bill. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  ;  Sir,  the  hon,  Mem- 
ber  who  has  just  sat  down  says  that  he 
expects  this  will  be  a  memorable  debate, 
and  the  reason  he  gave  for  considering 
it  a  memorable  debate  was  that  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  had  sepa- 
rated himself  fi'ora  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr, 
Gorst),  and  had  supported  the  Party  in 
whose  side  he  had  hitherto  been  a  thorn. 


Mr.  CHAPLIN ;  I  did  not  say  any- 
thing of  the  kind.  I  said  it  had  been 
remarkable  for  a  speech  of  singular 
abilit3%  In  which  lie  had  done  that. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  :  I  think  the  distinc- 
tion was  hardly  worth  the  interruption. 
I  am  doubtful  whether  this  will  be  a 
memorable  debate.  I  agree  to  a  certain 
extent  with  the  view  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Dundalk 
{Mr.  C.  Russell)  that  in  some  respects 
this  appears  to  be  a  sham  debate.  If  it 
is  memorable  for  anything  I  think  it  will 
be  memorable  for  the  different  tone 
taken  by  various  Members  sitting  oppo- 
site to  us — a  tone  bo  divergent  that  it  is 
absolutely  impossible  to  understand  what 
it  is  that  the  Party  opposite  aro  really 
requiring.  Now^  it  appears  to  me  that 
there  is  a  great— I  will  not  say  a  unani* 
mous,  but  a  very  serious— wish  among 
the  great  majority  of  the  House  that  a 
settlement  should  be  arrived  at  upon 
this  question,  and  that  the  settlement 
should  result  in  both  Bills — namely, 
the  Bill  for  the  extension  of  the  siif- 
frage  and  the  Bill  for  redistribution — 
being  pEissed  by  the  same  Parliament 
and  by  the  same  Government  \  and  I 
understand  that  that  is  a  view  to  which 
the  Party  opposite  assent,  I  would  wish 
the  House  to  understand,  from  the  very 
few  observations  I  propose  to  make,  that 
I  entirely  share  that  view*  There  has 
been  a  good  deal  said  to-night  with  re- 
gard to  con  versions,  and  there  has  been 
a  kind  of  competition  among  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  with  regard  to  the  dates 
of  their  respective  conversions.  Into  that 
competition  I  feel  I  am  not  qualified  to 
enter,  because  in  regard  to  my  own  con- 
version there  has  never  been  any  mis- 
take. I  have  accepted  the  decision  of 
the  House,  and  I  think  that  answer 
would  be  frankest  way  of  treating  this 
question  even  by  the  Party  opposite — 
namely,  that  the  country  and  the  House 
have  decided  that  the  suffrage  is  to  be 
extended.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
has  said  there  has  been  a  great  transfor- 
mation during  the  last  nine  months,  I 
think  there  has  been  a  very  great  trans- 
formation, and  that  that  transformation 
has  been  reflected  in  the  speeches  of 
many  hon.  Members  who  have  addressed 
the  House.  But  I  wish  to  call  attention 
to  the  extreme  difference  between  the 
tone,  for  instance,  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South- West 
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Lancashire   (Sir   R.    Assheton   Gross), 
who  opened  the  debate  to-night,  and  the 
speech  we  heard  later  from  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Oibson).     Then,  again,  there  is  a  dif- 
ference in  tone  between  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South- West  Lancashire  and  the  two 
fighting  speeches  which  were  made  yes- 
terday by  the  hon.  Member  who  opened 
this  debate  with  great  ability  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  and  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Middlesex   (Lord   George 
Hamilton).     One  might  wonder,   from 
what  one  hears,  whether  there  is  that 
desire  among  the  Party  opposite  to  come 
to  an  arrangement  of  this  matter  which 
has  been  foreshadowed  by  some  of  the 
responsible  Leaders  of  the  Party;  but 
I  note  with  satisfaction  that  the  nearer 
to  the  centre  of  power  have  been  the 
speakers  the  more  conciliatory  has  been 
their  tone.    I  thought  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government    Board    (Sir    Charles    W. 
Dilke)was  perhaps  a  little  hard  upon 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Middle- 
sex and  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lin- 
conshire  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope),  who  opened 
the  debate,  in  criticizing  the  fighting  cha- 
racter of  their  speeches,  for  I  am  not 
sure  whether  they  were  not  put  forward 
as  the  Great  Napoleon  used  sometimes  to 
put  forward  his  Generals,  with  an  order 
that  they  were  to  be  cut  to  pieces  while 
the  Commander-in-Chief  could  make  a 
retreat  behind  their  backs.     I  am   re- 
joiced to  think  there  is  apparently  some 
hope  that  a  solution  may  be  arrived  at, 
and  that  the  Party  opposite  will  see  in 
the  declarations  made  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, and  in  the  fact  of  the  transforma- 
tion which  has  been  so  vividly  described 
by  the    noble  Lord    the    Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill) 
since  we  were  here  in  August  last,  that 
there  is  far  more  certainty  of  a  Redistribu- 
tion Bill  being  passed  by  this  Parliament 
than  they  anticipated  before  the  Recess. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  know  that  I  have 
shared  to  the  full  the  view  that  redis- 
tribution   was    essential — that    it    was 
essential  that  redistribution  should  ac- 
company the  extension  of  the  franchise, 
and  that  it  should  be  passed  by  the  same 
Parliament;    and  it  is,  no   doubt,  our 
duty  to  see  what  are  the  guarantees  and 
what  are   the   probabilities   of    a    Re- 
distribution BlU  being  passed.     I  have 
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seen  myself  the  necessity  of  dissentiiig 
from  the  views  of  many  of  mj  hon. 
Friends  around  me,  who  thought,  as  an 
hon.  Member  expressed  himself  qoite 
lately  in  this  debate,  that  after  all  the 
subject  of  redistribution  could  be  re- 
ferred to  another  Parliament  without 
making  any  considerable  change  in  the 
character  of  the  Redistribution  Bill  to 
be  afterwards  passed.  I  assent  to  the 
view  that  it  is  essential  that  we  should 
have  redistribution  from  the  present 
House  of  Commons ;  but  I  see  in  the 
present  position,  as  I  believe  the  Leaders 
of  the  Party  opposite  see,  that  there  is 
infinitely  more  certainty  of  a  Redistribu- 
tion Bill  being  passed  than  they  could 
have  foreseen  before.  Under  those  cir- 
cumstances, I  cannot  see  what  is  really 
the  object — the  fighting  object  of  the 
Motion — as  a  Motion — ^which  is  now  be- 
fore the  House.  Would  it  not  be  tiie 
fact  that  in  proportion  as  that  Motion 
were  to  receive  strong  support,  so  the 
hopes  of  a  compromise  would  be  di- 
minished or  removed  ?  ["  No !  "]  That 
depends  on  the  nature  of  the  compro- 
mise hon.  Members  expect.  They  can- 
not expect  that  the  Government  will  de> 
part  from  the  position  which  they  have 
taken  up,  and  which  is  that  the  one  Bill 
shall  not  be  made  dependent  on  the 
other.  I  wish  briefly  to  point  out  to  the 
House  how  I  consider  the  case  to  stand 
in  that  respect.  I  understand  the  Gk>- 
vemment  to  be  determined  to  press  for- 
ward redistribution ;  I  understand  them 
to  be  convinced  that  their  plan  is  such 
that  it  will  command  not  only  the  assent 
of  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
but  that  it  will  be  so  drawn  as  to  form  at 
least  proper  material  to  be  dealt  with 
in  the  manner  in  which  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister suggested  that  it  should  be  dealt 
with — namely,  by  the  House  at  large. 
[An  hon.  Member:  Why  not  produce 
it  ?]  An  hon.  Member  says  "  Why  not 
produce  it  ?  "  Because  the  Government 
are  reminded  even  in  this  debate  by  hon. 
Members  opposite  that  if  it  is  produced 
the  Franchise  Bill  will  be  made  depen- 
dent upon  that  measure.  The  Gk>Tem- 
ment  have  stated  that  they  will  give 
every  information  with  regard  to  this 
Bill,  provided  they  do  not  place  the 
Franchise  Bill  in  jeopardy.  Now,  hon. 
Members  opposite  ask  what  guarantees 
will  the  Government  give  ?  And  I  must 
say  I  think  the  reply  given  from  this 
side  of  the  House  is  perfectly  justified— 
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namely,  what  guarantees  will  Members 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  give  that 
if  the  EedistribiitioQ  Bill  is  prorJuced 
the  Franchise  Bill  will  bo  passed  V  It 
appears  to  me  that  both  nicies  have  ap* 
proaehed  very  nearly  indeed  to  fi  settle- 
ment, and  that  the  ono  point  upon  which 
difference  still  exists  relates  to  the  pre- 
else  moment  at  which  the  Eedietribution 
Bill  should  be  passed.  Now,  since  last 
Session  we  have  this  additional  se- 
curity— we  see  now  that  if  the  Fran- 
chise Bin  is  immediately  removed  from 
this  arena,  and  sent  to  '*  another  place,*' 
we  shall  have  a  clear  space  of  time 
before  us  for  dealing  with  redistribu- 
tion. We  shall  have  more  time  be- 
fore ns  than  we  could  have  expected 
]f  we  had  not  had  this  Autumn  Session  ; 
and  I  consider  that  if  the  Government 
will  introduce  the  Hedistribution  Bill 
this  Autumn  Session,  and  undertake 
that  this  Session  shall  be  continued  so 
that  the  work  done  in  it  may  be  carried 
forward  into  the  next  Session,  that  then 
infinitely  more  security  will  have  been 
given  than  we  should  otherwise  have 
had.  The  guarantees — and  I  wish  for 
guarantees  as  much  aa  hon.  Members 
opposite — the  guarantees  which  hon. 
Members  want  refer  to  two  separate 
points.  One  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  the  other  is  the  power  of 
the  Government.  As  regards  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government,  I  trust  that  all 
in  this  House  are  now  convinced  that  it  is 
not  only  their  intention^  but  that  it  is  their 
earnest  hope,  to  carry  forward  this  great 
qnestion  to  a  settlement  as  a  whole.  I 
do  not  admit  that  there  can  now  be  any 
question  of  the  bona  fides  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  regard  to  that  intention ; 
and  I  hope  that  1  may  also  add  that  it 
ie  not  only  the  intention,  but  the  earnest 
hope,  of  the  great  bulk  of  the  Liberal 
Party  that  this  result  should  be  achieved. 
If  also  it  is  the  hope  and  the  intention, 
as  it  is  the  interest,  of  the  great  Party 
opposite  that  a  Bill  drawn  on  those  lin^s 
wKich  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  sketched 
should  be  passed  by  this  Parliament,  for 
my  part  I  think  that  the  risks  have  been 
BO  diminished  that  we  can  accept  the 
position,  and  go  forward  with  a  determi- 
nation to  carry  a  Redistribution  Bill; — 
[**0h,  oh  !"1— and  it  appears  tome  that, 
notwithetanding  sundry  discordant  notes 
from  the  Party  opposite,  that  is  their 
hope,  and  almost  their  expectation.  8o  I 
believe  that,  whatever  may  be  the  result 


of  the  vote  to-night,  it  wOl  be  possible — 
that  it  will  be  the  intention  of  the  Party 
opposite  to  do  that  which  the  country 
desires  that  we  should  all  do- — namely, 
unite  in  passing  a  Redistribution  Bill. 
I  will  venture  to  give  one  more  reason 
why  I  niyself  am  most  anxious  that  the 
present  Government  should  deal  with 
this  Redistribution  Bill,  and  that  it 
should  be  dealt  with  in  the  present  Par- 
liament, I  trust  I  may  be  permitted  to 
say  that  I  consider  tho  statement  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  in  explaining  his  views  on 
Redistribution  as  most  statesmanlike,  as 
most  English,  and  in  the  best  sense  Con- 
servative as  well  as  Liberal.  If  one  con- 
trasts the  indications  which  have  been 
given  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  of  his 
intentions  with  regard  to  Redistribution 
with  the  hints  and  the  suggestions 
which  have  been  made  by  the  Party  op- 
posite, I  believe  that  more  confidence  w^ill 
be  felt  in  the  Redistribution  Bill  as  it 
will  bo  proposed  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  than  would  be  felt  if  it  were  in 
the  hands  of  the  Painty  opposite,  not 
from  one  point  of  view  only,  but  from 
every  point  of  view — even  the  very 
Conservative  point  of  view  which  the 
Party  opposite  might  wish  to  further. 
That  is  a  point  which  cannot  have  es- 
caped attention  ;  and  I  trust  I  may  say 
one  word  upon  the  subject,  becauee  it 
appears  to  me  to  be  of  extreme  import- 
ance. My  right  hon.  Friend  sketched 
what  he  considered  ought  to  be  the  at- 
tributes of  a  Redistribution  Bill.  He 
said  that  it  should  be  large,  that  it 
should  be  simple,  and  that  it  shoidd  be 
equitable.  He  then  asked  a  number  of 
most  important  and  pertinent  questions, 
which  show  how  deeply  my  right  hon. 
Friend  wasconfiideiing  to  what  extent  you 
might  introduce  greater  popular  liber- 
ties and  fit  them  into  the  present  system 
of  our  Constitution.  Ron.  Members 
opposite  in  the  comments  which  they 
have  made  have  called  attention  to  that 
part  of  his  speech  in  which  he  spoke  of 
the  simplicity  and  largeness  of  the  Bill ; 
but  they,  almost  without  exception,  have 
passed  over  the  questions  which  he 
asked.  My  right  hon.  Friend  asked  the 
following  questions: — **  Was  anything 
to  be  allowed  to  prescription  ?  '*  Not  a 
word  has  been  said  by  hon.  Members 
opposite  with  regard  to  the  suggestion 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  on  this  point — 
**  Shall  anything  be  allowed  to  prescrip- 
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tionj" — yet  my  right  hon.  Friend 
asked  the  question  in  a  tone  by  which 
anyone  could  understand  that  his  own 
answer  would  be  **  Yes."  **  Shall  we," 
he  asked  again,  *^  have  regard  to  commu- 
nities as  distinct  from  individuals?  "  Let 
us  remember  that  the  representation  of 
communities  is  the  old  English  system — 
and  he  asked  the  question  in  a  tone 
that  indicated  that  he  evidently  meant 
that  the  answer  in  his  own  mind 
would  be  **Yes."  But  while  hon. 
Members  opposite  have  always  spoken 
of  the  separation  of  urban  and  rural 
interests,  not  one  word  has  fallen  from 
them  with  regard  to  the  important 
point  of  whether  we  shall  have  regard  to 
communities  as  distinct  from  individuals. 
Again  my  right  hon.  Friend  asked — 
"Shall  we  treat  large  towns,  giving  full 
and  absolute  effect  to  the  representation 
of  numbers?"  He  complimented  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  on  the  way 
in  which  he  put  the  case  in  favour  of 
such  an  arrangement ;  but  the  form  of 
that  compliment  showed  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  his  own  mind  dis- 
sented from  that  view,  as  he  had 
shadowed  forth  in  a  previous  speech 
that  he  did  not  consider  it  necessary 
to  give  full  and  absolute  efiPect  to  the 
representation  of  numbers.  Lastly,  he 
asked  —  "  Shall  there  be  distinctions 
between  urban  and  rural  interests?" 
But  of  all  those  questions  the  Conser- 
vative Party  have  only  fastened  upon 
one — that  there  must  be  a  distinc- 
tion between  urban  and  rural  interests. 
I  must  apologize  to  the  House  for  intro- 
ducing this  question,  which  I  must 
admit  is  not  entirely  ad  rem.  But  we 
see  that  arrangements  are  in  the  air ; 
we  see  there  is  a  hope  that  the  two  sides 
may  agree  with  regard  to  the  principles 
of  the  Eedistribution  Bill  ;  and  so  per- 
haps I  may  be  pardoned  if  I  have  called 
attention  to  these  most  important  points 
in  the  speech  of  my  righthon.  Friend,  and 
which,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  increase 
the  desire  which  I  feel  that  we  should 
have  time  and  opportunity  as  soon  as 
possible  to  deal  with  the  redistribution 
scheme.  The  Party  opposite  are  thinking 
mainly  of  the  separation  of  urban  and 
rural  districts.  yExpretsions  of  dis8$nt,~\ 
Am  I  to  understand  that  that  murmur 
is  one  of  dissent  ?  [An  hon.  Membbh  : 
And  a  good  many  other  things.]  An 
hon.  Member  says — ''  And  a  good  many 
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other  things."  But  the  many  other 
things  have  not  been  brought  before 
us.  Let  me  read,  as  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  hold  that  view,  what  was  said 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Eandolph  ChuroMU)  at 
Carlisle  on  the  8th  of  October — 

'*I  believe  myself  that  that  scheme  of  re- 
distribution will  be  most  likely  to  secure  the 
assent  of  Parliament  and  the  approval  of  the 
country  which  approximates  most  nearly  to  the 
representation  based  solely  upon  numbers,  and 
which,  while  preserving  a  distinction  between 
the  agricultux^  and  manufacturing  distriotSy 
creates  as  a  general  rule  single-Member  con- 
stituencies.** 

Does  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  cheer  these  sentiments  ? 
Let  the  country  mark  that  passage. 
Are  those  the  lines  upon  which  the  Con- 
servative Party  are  prepared  to  assent 
to  a  Bill  for  redistribution  which  is  going 
to  be  introduced  ?  Is  this  the  prioe 
which  they  ask  for  going  forward  with 
the  extension  of  the  suffirage  ?  Some 
hon.  Members  \vill  say  to  me  that  it  is 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  who  is  saying 
this,  and  he  is  not  responsible.  I  decline 
to  admit  that,  because  we  are  told  re- 
peatedly, and  we  know,  that  there  is  no 
Member  of  the  Party  opposite  to  whom 
the  organizers  of  Conservative  Associa- 
tions look  with  more  confidence  than  to 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock. ['*No,  no  ! 'n  It  is  disputed, 
but  I  find  that  the  cries  of  •*  No,  no !  " 
are  more  frequent  from  below  the 
Gangway  than  from  the  great  Party 
opposite.  L**  No,  no ! "]  It  is  admitted 
that  the  noble  Lord,  as  a  fighting  Con- 
servative, representing  the  modern  Tory 
Democracy,  is  the  greatest  favourite  at 
Provincial ,  meetings  of  every  kind.  I 
do  not  wish  to  push  that  argument 
further  than  to  say  this — that  this  is  a 
most  significant  declaration,  and  that  it 
well  deserves  the  attention  of  the  Con- 
servative Party.  What  I  wish  to  call 
attention  to  is  that  the  speeches  of  the 
noble  Lord  point  to  the  representation 
of  numbers  and  the  separation  of  the 
urban  and  rural  districts.  I  can  conceive 
no  greater  danger  to  the  reed  Conser- 
vative interests  of  the  country  than  that 
the  Conservatives  should  think  that  they 
can  intrench  themselves  simply  in  the 
agricultural  parts  of  the  country,  while 
the  Liberals  are  to  have  a  monopoly  of 
the  great  towns.  It  is  the  Provincial 
town  life  of  the  country  which  has  to  be 
considered  as  well  as  that  of  the  large 
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towns  and  the  purely  agricultural  dis- 
tricts, We  860  how  constantly  the 
aimple  principle  of  uumbera  is  put  for- 
ward»  either  on  behalf  of  those  whom  I 
may  call  the  agricultural  democracy,  or 
on  the  part  of  the  population  of  the  great 
towns.  I  think  that  sometimes  a  voice 
should  he  raised  for  those  other  varied 
interests  of  the  country^  and  I  venture 
to  hope  that  in  any  agreement  which 
may  be  come  to  between  the  two  great 
Parties  of  the  State  these  considerations 
wiJl  receive  a  foremost  place,  It  is  be- 
cause I  see  a  determination  on  the  part 
of  the  Prime  Minister  to  recognize 
that  we  cannot  pidl  down  the  whole 
of  our  electoral  maebinery  simply  in 
order  to  secure  the  sepiaration  of  agri- 
cultural from  ui*bau  interest*,  but  that 
we  must  proceed  on  the  old  lines,  while 
giving  that  increase  ol  power  to  the 
popular  element  which  the  times  de- 
mand, that  I  shall  do  my  best  to  sup- 
port my  right  hou.  Friend  in  pressing 
forward  the  Redistribution  Bill,  I  ven- 
ture to  hope,  in  the  interests  of  both  aides 
of  the  House,  and  in  order  that  we  may 
redeem  our  character  as  apractical  Assem- 
bly, that,  being  so  near  a  union  as  we  are, 
means  may  be  found  to  call  forth  concea- 
eions,  if  necessary,  on  each  s^ide,  with  the 
object  of  bringing  about  that  arrange- 
ment which  almost  everyone  desires. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  raised  a  question  as 
to  whether  it  was  correct  or  not  to  say 
that  the  debate  of  this  evening  would  be 
a  memorable  one.  It  seems  to  me  that, 
whatever  may  be  said  as  to  the  debate, 
there  is  no  doubt  whatever  that  the 
decision  of  this  evening  is  likely  to 
be  a  very  memorable  decision.  I  am 
bound  to  Bay  that  X  do  not  think  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
likely  to  contribute  as  much  as  perhaps 
he  hoped  and  wished  to  do  towards  an 
amicable  and  satisfactory  solution.  There 
have  been  two  speeches  from  the  opposite 
Benches  this  evening  to  which  I  have 
listened  with  somewhat  mingletl  feel- 
ings. I  mean  the  speech  which  has  juet 
been  delivered  and  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr,  Lahouchere).  It  was  impossible  not 
to  Boe  that — at  all  events  as  regards  the 
hon  Member  for  Northampton — it  was 
no  object  on  his  part  to  facilitate  a  set- 
tlement of  this  question.  We  were  not 
surprised   to  find  that   in  lu«   observa- 


tions he  took  pains  to  bring  forward 
every  expression  that  had  fallen  from 
the  Prime  Minister  or  from  any  other 
Member  of  the  Government  which  might 
throw  an  impediment  in  the  way  of 
making  an  arrangement  by  which  the 
two  measures  of  the  Franchise  Bill  and 
the  Redistribution  Bill  should  be  taken 
in  the  present  Session.  And  in  the 
speech  to  which  we  have  just  listened 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  although 
he  professes  to  desire  that  rapid  pro- 
gres^e  should  ho  made  with  the  Redistri- 
bution Bill,  atill  I  think  there  were  not 
a  few  expressions  that  fell  from  him 
which  tended  rather  to  make  that  more 
diflacult  than  less  difiicult.  Now,  .Str»  I 
do  not  think  that  any  particular  advan- 
tage is  to  be  derived  for  this  discussion 
from  the  repeated  taunts  that  are  thrown 
out  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite 
side  against  Meaibers  of  the  Conservative 
Party  with  regard  to  what  is  called  the 
date  of  their  conversion.  I  admit  that 
for  a  smart  Party  debate  such  taunts 
may  do  very  well  j  but  when  we  come  to 
consider  how  we  are  to  solve  a  very  im- 
port aot  and  a  very  practical  question,  I 
think  that  those  taunts  are  sometimes 
rather  misleading.  However,  as  far  as 
I  myself  am  conoemed^ — and  I  believe 
I  may  say  that  1  share  the  feelings  and 
the  history  c»f  a  very  large  number  of 
those  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House — 
I  am  prepared  to  state  very  shortly  and 
very  simply  what  the  course  of  my  own 
mind  has  been  on  this  subject.  I  have 
always  felt  that  it  was  a  very  undesir- 
able and  a  very  critical  move  to  make  an 
alteration — a  large  alteration — in  the 
electoral  system  of  the  country.  I  have 
always  considered  that  whatever  defects 
of  a  minor  character  might  be  pointed 
out  in  it,  it  was  better  that  we  should 
put  up  with  some  defects  than  that  wo 
should  be  frequently  reopening  discus- 
sions on  the  basis  of  our  Constitution ; 
and  it  has  certainly  seemed  to  me  that 
however  willing  w^e  might  be  to  enfran- 
chise a  large  number  of  our  fellow- citi- 
zens, still  such  a  measure  as  that  ought 
not  to  be  taken  raahly  or  carelessly,  or 
without  very  good  cause  and  considera- 
tion. Therefore,  after  the  settlement 
an-ived  at  in  the  years  1867  and  1868,  it 
did  not  appear  to  me  to  be  a  very  desir- 
able thing  that  we  should  for  some  time 
to  come,  at  all  events,  stir  up  the  ques- 
tion of  our  representation  ;  and  in  all  dis- 
cussions that  have  taken  place  since  the 
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year  1874 — or,  indeed,  sinoe  an  earlier 
period  than  that,  when  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancollor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  first  brought 
this  matter  before  the  House — ^in  all  the 
discussions  I  have  pursued  much  the 
same  line  of  argument,  and  I  think 
most  of  those  who  have  spoken  on  this 
side  have  pursued  much  the  same 
Hue — namely,  that  however  desirable  in 
itself  the  admission  of  an  additional 
number  of  voters  to  the  Electorate  might 
be,  still  it  was  a  step  that  ought  not  to 
betaken  hastily  or  rashly,  but  that  it  must 
be  taken  in  connection  with  a  revision  of 
our  whole  electoral  system,  and  that  it 
was  not  altogether  desirable  that  when 
this  measure  should  be  brought  forward, 
we  should  undertake  that  great  and 
disturbing  controversy  piecemeal.  I 
have  felt  that  for  a  considerable  time, 
and  I  am  not  sure  that  I  should  have 
parted  with  it  if  it  had  still  been  in  my 
power  to  retain  that  position  for  some 
time  to  come.  But  when  this  measure 
had  been  brought  forward  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  when  they 
had  taken  upon  themselves  the  responsi- 
bility of  saying  that  the  time  had  come 
when  a  great  change  must  be  made,  and 
a  larger  addition  by  far  than  was  ever 
yet  known  should  be  made  to  the  elec- 
toral body — when  that  measure  had  been 
brought  forward  on  the  authority  of  the 
responsible  Government,  and  had  been 
pressed  upon  the  House,  it  certainly 
seemed  to  me  that  as  it  was  a  proposi- 
tion which  in  itself  I  could  not  deny  to 
be  a  reasonable  and  fair  one,  when  the 
proper  time  came  I  should  not  be  in- 
disposed to  accept  that  proposal,  on  the 
condition  that  it  should  be  carried  out 
with  all  the  care  and  gravity,  all  the  con- 
sideration, and  in  conjunction  with  all 
the  other  measures  of  a  proper  descrip- 
tion which  ought  to  be  connected  with 
it.  I  myself  felt  that  which  was  felt  by 
my  late  lamented  Friend  Mr.  Disraeli, 
when  the  question  was  first  stirred  in 
this  House,  after  the  Reform  Act  of 
1867.  Mr.  Disraeli  said  that  he  and  the 
Conservative  Party,  for  whom  he  spoke, 
were  in  no  way  apprehensive  of  the  ad- 
mission of  a  large  body  of  agricul- 
turists to  the  country  franchise.  But, 
on  the  other  hand,  he  reminded  the 
House  that  if  such  an  addition  were  to 
be  made,  as  would  largely  disturb  the 
balance  of  our  electoral  system,  it  would 
be  obviously  necessary  to  accompany  it 
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with  a  large  alteration  in  ourrepreae&ta- 
tive  system,  and  that  was  a  measure  for 
which  he  did  not  consider  that  the 
country,  at  the  time,  was  prepared  or  for 
which  there  was  any  demand.  But  we 
are  now  in  a  different  position ;  we  axe 
now  in  the  position  that  having  had  this 
matter  brought  before  us,  and  haTing 
discussed  it  as  we  have  done,  we  frankly, 
and  without  reserve,  accept  the  proposi- 
tion which  was  made  by  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  in  the  Franchise  Bill  for  tiie 
introduction  of  this  large  addition  to  the 
body  of  electors ;  but  we  accept  it  sub- 
jeot  to  the  same  condition  as  that  which 
Mr.  Disraeli  laid  down — namely,  that 
the  whole  of  our  representative  system 
should  be  considered  together,  when  you 
are  making  so  large  a  change  as  this, 
and  that  in  whatsoever  has  to  be  done 
you  should  take  into  consideration  the 
necessary  accompanyingmeasures.  Now, 
of  course,  among  these  measures  and  far 
above  any  other  is  that  for  the  redistri- 
bution of  seats.  And  I  hope  I  may  be 
allowed,  without  giving  any  offence,  to 
refer  for  a  moment  to  that  often-quoted 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John 
Bright).  I  quote  it  not  for  the  purpose 
of  using  it  in  any  way  as  a  taunt  against 
him,  or  to  say  that  there  is  in  it  anythin£^ 
inconsistent  with  the  view  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  takes  and  has  ex- 
pressed, or  with  the  conduct  that  he  has 
pursued,  in  regard  to  Eedistribution 
Bills  ;  but  I  desire  to  quote  it  simply  for 
this  purpose — that  I  wish  to  cite  the  high 
authority  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman— 
an  admittedly  high  authority  on  ques- 
tions of  the  representation  of  the  people 
— as  to  the  very  great  importance  of  re- 
distribution. I  admit  that  he  has  re- 
peatedly said  that  the  two  measures- 
enfranchisement  and  redistribution-^ 
may  be  dealt  with,  and  ought  to  be 
dealt  with  in  separate  Bills.  That, 
however,  is  not  the  point  to  which  I 
wish  now  to  draw  attention ;  but  I  wish 
to  show  the  very  great  and  high  im- 
portance which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man attached  to  redistribution,  and 
which  I  understand  he  still  attaches 
to  it,  and  I  call  attention  to  it  for 
the  puri)08e  of  meeting  objections, 
such  as  those  which  fell  even  from  the 
Prime  Minister,  who  appeared  to  think 
that  there  is  no  question  at  all  to 
be  compared  in  importance  with  the 
extension  of  the  franchise,  and  that  as  to 
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the  work  of  tiie  redistribution  of  seats 
it  18  almost  a  work  of  supererogation. 
[Mr.  Gladstone:  No.]  I  do  not  say 
tbat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  used  that 
expresdioQ ;  but  he  has  been  conetantly 
anxioua  to  impress  on  the  House  and 
the  country  that  tho  redistribution  of 
seats  is  certainly  a  matter  more  or  Iobs 
desirable,  but  that  the  question  of  en- 
franchisoment  is  the  paramount  object — 
that,  in  fact»  it  is  so  completely  para- 
mouut  that  everything  else  must  be 
sacrificed  to  it — and  tbat,  as  regards  the 
Redistribution  Bill,  we  must  be  ready 
to  accept  a  pledge  from  the  Government 
that  when  Parliament  has  dealt  with  it, 
and  disposed  of  the  whole  question  of 
the  franchise,  they  will  deal  in  some 
way  or  other  with  the  other  (piestioQ  of 
the  redistribution  of  seats.  I  say  that 
they  are  relegating  the  question  of  Re- 
distribution to  a  comparatively  backward 
position  which  is  not  at  all  in  accord- 
ance with  its  real  importance.  Now, 
Sir,  I  think  I  may  say,  without  any  fear 
of  t*ontradictioB,  tliat  in  a  matter  of  such 
enormous  importance  as  this  of  the  re- 
settlement of  the  electoral  system,  it  is 
right  that  we  should  look  round  us  and 
consider  every  point  in  the  system.  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  I  did  not  see  the 
justice  of  the  criticism  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Presideritof  the  Local 
Government  Board  ( 8 ir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
passed  on  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend 
tbe  Member  for  West  Suffolk  (Mr* 
Biddell)  last  night,  when  he  criticized 
the  action  of  the  hon.  Member,  and 
Baid — and  there  was  some  Inconsistency 
in  the  observation — tbat  there  was  no 
measure  which  required  more  considera- 
tion than  one  for  the  redistribution  of 
seats,  and  at  the  same  time  expressed  a 
fear  tbat  a  measure  for  the  redistri- 
bution of  seats  might  be  too  hastily 
thrust  down  the  throats  of  the  Liberal 
Party  by  the  influence  of  tbe  Prime 
Minister-  My  hon.  Friend  was  putting 
two  things  together  which  he  had  a  per- 
fectly legitimate  and  logical  right  to  put 
together,  and  which  told  strongly  in 
favour  of  his  argument.  My  hon.  Friend 
said  that  this  was  a  matter  upon  which  we 
feared  that  if  it  did  not  receive  that  con- 
sideration, it  might  be  thrust  down  the 
throats  of  tbe  House  by  the  influence  of 
the  Prime  Minister  and  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  I  say  that  that  is  a  danger 
to  which  we  are  very  seriously  alive, 
and  which  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that 


we  should  guard  against.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  in  his  com- 
ments this  evening,  drew  a  distinction 
between  the  position  assumed  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  forSouth- 
West  Lancashire  (Sir  E.  Assheton  Cross) 
and  that  assumed  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope),  who  moved  this  Amendraentp 
and  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton), 
He  was»  apparently,  desirous  of  estab- 
lishing some  kind  of  distinction  between 
the  positions  of  these  hon.  Members.  I 
entirely  deny  that  there  is  any  ground 
for  such  distinction  as  ho  attempted  to 
draw.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  brought  forward  with 
very  great  clearness,  in  a  very  concise 
form,  and,  as  I  thought,  in  a  very  tem- 
perate manner,  the  various  ohjectiona 
which  we  raise  in  regard  to  this  mea- 
sure. He  brought  forward  the  conten- 
tion that  it  would  be  unsatisfactory  to 
deal  with  this  question  of  the  franchise 
unless  we  get  security  that  the  redistri- 
bution of  seats  would  be  bi-ought  for- 
ward in  such  a  manner  that  we  could 
deal  with  the  question  as  a  whole ;  and 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  3Iember  for 
Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  took 
very  much  the  same  line.  He  spoke 
late  in  the  evening,  and  when  several 
qtiestions  bad  been  raised  which  rather 
called  for  an  answer;  but  there  was  no 
distinction  whatever  in  principle  or 
spirit  between  the  speeches  of  my  two 
hon.  Friends  last  night  and  that  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  to-night.  The  posi- 
tion we  have  always  taken  up  is  the 
position  wp  etill  maintain,  and  is  one 
from  which  we  cannot  recede,  We  en- 
tirely agree  that  the  Franchise  Bill 
ought  to  bo  passed.  We  hold  the  same 
grounds  which  led  us  to  believe  that  it 
now  ought  to  pass,  and  which  also  led 
us  to  believe  that  it  was  desirable  the 
settlement  should  be  an  early  and  a 
speedy  settlement,  provided  only  that  it 
be  a  satisfactory  settlement.  We  are 
anxious — we  are  probably  more  anxious 
tban  many  hon.  Members  who  sit  on 
that  side  of  the  House  —  for  such  a 
settlement.  We  are  conscious  that  there 
are  ^Gentlemen,  and  especially  among 
those  who  sit  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
who  are  not  so  anxious  that  this  ques^ 
tion  should  be  fairly  decided.  We  are 
anxioui  because  we  know  tbat  if  this 
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question  is  not  decided,  there  is  no  say- 
ing what  other  questions  may  be  opened, 
or  of  the  course  that  may  be  taken  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  and  pressed  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  But  we  feel, 
also,  that  if  we  allow  a  pretended  settle- 
ment of  this  question,  when  it  is  not 
settled,  if  we  allow  ourselves  to  be 
carried  away  by  vague  generalities  into 
expressions  of  satisfaction  when  we  are 
not  satisfied,  we  shall  have  no  security 
for  the  settlement  of  the  question,  and 
we  know  perfectly  well  that  we  shall 
leave  ourselves  in  a  very  dangerous  posi- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  for  South wark 
(Mr.  Thorold  Rogers)  gave  us  a  few 
specimens  last  night  of  the  way  in  which 
he  would  like  to  deal  with  this  question. 
He  told  us  that  he  would  not  be  at  all 
satisfied  with  the  measure  of  enfran- 
chisement proposed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Goxemment,  and  that  he  desires  to  do 
away  with  a  great  many  franchises  and 
a  great  many  methods  of  voting  which 
we  now  possess  and  which  we  do 
not  intend  to  interfere  with.  He  says 
he  is  for  putting  down  the  freemen, 
for  putting  down  University  representa- 
tion, and  for  putting  down,  as  I  under- 
stood, all  property  qualifications — at  all 
events,  putting  down  plural  voting,  which 
seemed  to  be  the  point  at  which  he  was 
aiming — indeed,  for  putting  down  every- 
thing in  the  shape  of  a  property  qualifi- 
cation. These  are  matters  which  we  are 
not  desirous  of  leaving  open,  and  we 
think  that  now  is  the  time  and  now  is 
the  opportunity  when  we  can  come  to 
the  consideration  of  these  questions  in  a 
fair,  deliberate,  and  unexcited  manner, 
and  so  that  the  settlement  should  be  of 
a  lasting  character.  Nothing  of  that 
kind  is,  of  course,  eternal;  but  it  is  of 
the  greatest  importance  to  the  country 
that  whatever  settlement  we  arrive  at 
now  should  be  one  of  an  enduring  cha- 
racter, and  one  that  would  not  require 
to  be  opened  up  again  every  two  or 
three  years  after  the  settlement  has  been 
made.  With  a  view  to  a  settlement  of 
such  a  character,  I  think  it  is  of  the 
utmost  importance  that  we  should  look 
at  every  part  of  the  settlement  we  now 
make,  in  order  to  see  that  it  is  one 
which  is  consistent  with  itself.  On  that 
ground,  I  am  particularly  ajixious  that 
we  should  have  the  plan  of  redistribu- 
tion before  us,  and  should  be  able  to 
discuss  and  consider  that  plan,  as  far  as 
possible,  in  connection  with  the  Fran- 
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chise  Bill.  Now,  we  have  heard  some- 
thing about  compromise.  I  have  alwaja 
said  in  the  country,  and  I  am  equally 
ready  to  say  now,  that  we  regard  this 
question  of  Redistribution  as  one  of  such 
a  complicated  character  that  it  is  pre- 
eminently a  question  which  must  be  dis- 
cussed in  a  free  spirit,  and  one  on  which 
we  must  be  prepared  to  make  a  certain 
number  of  concessions  on  the  one  side 
and  the  other.  If  you  maintain  the 
principles  shadowed  forth  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  I  do  not  see  any  insuperable 
difficulty — any  great  difficulty — in  ar- 
riving at  the  settlement  of  a  Redistri- 
bution Bill.  But  it  will  not  do  for  ns 
to  say  that  we  do  not  want  to  have 
something  before  us  of  a  real  and  de- 
finite character.  Anybody  who  has  had 
experience  in  diplomatic  transactions,  or 
anything  of  that  kind,  is  perfectly  well 
aware  that  nothing  is  more  dangerous 
than  half-imderstanding^ ;  and  if  we  are 
to  deal  with  a  question  of  this  kind,  we 
should  not  be  content  with  a  half-under- 
standing upon  the  matter,  but  we  must 
endeavour,  as  far  as  possible,  to  have  a 
real  understanding.  I  think  that  is  a 
point  on  which  we  ought  to  insist  with 
reference  to  the  interests  of  the  country, 
and  I  think  it  is  particularly  desirtible 
now  that  we  should  insist  upon  it,  be- 
cause of  the  very  remarkable  position 
in  which  this  question  stands  be&re  the 
country.  My  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill),  in  the  remarkably  able  speech 
which  he  made,  spoke  of  the  great  trans- 
formation which  has  taken  place  on  this 
question  during  the  last  few  months. 
But,  without  going  into  questions  of 
transformation,  I  would  point  out  how 
very  important  is  the  position  in  which 
this  question  stands  with  reference  to 
the  mode  in  which  it  has  been  discussed 
and  the  mode  in  which  it  has  been 
brought  before  the  notice  of  the  great 
body  of  the  country  during  the  past 
few  months.  Nothing,  1  think,  could 
be  more  creditable,  whichever  side  we 
are  speaking  of — of  course,  laying  aside 
a  few  exceptional  circumstances — no- 
thing could  be  more  creditable  to  the 
great  mass  of  the  people  of  this  country 
than  the  manner  in  which  they  have 
attended  to  the  arguments  that  hare 
been  addressed  to  them  upon  this  ques- 
tion— addressed  to  them  by  speakers  on 
both  sides— and  the  great  intelligenee 
and  great  acuteness  which  they  have 
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brought  to  boar  upon  them.     But  if  I 
malie   that  admission,  as  I  frankly  do, 
with  regard  to  those  who  have  mot  to- 
gether to  support  the  policy  of  Her  Ma* 
je6ty*8  Government,  and  to  press  for  the 
speedy  extension  of  the  franchise,  much 
more  even  do  I  make  the  claim  on  be- 
half of  those  who  have  attended  to  sup- 
port the  meetings  of  the  Opposition  on 
this  subject — and  I  say  much  more  for 
this  reason— thai  the  Government  had 
to  say — '*  Will  you  have  this  extension 
of  the  franchise  we  promise  you,  and  will 
you  pass  Eesolutions  in  favour  of  pro- 
ceeding in  the  way  we  think  that  we  can 
best  give  it  you  ?  "     That  is  a  very  easy 
and  a  very  simple  question  for  them  to 
answer.     But  what  we  have  had  to  say 
has  been  of  a  much  more  difficult  cha- 
racter.    P *  H ear,  h ear  I  * '  and 2fm in teria I 
eheers.'\  Hon,  Gentlemen  opposite  cheer  ; 
but  they  will  in  a  moment  see  that  we 
had  to  meet  men  who  desired  the  exten- 
aion  of  the  franchise  just  as  much  as  the 
supporters  of  the  Government ;  and  yet 
we  had  to  point  out  to  them  that  though 
desirous   of    seeing    the   franchise    ex- 
tended, and  though  ready  to  do  what  we 
could  in  that  direotion,  we  must  also  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  that  was  only 
part  of  the  question — a  part  of  the  ques- 
tion which,  though  iraportaot,  could  not 
be  dealt  with  without  the  other  portion 
*— that  it  wa-*  not  a  question  merely  of 
the  rights  and  desires  of  those  we  wore 
addressing  with  regard  to  the  extension 
to  them  of  the  right  of  voting,  but  that 
it  wa«  a  question  of  what  was  for  the 
benefit  of  the  country,  and  what  was  the 
best  settlement  that  could  be  arranged 
with  a  view  to  a  satisfactory  settlement 
of  our  electoral    system.      We  found 
that  these  men,  keenly  anxious  as  they 
were  to  obtain  the  electoral  franchise, 
were  yet  thoroughly  able  to  comprehend 
the    argument  that  the  whole   subject 
ought  to  be  dealt  with,  and  that  they 
were    as  determined  that  the  measure 
should  be  one  of  a  comprehensive  na- 
ture as  your  audiences  were  that  a  mea- 
sure   should    be    passed   rapidly    and 
speedily.      The  position  we  took,  and 
which    was   embodied  in   a   number  of 
Eesolutions   passed   before  the  Recess, 
and  the  action  of  our  Party  before  the 
end  of  last  Session,  and  which  we  have 
consistently  maintained   before    all  the 
audiences  we  have  addressed — that  posi- 
tion is  one  from  which  we  have  no  right 
to  recede,  and  from  which,  if  ^wo  did  re- 
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cede,  we  should  shake  the  confidence  of 
those  who  have  placed  their  confidence 
in  ua.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
that  the  object  of  passing  the  Franchise 
Bill  is,  with  him,  and  with  the  Govern- 
ment,  and  with   the  Liberal  Party,  a 
paramount  object,     I  am  not  at  all  dis- 
posed to  question  his  right  to  call  it  a 
paramount  object ;  but  what  I  maintain 
is  that,  in  treating  it  as  a  paramount  ob- 
ject, the  Government  have  a  very  much 
better  prospect  of  attaining  that  object 
which  they  say  is  paramount  by  proceed- 
ing in  a   business-like  and   reasonable 
manner  in  regard  to  the  other  question 
with  which   it  is   connected   than  they 
will  have   if    they  ottompt  to  force  it 
on  alone.     There  is  a  Greek  saying  that 
**  the  half  is  better  than  the  whole."     I 
do  not  know  the  precise  sense  in  which 
those  words  have  sometimes  been  used; 
but,  applying  them  to  the  present  case, 
I   would   say   that  half  the   trouble  is 
greater  than  the  whole,  and  that  iu  at- 
tempting to  deal  with  this  measure  in 
two  halves,  altogether  separate,  the  Go- 
vernment are  setting  for  themselves  a 
more  formidable  task  than  if  they  were 
contented   to   deal   with  the  whole  to- 
gether.    I  quite  understand  that  in  thej 
present   Session   of    Parliament,    when 
Her  Majesty's  Government  first  brought 
forward  this  measure,  and  did  not  know 
the  reception  it  would  meet  with,  or  how 
far  it  would  be  discussed,  or  what  fate 
it  would  meet  with  in  Committee — I  can 
quite   understand  that  they  thought  it 
was  their  business  to  press  the  measure 
through  by  itself,  and  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  find  time  for  another.     But 
the  position  is  now  entirely  different,  and 
I  do  not  see  that  the  Government  could, 
for  a  moment,  stand  excused  in  the  eyea] 
of  the  country,  or  in  the  eyes  of  any^l 
common-sense  person,  if,  for  the  merti 
purpose  of  adhering  to  what  th«\v  said, 
under   wholly   different    cireumbtances, 
last  Session,  they  persisted  in  a  course 
which  would   stand   in   the    way,    and 
throw   difficulties   in    the   way  oJF    the 
attainment    of    the    vt>ry    object    thoy 
desire.     The    right     hon.    Gentlemaa 
shadowed    forth    in     his    speech    yei- 
terday,  and    last  Session,  some  of  tho 
leading  principles  on  wliirh  he  considofis 
that  a  Kedietribution  Bill  ought  to  bt) 
framed,  and  on  whitdi  w<i  muy  concbido 
that  the  Govern  men  t  have  alr< mdy  pru* 
pared,  or  nearly  prepared,  thoir  a^hemo. 
If  that  is  so,  what  can  b©  the  difflcuUy 
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of  laying  those  proposals  before  the 
House  ?  I  can  say  at  once  for  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
there  is  nothing  in  the  statement  of 
those  principles,  if  he  lays  them  before 
us — there  is  nothing  which  leads  me  to 
believe  that  there  will  be  any  difficulty 
in  framing  a  measure  upon  them  that 
will  be  acceptable  in  its  main  principles 
to  the  great  body  of  the  House.  But 
until  the  Bill  is  framed,  and  until  we 
have  seen  the  Bill,  and  know  how  the 
question  is  worked,  it  is  impossible  for 
us  to  form  an  adequate  opinion.  But  if 
the  Government  intend  to  close  this  Ses- 
sion without  bringing  this  matter  for- 
ward they  are  laying  up  in  store  for 
themselves  a  very  difficult  future,  which 
is  quite  unnecessary.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  who 
got  up  in  his  place  a  short  time  ago, 
taunted  the  Government  with  some  words 
that  they  used  in  July,  to  the  effect  that 
this  Session  would  be  confined  to  the 
particular  purpose  of  passing  the  Fran- 
chise Bill.  I  do  not  think  the  hon. 
Member  is  a  good  friend  to  the  Govern- 
ment in  doing  this.  His  challenges  to 
them  and  his  insistance  upon  such  ex- 
planations may  rather  lead  the  great 
body  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  see 
how  imwise  it  would  be  to  pin  the  Go- 
vernment to  expressions  which  may  have 
been  used  in  the  heat  of  debate,  or  under 
circumstances  very  different  from  the 
present,  in  order  to  prevent  a  satisfac- 
tory solution.  If  the  hon.  Member  de- 
sires to  prevent  a  satisfactory  solution  in 
order  that  the  door  may  be  open  for  him 
to  introduce  by-and-bye  further  ques- 
tions of  a  dangerous  and  mischievous 
character — if  that  is  his  object,  let  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  who,  I  am  sure,  do 
not  share  that  desire,  take  warning  from 
the  plain  and  frank  statement  he  has 
made.  Let  them  see  what  they  are  en- 
dangering if  thoy  do  not  come  to  some 
reasonable  terms  for  the  settlement  of 
the  question.  Our  position  is  an  un- 
changed position  from  that  which  we 
took  up  when  this  Bill  was  first  laid  be- 
fore us,  and  we  decided  on  accepting 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  We 
have  always  taken  the  same  view.  We 
have  expressed  it  here  and  in  the  coun- 
try, and,  whenever  called  upon,  we  shall 
always  be  ready  to  express  it.  We  are 
ready  to  nts-'nt  to  tlio  pissing  of  the  ex- 
tensive measure  of  Keform  contained  in 
the  Franchise  Bill  on  the  understanding 
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that  we  shall  be  able  to  look  upon  the 
whole  measure  of  Beform — the  one  part 
connected  with  the  other.  I  do  not  meaa 
to  say  that  one  shall  be  dependent  upon 
the  other.  I  do  not  ask  you  to  put  the 
two  measures  on  the  Table  together; 
but  I  say  that  we  must  look  at  the  wEoIe 
measure  of  Reform  together,  and  that 
we  cannot  understand  a  mere  portion  of 
the  question  until  we  have  a  dear  idea 
of  what  the  measure  of  redistribution  is 
to  be.  We  are  told  that  it  will  be  a  re- 
distribution scheme  in  which  particular 
care  has  been  taken  to  separate  the 
urban  from  the  rural  districts ;  but  I  do 
not  want  to  see  such  a  separation  brought 
about  on  every  subject  between  the  two 
interests  as  will  lead  to  antagonism,  be- 
tween them.  What  we  desire  is  that 
care  shall  be  taken  to  draw  such  lines  as 
shall  prevent  the  rural  interests  from 
being  swamped,  and  one  class  being  set 
against  the  other.  But  there  are  many 
other  questions  of  great  importance  in 
connection  with  this  subject  of  Keform 
to  be  considered.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Eipon  (Mr.  Goschen)  has  said 
that  we  think  of  nothiufi^  except  this 
distinction  between  the  urban  and  rural 
districts.  He  is  entirely  wrong.  What 
we  desire,  as  well  as  the  Prime  ACinister, 
is  to  see  that  the  system  of  redistribu- 
tion of  seats  is  so  arranged  as  that  each 
different  pursuit  of  importance  shall 
have,  as  far  as  possible,  a  fair  represen- 
tation in  Parliament.  Considering  the 
enormous  importance  of  our  Parliamen- 
tary system  to  those  who  are  engaged  in 
every  kind  and  variety  of  pursuits  in 
this  country,  it  is  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance that  we  should  have  such  a 
Constitution  as  would  give  an  opening 
for  the  representation  of  those  pursuits ; 
and  I  am  afraid,  if  we  are  to  take  the 
theory  of  numbers,  and  nothing  but  num- 
bers, we  should  find  ourselves  in  a  very 
difficult  position,  unless  we  were  so  to  ar- 
range the  details  of  redistribution  as  to 
meet  the  difficulty.  I  hope  and  trust  that 
this  discussion  may  produce  some  prac- 
tical results,  and  that  the  opinions  which 
have  been  expressed  in  various  quarters 
may  show  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  there  is  no  real  difficulty  in  settling 
this  question  if  they  will  on^  trust  to 
the  House,  and  to  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  sit  opposite  to  them.  For  my  own 
part,  I  can  promise  them  that  any  practical 
Kedistribution  Bill  shall  be  received  and 
shall  be  considered  by  those  who  ait  on 
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this  siile  uf  tlie  House  in  a  fipirit  of 
falrnesB,  and  with  a  desire  to  bring 
about  a  eetlement  of  this  dilHcult  ques- 
tion. I  do  not  believe  for  a  moment 
that,  in  ag-rt^eing  to  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  Friend^  wo  shall  in  any  way 
throw  back  the  settlement  uf  this  quos- 
tioiu  On  the  contrary,  I  believe  that  by 
agreeing  to  the  Amendment  we  sliall, 
in  reality,  be  advancing  the  settlement 
of  the  question.  By  agreeing  to  that 
Amendment  we  shall  be  taking  up  the 
position  which  we  took  up  substantially 
two  or  three  months  ago,  and  which  has 
led  to  our  occupying  the  much  more  satis- 
factory position  in  which  we  find  our- 
sol V us  now  with  regard  to  this  question. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  merits 
of  the  course  we  advocate  have  been 
largely  recognLzed  and  greatly  advanced 
by  the  course  of  the  discussion  in  the 
Reeeas  ;  but  we  cannot  and  ought  not  to 
depart  from  the  position  we  furmerly 
took  up.  We  invite  the  Government — 
and  we  are  anxious  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  accept  the  invitation— to 
deal  frankly  with  us  in  this  matter  by 
introducing  their  Redistribution  Bill, 
whicli,  no  doubt,  they  have  by  this  time 
got  well  in  hand  ;  and  wo  can  promise 
them  that  when  they  have  laid  that  Bill 
before  us,  both  that  and  any  other 
measure  which  may  be  connected  with 
it  shall  be  most  carefully  considered, 
with  the  desire  that  it  shall  receive  our 
most  cordial  support. 

The  MARQrEsa  of  HARTINGTON : 
Sir,  there  is  very  little  in  the  speech 
which  has  just  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  of  which  it  is  necessary  that 
I  should  take  notice*  In  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  there  are,  un» 
doubtedly,  many  things  to  which  I  can 
give  an  almost  complete  assent.  We 
all,  on  this  side  of  the  House,  I  believe, 
agree  with  him  in  the  desire  he  has  ex- 
pressed that  the  settlement  of  the 
Reform  Question  on  which  we  are  en- 
gaged should  be  one  of  an  enduring  and 
permanent  character,  and  that  it  should 
not  be  one  which  should  last  for  only  a 
very  small  number  of  years.  Neither 
do  I  take  the  smallest  exception  to  what 
the  right  Lun.  Gentleman  has  said  as  to 
its  being  the  duty  of  the  House  to  look 
at  this  question  as  a  whole.  I  do  not 
objeot,  and  I  think  it  is  perfectly  reason- 
able that  the  House  should  decline  to 
consider  a  mere  portion  of  the  question 
of  Beform,  and  should  desire  to  take  a 


more  comprehensive  view  of  the  great 
change  which  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Franchise  Bill  to  effect.  We  have  never, 
in  my  opinion,  controverted  that  posi- 
tion. All  that  we  have  advised  the 
House  to  do  has  been  to  take  as  compre- 
hensive a  view  of  the  question  as  pos- 
siblo,  but  that  at  the  same  time  they 
should,  in  their  procedure,  have  regard 
to  what  is  possible  and  convenient, 
and  that  they  should  not,  by  tjnng  to- 
gether the  different  parts  of  this  large 
measure  of  Reform,  render  the  handling 
of  the  matter  one  of  great  complica- 
tion and  of  great  difficulty,  and  go  en- 
cumber the  question  aa  to  make  it  al- 
most impossible  to  deal  successfully  with 
any  portion  of  it.  In  my  opinion  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  altogether 
omitted  from  his  view  one  set  of  most 
important  considerations  to  which,  in  the 
few  observations  I  desire  to  make,  I 
s!iall  endeavour  to  call  some  attention. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  obser- 
vations wliich  have  fallen  from  him,  haa 
altogether  omitted  to  deal  with  the 
question  how  far  it  would  be  possible 
to  deal  with  it  in  a  practical  manner^ 
find  with  the  prospect  of  obtaining  a 
speedy  and  satisfactory  result  in  the 
manner  which  he  has  suggested.  I 
do  not  desire  to  detain  the  House  long 
on  this  occasion  for  many  reasons.  My 
main  reason  is  that  I  wish  to  enter  as 
little  as  possible  upon  subjects  which, 
in  this  and  in  former  debates  on  thia 
question,  have  given  rise  to  sharp  and 
acute  controversy.  I  think  it  must  havo 
struck  every  Member  of  the  House  who 
has  listened  to  this  debate  that  there 
has  been  a  vast  difference  in  tone  be- 
tween the  debates  of  last  night  and  to* 
night  and  the  former  debates  on  thia 
subject,  and  there  has  also  been  a 
marked  contrast  in  tone  and  substance 
from  that  of  many  of  the  speechea 
which  were  delivered  during  the  Autumn 
Recess.  I  cannot  help  hoping  that  thia 
marked  contrast  of  tone,  which  haa 
been,  I  think,  so  universally  recognized, 
mainly  points  to  the  hope  that  it  is 
possible  for  Parliament  to  come  to  some 
satisfactory  settlement  of  this  question, 
a  settlement  not  brought  about  by  what 
is  usually  termed  a  compromise,  by 
which  either  Party  shall  surrender  any- 
thing which  they  consider  a  matter  of 
principle,  or  of  importance,  but  rather  a 
settlement  which  may  be  arrived  at  by  a 
procesa  of  discussion  and  eonelderatiou, 
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by  which  it  may  appear  that  there 
is  not,  after  all,  so  much  difiference 
of  opinion  as  was  formerly  supposed 
to  exist  between  any  Parties  in 
this  House  upon  either  of  the  branches 
of  this  great  and  important  question. 
Well,  S^'r,  I  am  naturally  extremely 
anxiouo  to  avoid,  in  the  observations  I 
desire  to  make,  saying  anything  which 
would  strike  a  discordant  note,  or  any- 
thing that  would  tend  to  mar  that  degree 
of  harmony  which,  for  the  first  time,  has 
apparently  been  developed  in  the  debate 
on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  I 
confess  I  was  to  a  certain  extent  dis- 
appointed, as  has  been  said  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke),  both  by  the  tone,  and  also,  to  a 
certain  extent,  by  the  substance  of  the 
speech  in  which  this  Amendment  was 
moved.  I  fully  admit  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  laboured  under  some  difE- 
culties,  because  it  was  impossible  for 
him  to  have  foreseen  or  to  have  had  any 
foreknowledge  of  the  extremely  con- 
ciliatory tone  in  which  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  Bill  would  be  moved  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  and  also  as  to  how 
far  my  right  hon.  Friend  proposed  to 
extend  the  explanation  of  his  statement 
on  the  question  of  the  intentions  of  tlie 
Government  with  regard  to  redistribu- 
tion which  he  made  in  moving  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  Therefore,  I  am  not 
at  all  surprised  that  the  hon.  Member,  in 
moving  an  Amendment  which  was  ap- 
parently in  some  degree  of  a  hostile  and 
controversial  character,  should  have  been 
led  into  delivering  a  speech  of  a  more 
hostile  character  than  I  think  he  would 
have  been  inclined  to  make  if  he  could 
have  had  more  time  to  reflect  upon  both 
the  manner  and  the  substance  of  the 
speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend.  But 
whatever  unfavourable  impressions  may 
have  been  made  on  our  minds  by  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  must 
admit  that  they  have  been  to  a  very 
great  extent  removed  by  the  more  con- 
ciliatory tone  which  has  been  adopted 
this  evening  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South- 
West  Lancashire  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Cross),  and  in  a  great  part  to  that  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill),  and  also  in 
the  speech  we  have  just  listened  to.  I 
gather  from  the  speeoh  of  the  noble 
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Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstobk  tiiat  he 
regards  this  Amendment  rather  in  the 
light  of  an  arm  which  is  kept  in  the 
hands  of  the  Party  to  which  he  beloneSy  in 
order  to  enable  that  Party  to  obtain 
fuller  information  and  to  exact  more 
complete  satisfaction  in  regard  to  that 
which  they  demand  upon  the  subject  of 
redistribution  than  as  an  absolute  con- 
dition which  he  considers  it  necessary 
rigidly  to  adhere  to.  Sir,  on  the  other 
hand,  I  understand  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  E.  Stanhope),  in  his  speech,  re- 
presented this  Amendment  as  a  fair  and 
reasonable  condition  which  the  Gk>Tem- 
ment  might  —  which  the  Gk>vemment 
ought,  and,  in  fact,  so  far  as  the  Oppo- 
sition  is  concerned,  which  the  Gh>Tem- 
ment  must — agree  to  as  the  price  of 
their  allowing  this  Bill  to  pass.  Well, 
now,  let  me  examine  for  a  moment  what 
is  the  character  of  this  so-called  reason- 
able condition.  It  is  that  progress  is 
not  to  be  made  with  this  Bill  unless  it 
is  accompanied  by  a  provision  for  what 
is  termed  a  proper  arrangement  of  elec* 
toral  areas.  Well,  Sir,  those  are  the 
bare  terms  of  the  Amendment  before 
the  House  as  they  have  been  placed  on 
the  Paper ;  but  I  suppose  we  shall  be 
justified  in  understanding  the  words 
"  proper  arrangement "  as  meaning  an 
arrangement  which  would  be  satisfac- 
tory to  the  minority  in  this  House,  an 
arrangement  satisfactory  not  only  in  its 
principles,  but  also  in  its  details.  But 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  went  a 
good  deal  further  than  that.  He  con- 
tended that  before  he  would  pass  this 
Bill  he  must  have  not  only  the  principles 
and  the  manner  in  which  the  Gh>vem- 
ment  propose  to  deal  with  redistribution 
before  him,  but  that  he  must  have  them 
before  him  in  such  a  manner  that  he 
may  be  able  to  deal  with  them,  and,  as 
the  Marquess  of  Salisburr  said,  to 
'*  handle  "  them— in  fact,  tnat  he  was 
determined  to  keep  this  Franchise  Bill 
as  a  sort  of  hostage  in  the  hands  of 
the  Opposition,  which  was  not  to  be 
released  until  perfect  satisfaction  had 
been  exacted  by  the  Opposition  in 
everything  which  related  to  the  redis- 
tribution of  seats.  In  other  words,  Sir, 
the  position  of  the  hon.  Member  was 
this — that  he  would  trust  the  House  of 
Commons  with  nothing  in  the  matter  of 
redistribution ;  that  he  would  trust  the 
majority  of  this  House  with  nothing ; 
that  he  would  rely  not  at  all  upon  good 
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senae^  nor  upon  the  arguments  which 
might  be  brought  forward  on  the  other 
side ;  that  he  would  trust,  in  faot,  to 
nothing  except  to  the  power  he  would 
secure  by  keeping  this  Bill  in  a  state  of 
suspended  animation  until  the  details  of 
the  Redistribution  Bill  had  been  settled, 
and  manipulated  entirelj  to  the  satisfac- 
tion of  the  Tory  Party.  Well,  Sir,  in 
my  opinion,  that  is  not  a  reasonable 
ooadition.  It  is  a  condition  that  amounts 
to  this.  It  is,  according  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers, a  condition  which  is  to  attach  to 
the  passing  of  this  measure,  on  the  pass- 
ing of  which  the  country,  in  our  opinion, 
has  set  its  heart — a  condition,  the  cha- 
racter of  which  is  indefinite,  and  a  con- 
dition which,  after  all,  might  be  im- 
possible of  execution.  Let  the  House 
suppose,  for  a  moment,  that  we  comply 
with  ibis  reasonable  proposal.  What 
would  our  position  be  ?  We  are  at  pre- 
sent almost  in  the  dark  j  we  do  not  know 
what  the  views  oi  the  Opposition  are  on 
tho  subject  of  redistribution,  and  which 
views  we  are  to  satisfy  before  we  are 
to  be  allowed  to  pass  this  measure.  I 
must  dissent  altogether  from  the  opinion 
expressed  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchili)  this  evening,  when  he  said 
that  we  were  already  sufficiently  in  poa- 
sesaion  of  the  views  of  the  Opposition 
oa  the  subject  of  redistribution.  The 
noble  Lord  referred  to  the  speech  of 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  at  Man- 
chester^  and  to  a  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Bai^onet  the  Member  for  East 
Gloucestershire  (Sir  Michael  Hicka- 
Beach).  He  did  not  refer  to  his  own 
speeches,  but  he  gave  us  his  own  opi- 
nion on  the  subject.  I  have  not  had  the 
opportunity  of  referring  to  those  speeches 
since  I  heard  the  noble  Lord ;  but  I  have 
very  distinctly  in  my  mind  an  article 
written  by  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury 
in  Th^  Nattonal  M^vtew  on  the  subject  of 
Redistribution,  which  has  certainly  been 
interpreted  by  a  great  number  of  per- 
sons as  indicating  a  very  stroug  prefer- 
ence for  the  adoption  of  the  cumulative 
vote,  or  of  some  other  form  of  uiinonty 
or  proportional  representation.  Now, 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wond- 
atock  gave  us  to-night  his  own  opinion 
on  the  subject  of  redistribution ;  and  he 
told  us  that  the  soheme  which  he 
favoured,  and  which  he  believed  would 
meet  with  general  approval  on  his  side 
of  the  House,  was  a  scheme  whicb  in 


the  main  would   apportion   representa- 
tion in  proportion  to  numbers,  and  would 
approximate  closely  to  the  single-Mem- 
ber electoral  districts.     Now,  I  hardly 
need  point  out  that  there  is  an  absolute 
contradiction   between    the    cumulative 
vote  and  any  other  form  of  minority  re- 
presentation  and   the   proposal   of  the 
noble  Lord,     What  reason  have  we  to 
know  that  any  of  these  proposals — pro- 
posals which  have  been  put  forward  by 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  himself,  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for   East   Glouceaterehire    (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach),  or  by  the  noble  Lord,  do 
in  deed   and  in  fact  command  the   ap- 
proval and  support  of  any  considerable 
section  of  Members  sitting  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  ?     Why,  within  the 
last  few  momenta  we  have  heard   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  state  opinions  in  regard  to 
redistribution  which   appear    to   me  to 
lean    much    more    towards    tho    views 
which  were  advocated  by  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Eipon  (Mr. 
Goschen)  than  towards  those  advocated 
by    the    noble   Lord    the   Member   for 
Woodstock.     A  part  of  the  proposal  of 
the  noble  Lord  suggested  the  separation 
of  rural  and  urban   districts ;  but   the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  has  just  told 
us  that  he  does  not   wish   to   see   any 
such  sharp  separation  between  rural  and 
urban  districts  as  would  be  likely  in  bia 
opinion  to  mark,  if  it  did  not  engender, 
an  antagonism  of  interest  between  those 
rural  and  urban  districts.     I  cannot  pre- 
tend to  say  that  the  differences  which 
apparently  exist  upon  the  subject  of  re» 
distribution  in  the  ranks  of  the  Conser- 
vative Party  are  ditferences  so  vital  that 
they  are  incapable  of  being  reconciled ; 
but   what  I  am  tempted  to  say  is,  that 
there  is  not  before  us  at  this  moment 
any  such  announced  and  avowed  agree- 
ment among  hon.  Members  opposite  as 
to  what  it  is  they  require  in  the  matter 
of  redistribution  as  would  even  give  us 
any  fair  assui-ance  that  any  Bill  which 
^I    will   not  say  we— but   even   they 
might  introduce  themselves  would  com- 
mand their  universal  assent  and  support. 
Certainly,  if  we  are  to  assume  that  the 
noble  Ijord  does  accurately  represent  the 
views  of  his  Party  in  the  scheme  which 
he  has  set  before  us  to-night,  the  pro- 
gress which  has  been  made  in  the  edu- 
cation of  his  Party  is  enormous.    I  say, 
without  fear  of  contradiction,  that  if  the 
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Government  had  last   February  intro- 
duced, in  conj unction    with  the   Fran- 
chise Bill,   a  measure  of  redistribution 
framed  on  the  principles  indicated   by 
the  noble  Lord  to-night,  that  nn?asure 
would    have    been    almoet    universally 
scouted  by  hon.  Members  sitting  on  the 
Benches   opposite    as   a    revolutionary 
supplement  to  a  revolutionary  Bill,  and 
as  an  emanation  of  the  Caucus  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
ia  said  to  preside  over.     Well,  Sir,  this 
is  to  a  great  extent  our  answer,  and  the 
only  answer  we  can  give  to  those  cate- 
gorical inquiries  put  to  us  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gib- 
son),    The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman wants  to  know  when  we  shall 
produce  the  Redistribution  Bill ;  and  our 
answer,   and    the  only  answer  we  can 
give,  is  that  we  shall  introduce  a  Bill, 
or    will    introduce   rediatribution    pro- 
posals,   whenever   we    have   some   fair 
reason  to  believe  that  any  redistribution 
proposals  which  we  can  bring  forward 
will  be  accepted  by  the  Party  opposite 
as  a  basis  of  settlement,  or  which  will 
be  accepted  as  a  fair  subject  of  discus- 
sion for  the  purpose  of  arriving   at  a 
settlement,  and  which  will  not  be  made  the 
engine  and  the  weapon  for  defeating  the 
Franchise  Bill.     But  I  think  I  may  say 
to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock that  he,  at  all   events,   need  be 
under  very  little  apprehension  aa  to  the 
success  of  the  views  which  he  entertains 
on  this  subject,  if  he  be  right  that  they 
are  entertained  by  the  bulk  of  his  Party. 
It  18  quite  possible  that  those  views  may 
go  a  good  deal  further  than  many  who 
sit  on  these  Benches  consider  necessary. 
It  is  quito  possible  that  they  may  in- 
volve  a  larger  disturbance  of  existing 
electoral  arrangements  than   commend 
themselves  to  many  who  sit  on  this  side 
of  the  House.     His  views  will  commend 
themselves,  at  all  events,  to  the  great 
bulk  of  the  Kadical  Party ;  and  if  they 
are  views  which  commend  themselves  to 
the  vast  majority  of  hie  own  Party  also, 
the  noble  Lord  has  little  need  of  appre- 
hension, and  is  in  want  of  no  guarantee 
as  to  our  dealing  with  redistribution,  al* 
though  it  may  be  our  duty  to  submit  to 
the  House  some  reasons  why  the  opi- 
nions of  the  noble  Lord  ought  not  to  be 
pushed  to  their  extreme  logical  conclu- 
Aions.  Perhaps  the  House  will  allow  me 
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to  call  attention  for  a  moment  io  fome 
of  the  diflBcultie.s  which,  in  dealing  witli 
a  question  of  this  kind,  we  ore  exposed 
to,  and  the  embarrassments  which    we 
Eometimes  experience  in  findini^  where 
to  look  for  the  accredited  Leader  of  the 
Party  opposite.     I  think  I  have  ht  ard 
speeches  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem>«er 
for  Woodstock  which   have  been   very 
coldly  received  by  the  great  bulk  of  the 
Conservative  Party.     I  have,  I  think, 
heard  the  noble  Lord  incur  the  severe 
reproof  of  those  who  sit  on  the  Front 
Bench  opposite;   but    now    it    appears 
that  we  are  to  take  the  opinions  of  the 
noble  Lord  without  any  further  support 
than  the  cheers  which  they  receive  as 
the   expression   of  the  opinion   of  the 
Conservative  Party  on  this  great  sub- 
ject.    The  noble  Lord,  towards  the  con- 
clusion of  his  speech,  gave  expression 
in  eloquent  language   to  what,   in  mj 
opinion,  were  very  wise  and  statesmaaJ 
like    views    upon    the    desirability    of" 
coming  to  a  peaceful  settlement  on  this 
great  question.     Was  the  noble  Lord 
less  the  Leader  of  his  Party  when,  a  few  ^ 
weeks  ago,  in  answer  to  the  merest  sui 
gestion  of  conciliation,   he    denouncedl 
tbat  suggestion  as  an  emanation  from 
the  Party  of  *  *  snivel  and  drivel  ?  *  *  There* 
fore,  Sir,  our  difficulties  do  not  con  sis 
only  in  some  embarrassment  as  to  the"^ 
exact  i>art  of  the  House  in  which  we  ore 
to  find  the  Leaders  of  the  Pnrty  oppo-j 
site,  but  also  as  to  the  times  and  seasoni 
to  which  we  are  to  have  regard  in  esti- 
mating  the  value  of  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  those   Leaders  themselves. 
While  I  am  refening  to  the  noble  Lord, 
I   may,  perhaps,   be  allowed  to   say  a^ 
word  on  another  subject ;  and  althougli 
it  is  no   part  of   our  business   in   thiil 
House  to  defend  the  hon.  and  learned' 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  who 
appears  to  me  to  be  very  well  able  to 
take   care    of    himself,    I  cannot  belpJ 
thinking  that  it  was  rather  hard  upoiil 
him  to  be  made  the  subject  of  such  a 
severe  and  bitter  attack  for  having,  as  it 
seems  to  us,  learnt  the  lesson  which  haij 
been  given  to  him  by  the  noble  Lord^ 
who  sits  near  him  only  somewhat  too 
well.     We  seem  to  have  to-night »  in  the 
cheers  of  the  Party  opposite  with  which 
that  attack  was  greeted,  an  answer  to 
that  question  which  has  been  asked  so 
long,  and  which  has,  perhaps,  never  yet 
received  an  answer  so  complete — 
"  Quia  taleirit  Gracchoi  de  sedlLiQae  qiicroiit«a  f  '* 
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It  seems  to  us  that  a  charge  of  want  of 
loyalty  can  bo  borne  with  great  tolera- 
tion when  one  of  the  Gracchi,  in  the 
person  of  the  noble  Lord,  rebukes  an- 
other of  the  family  with  having  on  one 
occasion  only  been  somewhat  wanting  in 
loyalty  to  his  Party.  Well,  Sir,  under 
these  circumstances,  what  is  it  that  we 
are  asked  to  do  by  accepting  this  **  rea- 
sonable condition?"  We  are  a?lvi?clj 
instead  of  presenting  to  the  House  a 
clear  and  simple  issue,  which  Parlia- 
ment and  the  country  also  can  uutler- 
stand — we  are  asked  to  obscure  the  issue, 
to  mix  up  with  the  simple  issue  on 
which  we  desire  that  Parliament  should 
decide  another  complicated  considera- 
tion, upon  which  numerous  differences 
of  opinion  can,  and,  indeed,  must,  arise. 
Let  the  House  look  for  a  moment  at  the 
position  in  whioh  we  shall  be  placed  if 
we  accept  that  proposal.  Suppose  we 
produce  a  measure ;  suppose  that  the 
Party  opposite,  notwithstanding  the  in- 
dications which  have  been  received  to- 
night, object — whether  reasonably  or 
unreasonably  I  will  not  say — to  our  pro- 
posals on  the  subject  of  redistribution  ; 
they  will  resist  them,  as  they  are  en- 
titled to  do,  by  every  means  in  their 
power,  by  all  the  Forms  of  the  House, 
and  by  all  the  means  which  the  practice 
and  procedure  of  Parliament  place  at 
their  disposal.  The  Bill  might  fail 
either  in  this  House  or  in  **  another 
place;**  and  with  it»  according  to  this 
**  reasonable  condition,'*  is  to  fail  also 
the  Franchise  Bill ;  and  we  are  asked  to 
make  ourselves  voluntary  parties  to  that 
failure.  We  are  asked  to  agree  to  the 
proposition  that  the  extension  of  the 
franchise  is  to  be  indefinitely  postjioned. 
[*^No,  no!^']  Yes;  it  may  be  indefi- 
nitely postponed,  because  we  have  not 
been  able  to  satisfy  conditions  which 
never  have  been  formulated,  because  we 
have  failed  to  accomplish  objects  which 
have  never  been  described  to  us,  and  be- 
cause we  have  failed  to  guard  against 
dangers  whioh  have  never  been  indicated. 
Sir,  that  is  a  position  which  may  be 
forced  upon  us ;  but  it  is  not  a  position 
which  any  Member  of  this  House  can 
for  one  moment  expect  Her  Majesty* 8 
Government  are  going  voluntarily  to 
take  up.  We  have  heard  much  in  the 
course  of  this  debate  upon  the  subject 
of  guarantees.  Well,  8ir,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Local 
Governmeat    Board    (Sir    Charles   W. 
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Dilke)  has  spoken  of  the  guarantees 
which  the  Oovemment  have  given. 
They  may  be  sufficient  or  they  may  be 
insufficient  J  they  may  or  they  may  not 
be  capable  of  extension.  I  will  not  de* 
tain  the  House  by  going  into  that  ques- 
tion ;  but  I  think  we  may  ask  whether 
it  is  from  the  majority  alone  that 
guarantees  on  this  subject  ore  to  be 
taken?  What  guarantees  have  the 
Party;  opposite^  given  us ;  what  guaran- 
tees are  you  willing  to  give ;  what 
guarantees  can  you  give  us  that  there 
is  any  measure  of  redistribution  which 
will  induce  you  to  allow  this  Bill  to 
pass,  and  to  settle  as  a  whole  the  com- 
bined question  of  franchise  and  redis- 
tribution ?  Sir,  I  am  not  going  to 
express  any  doubt  as  to  the  sincerity  of 
the  conversion  of  the  Party  opposite  to 
the  principle  of  the  Franchise  Bill.  I 
may  feel  some  doubt  in  my  own  mind 
as  to  whether  a  great  many  Members 
opposite  are  very  much  attached  to  the 
principle  of  that  measure,  and  I  think 
there  are  a  good  many  of  them  who 
would,  if  they  thought  it  pi>S!>ible,  be 
very  glad  to  see  it  relegated  to  obscurity  ; 
but  what  1  admit  is  the  sincerity  of 
their  opinions  that,  after  what  has  taken 
place,  the  extension  of  the  franchise 
should  be  accomplished  at  once,  if  they 
could  obtain  reasonable  security.  Al- 
though I  am  perfectly  willing  to  admit 
the  sincerity  of  those  opinions,  I  am 
tempted  to  ask,  what  is  the  use  of  this 
conversion  if  it  is  not  to  be  accompanied 
by  anything  more  than  an  academical 
assent  to  the  principle  of  the  Franchise 
Bill  in  words,  accompanied  by  tactical 
and  obstructive  Motions  in  practice  ?  If 
th(3  Party  opposite  had  told  us— if  they 
will  tell  us  now — what  it  is  they  want, 
what  is  the  saored  principle  ol  redis- 
tribution for  which  they  contend,  what 
it  is  they  insist  upon,  and  what  it  is 
they  cannot  accept,  then  I  could  under- 
stand their  position.  But  I  have  e  great 
difficulty  in  understanding  that  position 
now,  and,  in  my  firm  opinion,  it  the 
position  of  the  Conservative  Party  is  as 
atated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope),  and  ia 
understood  by  the  country,  it  is  under- 
stood as  one  of  obstruction  to  the  Fran- 
chise Bill.  Sir,  there  is  one  observation 
further  whichi  desire  to  make.  In  my  opi- 
nion the  course  taken  by  the  Government 
is  one  which  is  not  only  recommended  by 
ordinary  considerations — not  only  as  a 
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means  of  passing  the  measure  before 
the  House,  but  also  as  ofifering  the  best 
seourity  for  the  reasonable  treatment  of 
the  question  of  redistribution ;  and  we 
are  convinced   that  it  offers  the  best 
method  of  obtaining  acceptance  of  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.     I  think  there  can 
be  no  doubt,  whatever  the  unanimity  of 
opinion  in  the  House  may  now  be  on  the 
subject,  that  no  one  will  contend  that 
when  the  Bill  was  introduced  last  Feb- 
ruary   there    was    anything   like  that 
unanimity  of  sentiment  which  we  now 
witness.     At  all  events,  the  course  we 
have  pursued  has  had  the  effect  that 
the  Conservative  Party  in  this  House, 
in  the  other  House,  and  in  the  country 
are  now  almost  unanimously  committed 
to  the  principle  of  the  Franchise  Bill. 
But  I  say  that  it  is  also  the  course  which 
offers  the  best  prospect  of  a  reasonable 
settlement.    If  we  had  now,  or  at  any 
former  stage,    embodied  our  proposeds 
as  to  redistribution  in  the  form  of  a  Bill 
or  otherwise,  they  must  almost  inevit- 
ably have  become  the  subject  of  Party 
conflict.     They  would  necessarily  have 
been  framed  in  ignorance,  and,  to  some 
extent,  would  still  be  framed  in  igno- 
rance, of  the  wishes  and  opinions  of  the 
Opposition ;   and  the  Liberal  Party,  if 
the  scheme  had   commended  itself  to 
Gentlemen  opposite,  would  almost  im- 
mediately have  been  committed  to  the 
principle  and  details  of  that  measure, 
and  the    cry  would    have   been    soon 
heard— ''The  Bill,  the  whole  Bill,  and 
nothing  but  the  Bill."     Sir,  the  Prime 
Minister  has  now  said  that  it  is  not  his 
desire — it  is  not  ours — that  the  work  of 
redistribution  should  be  the  work  of  one 
Party  alone,  but  rather  that  it  should 
be    the    work    of   the    whole    House. 
Surely,  if  that  object  is  to  be  accom- 
plished, it  is  an  advantage  that  we,  and 
the  Party  who   support  us,  should  not 
be  committed  prematurely  to  principles 
of  redistribution  which  the  Party  oppo- 
site have  not  agreed  to.     This  consi- 
deration seems  to  me  to  carry  with  it 
not  only  a  justification  of  the  course 
which  the  Government  has  pursued,  but 
a  suggestion  for  the  future  treatment  of 
the  question.     If,  instead  of  opposing, 
I  will  not  say  obstructive,  but  apparently 
hostile  Motions  to  the  progress  of  the 
Bill,  the  Opposition  would  give  us  some 
further  indication  of  what  they  desire 
to  secure,  or,  at  all  events,  what  they 
want  to  avoid,  my  firm  belief  is  that 
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such  indications  as  they  may  be  williag 
to  give  would  not  be  received  by  us  an 
weapons  to  be  made  use  of  for  the  pur- 
poses of  Party  conflict,  but  would  be 
received  by  us  in  an  honest  and  friendly 
spirit  as  a  means  of  arriving  at  a  safe 
and  honourable  settlement  of  mat  branoh 
of  the  question. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :—AjeB  372 ;  Noes 
232:  Majority  140. 
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Rogers,  J,  E.  T. 

Williamson,  S.                        ^^M 

Hastings,  G.  W. 

Martin,  R.  B. 

Roth8cbild,SirN.M,de 

Willis,  W.                               ^H 

Hayter,  Sir  A,  D, 

Marum,  E.  M. 

Koundell,  C,  S. 

Wills,  W.  H.                           ^M 

HendersoD,  F. 

Maakelyne,  M,  H.  N, 

Ruaaell,  Lord  A. 

WiUrams,  E.  W.  B.                 ^M 

Heneage,  E. 

Story- 

RiissaU,  C, 

Wilson,  Sir  M.                           ^M 

Hinry,  M. 

Mason,  H. 

Rn3!w?ll,  G.  W.  E. 

WUson,  C.  H.                            ^M 

HerBcliell,  Sir  F, 

^[ttxwell-Heron,  Cu.  J. 

Rustou,  J. 

Wilson,  L                                 ^H 

Hibbert,  J.  T. 

Mavno,  T. 

Rylandfi,  P. 

Wodehouse,  E*  R.                     ^H 

Hill,  T.  R. 

Jileagher,  W. 

St.  Aubyn,  Sir  J. 

Wooiiall,  W.                             ^^H 

Holden,  L 

Mildon,  C.  H- 

Samuelson,  H. 

Woolf,  S.                                   ^H 

Holland,  S. 

Metlor.  J.  W. 

Seely,  C.  (Lincoln) 

^^H 

Eollond,J.R, 

ililbank,  Sir  F.  A. 

8eely,  0.  (Nottingham) 

TELLERS.                                   ^^B 

Molloy,  B.  C, 

Sellar,  A.  0. 

Grosvenor,  right  hon.            ^^H 

Hop  wood,  C.  H, 

Monk,  C,  J, 

Sexton,  T. 

LordR.                               ^H 

Howard,  E.  S, 

Moroton,  Lord 

Shaw,  T. 

Kenaington,rt,hn.Lord            ^^H 

Howard,  G,  J, 

Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G*  0. 

^^H 

Howard,  J, 

Morley,  A- 

^^H 

Uliagworth,  A. 

Morley,  J, 

NOLS.                                             ^B 

Ince,  H,  B, 

Morley,  S, 

Alexander,  MajoT-G  en  ^ 

Balfour,  A.  J.                           ^H 

Inderwiok,  F.  A, 

Mundella.  rt.  hn,  A.  J. 

Allaopp,  U, 

Baring,  T.  C.                           ^H 

Jamea,  Sir  H. 

MunU,  P,  H. 

Amherst,  W.  A.  T, 

Barne,  F.  St.  J.  N.                   ^H 

James,  ,C. 

Nn.:hi^I«on,  W, 

Archdale,  W.  H. 

Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B.                ^H 

James,  W.  H. 

Noel,  E, 

Aahmead-Bartlett,  E, 

Bateson,  Sir  T.                         ^H 

Jardine,  R. 

N'okn,  Colonel  J.  P. 

Aylmer,  J.  E.  F. 

Beach,  right  hon,  Sir            ^^H 
M.  E,  Hicks-                        ^H 

JenkiiiB,  Sir  J.  J. 

Norwood,  a.  M, 

Baaey,  Sir  J.  R 
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Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Boctive,  Earl  of 
Belllngham,  A.  H. 
B^ntinck,  rt.lm.  G.  C. 
Beroaford,  Q.  Do  la  P. 
BiddeU,  W. 
Birkbeck,  £. 
Blackl3iime»  Ool.  J.  I. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Bourkoi  right  hon.  R. 
Broadley,  W,  H.  H. 
Brodrick.  Iloc.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brooke,  Lord 
Brooks,  W.C. 
Bruce,  Sir  H.  H. 
Bruce,  hon.  T. 
Brym^r,  W.  E» 
Eulwer,  J.  R. 
Barghley^  Lord 
Buxlon,l5irE»  J. 
Cameron,  D. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Carden,  Sir  R.  W. 
CecU,LordB.H.B.a. 
Chaine,  J. 
Chaplin,  H. 
Christie,  W.  L. 
Churchill,  Lord  R. 
Clarke,  E. 

Clive,  Col.  hon.  G.  W. 
CoddingtoE,  W. 
CoIp,  Vi^rnunt 
Compton,  F. 
Coope,  O.  E. 
Corry,  J.  P. 
Cotton,  W.  J.  R. 
Crichton,  Viscount 
Cross,  rt.  hon.  .Sir  R.  A. 
Cuhitt,  right  Lou,  G. 
CurzoBj  ILajorhoa,  M. 
Dairy uiple,  0. 
DaTenport,  H.  T. 
Dawnny ,  Col.  hon.  L.  P. 
Dawnay,  hon.  G.  C. 
De  Worms,  Btiron  Fi. 
Dickaon,  Major  A.  G, 
Digby,  Colonel  hon,  E. 
Dijton-Hartland,  F.  D. 
Douglaa,  A.  Akera- 
Dyke,  rt.bn.  Sir  W.H. 
Eaton.  H.  W. 
Ecroyd,  W,  F. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  F. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Elliot,  Sir  G. 
EUiot,  G.  W. 
EUis,  Sir  J.  W. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Eatcourtj  Q.  &. 
Ewiogi  A.  O. 
Feildeo ,  Lieut.  -Goneml 
FeUowes,  W.  H. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Finch- Hatton,  hon.  M. 

E.  G, 
FitK-Wygram,  Sir  F. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Floyer,  J. 

Folkestone,  Viscount 
Forester,  C.  T.  W. 
Foster,  W.  H. 


Fowler,  rt.  hon.  R.  N. 
Fremantle,  hon.  T.  F. 
French-Brewster,  R.A. 

B. 
Freshfield.  C.  K. 
Gtilway^  Viacount 
Gardn  er.R^Riehardson- 
(mthome- Hardy,  hoc. 

J.S. 
Gibson,  right  hon.  E. 
Giffard,  Sir  H.  S. 
Giles,  A. 
G<»ldE©y,  Sir  G. 
Gooch,  Sir  D. 
Gore-Langton,  W.  S. 
Grantham,  W. 
Greene,  E. 
Greer,  T. 
Gregory,  G.  B. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
BLamilton,  right  hon. 

LordG. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
HfiuuUon,  I.  T. 
Hania,  W.  J 
ilatvoy.  Sir  R.  B. 
Hay,  rt,  hon.  Admiral 

Sir  J.  C.  D. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hicks,  E. 

Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hill,  Lord  A.  W. 
HiU,  A.  S. 
Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 
Home,  Lt,-Col.  D.  M. 
Hope,  light  hon.  A.  J. 

B,  B. 
Houldaworth,  W.  H. 
Hubbordi  right  hon.  J. 

G. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Johnstone,  Sir  F. 
Kecnord,  Col.  E.  H. 
Kennard,  C.  J. 
Kennaway^  Sir  J.  H. 
Xing-HarmOD,  Colonel 

E.  R, 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Knightley,  Sir  R. 
Lacon,  Sir  E.  H.  K. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  Sir  T. 
Lechmere,  SirE.  A.  B. 
Legh,  W.  J. 
Leigh,  R. 
Leighton,  Sir  B. 
Leighton,  S. 
Lennox,  right  hn.  Lord 

H.  G.  C.  G. 
Lever,  J.  O. 
Levett,  T.  J. 
Lewis,  C.  E. 
Lewisham,  Viscount 
Lindsay,  Sir  R.  L. 
Loder,  R. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lopes,  Sir  M. 
Lowther,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lowther,  J.  W. 
Macartney.  J.  W.E. 
Mao  Iver,  D. 
Macnaghten,  E. 


M*GareI-Hogg,  SipJ. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Manners,  rt.  hon.  Lord 

J.  J.  R. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marriott,  W.  T. 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
MUes,  Sir  P.  J.  W. 
Miles,  C.  W. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
JMilner,  Hiv  F 
Monckton,  F. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Moss,  R. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sip 

J.R. 
ilulhollnnd,  J, 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Kewportp  Viacount 
Nicholson,  W.  N. 
Xorth,  Colonel  J.  S. 
Northcote,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

S.  H. 
Northcote,  H.  S. 
Onslow,  D.  R. 
Paget,  H.  H. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
PeU,  A. 

Pemberton,  E.  L. 
Percy,  rt.  hon.  Earl 
Percy,  Lord'A.  M. 
Phipps,  C.  N.  P. 
Phipps,  P. 

Plunket,  rt.  hon.  D.  R. 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Rankin,  J. 
Read,  C.  S. 
Rendlesham,  Lord 
Repton,  G.  W. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  C.  T. 
Rolls,  J.  A. 
Ross,  A.  H. 


B068,C.  O. 

Round,  J. 
Salt,  T. 

Sdater-Booth,  rt.hn.a. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson.  Sir 

H.  J. 
Seveme,  J.  £. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 
Stanhope,  hon.  £. 
Stanley,  rt.  hon.  OoL  P, 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Storer,  G. 
Strutt,  hon.  O.  H. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Thomson,  H. 
ThomhiU,  A.  J. 
Thynnc,  Lord  H.  F. 
ToHemache,  hon.  W.  F. 
ToUomache,  H,  J. 
Toniliiuson,  W,  B.  M. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Trenjavnt?,  J, 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W 
Wallace,  Sir  R. 
AValroDd,  CoL  W.  H, 
WarbuTton,  P*  B. 
Warton,a  N. 
Watney,  J. 
Whitley,  E. 
Williams,  General  O. 
Wihnot,  Sir.  H. 
WiUnut,  Sir  J.  E. 
Wolff,  Sir  H.  B, 
Wortky,  G.  B,  StnazU 
IVroughtoti,  P, 
W>'Tidham,  hon.  P. 
Wyun,  Sir  W.  W. 
Yorke,J.  H. 

TELIiBRS. 

Thomhill,  T. 
Winn,  R. 


Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  h. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  commiiUi 
for  Monday  next. 

M0TI0N8. 

WESTMINSTER  HALL   (RESTORA- 

TION). 

MOTION  FOE  A   SELECT  COMMITTEB. 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVEE,  in  rising  to 
move — 

*'That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
examine  and  report  on  the  proposed  plana  lor 
ibo  restoration  of  the  exterior  of  Weetmuuter 
Hall,"  ««"!«« 

said,  the  House  would  recollect  that  at 
the  end  of  last  Bession  he  laid  before  it 
the  plans  prepared  by  the  architect,  Mr. 
Pearson,  for  the  restoration  of  the  Weat 
Front  of  Westminster  Hall,  and  that,  in 
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doing  so,  he  had  stated  that  if  there 
was  any  strong  difference  of  ci pinion 
on  the  subject,  he  should  not  object  to 
refer  the  matter  to  a  Select  Committee, 
When  tho  Estimate  for  the  carrying  out 
of  the  work  came  before  the  llou&e,  he 
found  that  considerable  difference  of  opi- 
nion did  exist ;  and  after  a  debate  the 
proposed  plans  were  deferred,  in  order 
that  they  might  be  considered  by  a  Com- 
mittee, a  comparatively  small  Vote  being 
taken  for  certain  repairs  and  works  for 
the  protection  of  the  Hall,  pending  the 
consideration  of  pUna,  Since  last  Ses- 
sion, however^  he  had  consulted  with 
Mr.  Pearson,  and  had  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  was  not  desirable  to  spend 
any  large  sum  on  repairs  iiutil  it  was 
decided  what  should  ultimately  be 
done  with  the  building;  but  that  it 
would  be  better  to  appoint  the  Commit- 
tee in  the  short  Autumn  Session ;  take 
its  decision,  and  that  uf  the  House,  and 
at  once  proceed  with  the  work  of  re- 
storation. It  seemed  to  him  desirable 
that  the  House  should  come  to  a  de- 
cision as  early  as  possible  j  and  he, 
therefore,  hoped  that  no  objection  would 
be  taken  to  his  Motion  with  n  view  to 
the  speedy  determination  of  the  ques» 
tion.  It  was  important  that  the  work 
should  be  commenced,  or  some  repairs 
should  be  executed,  before  the  coming 
winter.  He  did  not  think  the  inquiry 
would  be  a  long  one,  and  it  seemed  to 
him  that  it  would  be  easier  to  obtain  a 
Committee  now  than  it  would  be  in  the 
regular  Session  next  year,  when  the 
House  would  be  in  full  work.  The  Com- 
mittee would  not  find  it  necessary  to  sit 
more  than  three  or  four  days.  Of  course, 
it  would  be  his  duty  to  see  that  the  plans 
were  very  carefully  explained  to  them, 
and  that  due  consideration  was  given  to 
any  objections  which  might  be  raised  to 
the  plans.  Under  the  circumstances,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  agree  to  his 
Motion, 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

■•Thftt  a  Select  CoinmitteG  be  appointed  to 
examine  and  report  on  the  proposed  plans  for 
thd  restoration  of  the  estterior  of  Weatminater 
Hall/'— (ifr  S/iaw  Ltfevrt.) 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  should  like  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  how  soon 
he  proposed  to  name  the  Members  who 
were  to  constitute  the  Committee,  and 
whether  it  was  proposed  to  nominate  any 
Irish  Eepresentative  upon  it  ? 


Mr.  BHAW  LEFEYBE  :  I  have  al- 
ready secured  that,  I  do^ire  to  nominate 
the  Committee  on  Monday,  and  to  pro- 
pose, amongst  other  hon.  Gentlemen,  one 
representing  Ireland,  who  sits  in  the 
same  quarter  of  tln^  House  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  8extou), 

Mr.  ]^IITCHELL  HENKY  :  How 
many  hon.  Members  does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  propose  to  put  on  the  Com- 
mittee ? 

Mr.  8HAW  LEFEVHE  :  I  proposo 
that  it  should  be  a  Committee  of  13. 

Mb.  CAYENDI8H  BENTINCK  said, 
he  did  not  think  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  was 
very  satisfactory.  For  inatanco,  he  could 
not  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  opinion  that  the  inquiry  would 
only  occupy  a  very  short  time,  lie  had 
not  had  much  to  do  with  architectural 
s u bj oe ts ;  but  ho  ol jj ec ted  al toge t h er  to 
the  plans  of  Mr.  Pearson.  He  was  not 
alone  in  that  objection,  because  it  wag 
taken  by  others  who  were  far  more  com- 
petent to  judge  than  himself.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  if  the  question  was 
to  be  properly  discussed,  the  discussion 
must  be  one  which  would  take  some  con- 
siderable time.  It  would  certainly  not 
lead  to  a  8ati£'f<ictory  result  if  it  was 
sought  to  complete  the  inquiiT^  in  four 
or  five  days.  Now  that  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  proposed  to  appoint 
a  Ooramittee  of  13  Members,  he  would 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether,  if  the  Committee  were  not  able 
to  discuss  the  question,  or  to  agree  to 
any  Report  at  the  present  moment,  their 
Sittings  would  be  adjourned  until  next 
Session?  It  was  as  well  it  should  be 
pointed  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  this  was  a  matler  of  great  import- 
ance, and  that  it  would  be  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  Committee  to  call  be- 
fore it  competent  witnesses.  Moreover, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  adopted 
a  most  unusual  form  for  his  Motion.  He 
(Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck)  could  not  un- 
dersland  why  the  Notice  of  Motion  was 
couched  in  the  particular  terms  in  which 
they  found  it  on  the  Paper ;  why  it  did 
not  state  what  powers  the  Committee 
would  have.  Those  who  had  any  ex- 
perience of  the  Business  of  the  House 
were  aware  that  Notices  of  this  kind 
usually  gave  powers  to  the  Committee 
to  be  appointed  to  call  witnesses  and  so 
forth.    Why  did  not  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
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tleman  put  his  Notice  down  in  the  usual 
form  ?  He  need  only  direct  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  Notice 
No.  6  on  that  night's  Paper.  It  was  a 
Motion  standing  in  the  name  of  one  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Colleagues 
(the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland)  ;  but 
the  usual  form  was  adopted — power  was 
given  to  call  witnesses,  and  the  names 
of  the  Gentlemen  who  were  to  be  pro- 
posed as  Members  of  the  Committee 
were  also  given. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Cavendish  Bentinck)  had  been  singu- 
larly unfortunate  in  the  reference  he  had 
made.  When  the  Committee  was  nomi- 
nated he  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  would  cer- 
tainly move  that  the  Committee  should 
have  power  to  take  evidence ;  and  that 
was  the  usual  and  proper  time  to  make 
such  a  Motion.  He  proposed  to  nomi- 
nate the  Committee  on  Monday.  He  had 
already  said  that  he  would  be  able  to 
get  a  much  better  Committee  at  that 
time  of  the  Session  than  he  would  if  he 
waited  until  next  Session;  and  bethought 
that  when  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man saw  the  constitution  of  the  Com- 
mittee he  would  be  of  opinion  that  no 
better  Committee  for  the  purpose  could 
be  formed. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  observed, 
that  the  reference  to  the  Committee 
was — 

<'To  examine  and  report  on  the  proposed 
plans  for  the  restoration  of  the  exterior  of 
Westminster  HaU." 

He  thought  it  was  fair  to  ask  if  there 
was  more  than  one  plan  ?  He  had  never 
heard  of  more  than  one  plan.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  this  was  a  Committee 
to  be  formed  for  the  purpose  of  sanction- 
ing the  plan  which  had  been  already 
adopted  by  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works — that  was  the  plan  of  Mr.  Pear- 
son. He  had  the  opportunity  last  Ses- 
sion, by  the  courtesy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  of  visit- 
ing the  locus  in  quo,  and  of  hearing  what 
was  to  be  said.  He  was  greatly  impressed 
with  the  fact  that  Mr.  Pearson  did  not 
do  the  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons who  assembled  on  the  site  the 
honour  of  attending  to  explain  his  own 
plan4.  The  company  had  a  statement 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre),  and  also  by  another  well-known 
official  of  the  Board  of  Works  ;  but  Mr. 
Pearson,  who  was  responsible  for  the 

J/r.  Cavendish  Bentinck 


plans,  and  who  was  recommended  as 
the  only  architect  in  England  who  iinder- 
stood  the  subject — fMr.  CAYsin>i8H 
Bentinck  :  Nonsense !  J— they  had  been 
told  that— did  not  attend  at  all.  He 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  took  g^eat  inte- 
rest in  architectural  subjects ;  but  he 
was  unable  to  get,  upon  the  occasion  he 
referred  to,  the  information  whioh  hon. 
Members  were  entitled  to.  Then,  when 
he  read  this  Heference,  he  found  that  a 
Committee  was  to  be  appointed  to  exa- 
mine and  report  on  the  proposed  plans. 
There  were  no  other  plans  but  the  plans 
of  Mr.  Pearson,  and  the  intention  evi- 
dently was  that  Mr.  Pearson's  plans 
should  be  sanctioned  by  the  House  of 
Commons.  He  did  not  approve  of  that 
kind  of  procedure.  Furthermore,  he  was 
surprised  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  had  already  formed 
his  Committee,  and  that  when  an  Irish 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Sexton)  asked 
whether  an  Irish  Member  was  to  be 
nominated  to  serve  on  the  Committee, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  say  in 
a  very  jaunty  manner — **  Oh,  yes ;  I  have 
settled  that  with  someone  on  the  oppo- 
site side.''  He  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) 
demurred  altogether  to  the  idea  tbat  the 
whole  of  the  Irish  representation  was  to 
be  found  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
Politics  ought  not  to  enter  into  a  mat- 
ter of  this  kind  ;  and  he  was  quite  sure, 
from  the  well-known  taste  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers, that  there  were  many  of  them  emi- 
nently qu£di£ed  to  serve  on  the  Com- 
mittee. The  public  buildings  which  had 
been  erected  in  Dublin  for  many  years 
past  equalled  anything  there  was  in 
this  country,  both  in  originality,  con- 
struction, material,  and  in  everything 
else.  He  supposed  that  in  this  House 
of  Commons  it  was  no  use  offering  any 
opposition;  but  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  the  absorption  by  the  Board  of 
Works  of  everything  in  the  Metropolis 
in  the  shape  of  architecture,  and  the  as- 
sumption that  the  Board  of  Works  was 
to  be  the  only  judge  upon  architectural 
subjects,  was  most  unsatisfactory.  The 
public  buildings  which  had  been  created 
in  the  Metropolis  within  the  last  80  or 
40  years  had  been  such  as  to  make  us 
the  laughing-stock  of  all  nations.  He 
did  not  wish  to  detain  the  House  many 
moments ;  but  let  him  take,  for  instance, 
the  Natural  History  Museum,  which  was 
an  offspring  of  the  Board  of  Works,  and 
in  regard  to  which  a  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  who  was  not  now  a  Member  uf  tho 
House  was  the  supreme  authority.  That 
building*  whatever  its  character  might 
be,  was  sunk  in  a  hollow,  and  its  archi- 
tectural effect  waa  loet  by  the  want  of 
spending  a  little  money  in  raising  the 
foundations.  That  was  the  remark 
which  G?ery  foreigner  who  visited  the 
Museum  made.  He  did  not  know  that 
Mr,  Pearson  was  the  only  person  qualified 
to  give  an  opinion  upon  the  restoration 
of  the  exterior  «f  Westminster  Hall. 
Westminster  Hall  was  never  intended 
to  be  seen  from  outside,  and  the  pro* 
posala  that  w»^ro  laid  before  them  last 
Session  for  the  construction  of  a  cham- 
ber— a  room  which  was  to  be  a  garret 
for  the  accommodation  of  old  Parlia- 
mentary Papers,  and  wliich  could  be  of 
no  earthly  usa  in  that  sitnation— and 
the  making  uf  a  corridor  in  which 
carriages  might,  or  rather  might  not,  bo 
driven,  for  he  understood  it  was  only  to 
be  19  feet  in  width,  appeared  to  him  to  be 
one  of  the  most  absurd  propositioue  that 
ever  came  under  his  notice.  He  hoped 
the  House  of  Commons  would  not  assent 
to  the  appointment  of  this  Committee 
unless  the  inquiry  was  to  be  a  genuine 
one.  If  the  Committee  was  simply  to 
be  appointed  to  endorse  the  plans  of 
Mr,  Pearson,  let  it  be  eo  stated.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. ShawLefevre) 
had  formed  a  Committee  to  support  Mr, 
Pearson's  plans,  let  it  be  known ;  but  do 
not  let  them  have  a  sham  inquiry  to 
arrive  at  a  foregone  conclusion. 

Mr.  T.  0.  BAKING  said,  he  did  not 
know  whether  he  was  right  in  his  con- 
jecture ;  but,  according  to  this  Notice  of 
Motion,  there  were  no  plans  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Committee  but  those  of 
Mr.  Pearson.  If  that  were  so,  he  should 
feel  bound  to  oppose  the  appointment  of 
the  Committee.  Was  he  to  understand 
that  if  the  Committee  were  dissatisfied 
with  Mr.  Pearson's  plan,  they  could 
refuse  them  and  call  for  other  plans, 
because  that  would  be  a  very  ditlerent 
matter.  II  it  was  intended  that  the 
Committee  should  only  make  more  or 
less  alterations  in  Mr.  Pearson's  plans, 
he  should  vote  against  the  appointment 
of  the  Committee. 

Sir  JOSEPH  PEASE  said,  the  House 
seemed  to  have  forgotten  for  the  moment 
what  wa§  the  question  before  it.  The 
question  was  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee, and  when   the  Committee  was 


appointed  it  would  be  quite  within  the 
competence  of  the  House  to  adopt  an 
Instruction  to  the  Committee^  Surely > 
this  Committee  was  not  to  have  any 
limit  placed  on  its  power.  It  would 
have  the  power  to  send  for  other  archi- 
tects than  Mr.  Pearson.  [*'  Will  it  ?  "] 
He  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  would  hardly  pro- 
pose a  Committee  which  wa*!  to  be  re- 
stricted in — [Mr.  Barinq  :  The  wordw 
of  the  Motion  are  **  the  proposed  plans."] 
Tbe  powers  of  every  Committee  were 
granted  by  the  House ;  and  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Com- 
miseioner  of  Works  (Mr,  tShaw  Lefevre) 
nominated  the  Committee  the  House 
would  take  care  that  its  powers  were 
sufficient,  and  that  its  Members  were 
men  in  whom  the  House  could  place 
confidence.  The  present  Motion  was 
merely  that  the  Committee  should  bo 
appointed,  and  that  it  should  have  the 
power  to  examine  and  report  on  the 
plans  for  the  restoration  of  the  exterior 
of  Westminster  Hall,  ["  The  proposed 
plans!  "]  Surely  it  would  have  power 
to  call  for  plans  other  than  those  drawn 
by  Mr.  Pearson.  The  House  had  only 
to  see,  when  the  Committee  came  to  be 
nominated,  that  the  powers  given  it  were 
sufficient  in  the  matter. 

Mn.STUART^WORTLEYsaid,  thero 
seemed  to  be  every  probability  that  in 
the  end  Mr.  Pearson's  plans  would  be 
sent  to  the  right  about.  Some  consider- 
able time  must  elapse  before  the  matter 
was  settled  ;  and  therefore  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr,  Shaw  Lefevre) 
would  take  means  of  securing  what 
should  be  something  like  adequate  pro- 
tection from  the  weather  for  the  remains 
of  the  antient  buttresses  and  other  parts 
of  the  building,  which  must  necessarily 
suffer  during  the  coming  winter  if  left, 
ns  at  present,  exposed. 

Mil,  DIGK-PEDDIE  said,  he  thought 
it  was  satisfactory  to  the  House  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr,  Shaw 
Lefevre)  proposed  to  refer  the  matter  to 
a  Committee ;  but  ho  (Mr.  I>ick-Peddie) 
was  afraid  that  the  terms  of  the  Motion 
were  far  too  limited,  Hon.  Members 
were  aware  that  the  subject  was  dis- 
cussed last  Session,  and  tlxat  objection 
was  raised,  not  only  to  Mr.  Pearson's 
plans  themselves,  but  to  the  whole 
character  of  the  buildings  proposed  by 
that  gentleman.     It  would  br  well  that 
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the  Committee  should  be  instructed  to 
examine  and  report  as  to  the  best  mode 
of  dealing  with  the  exterior  of  West- 
minster Hall. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  he  cer- 
tainlj  had  no  intention  of  limiting  the 
inquiry  of  the  Committee.  If  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Whitehaven  (Mr.  Cavendish 
Bentinck)  wished  that  the  word  **  pro- 
posed "  should  be  left  out  of  the  terms 
of  Reference,  he  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
would  gladly  assent  to  the  omission. 
He  merely  wished  to  add  one  further 
explanation  in  reply  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry),  with  reference  to  the 
absence  of  Mr.  Pearson  on  the  occasion 
to  which  he  referred.  It  was  an  entire 
accident  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Pearson  that 
he  was  not  present.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  he  arrived  on  tho  site  a  short  time 
after  his  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre's)  explana- 
tion ;  had  he  teen  there  earlier  he  would 
have  given  the  explanation  which  he 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  gave.  Unfortunately 
Mr.  Pearson  was  not  there  at  the  right 
moment ;  and  he  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre), 
therefore,  gave  such  explanation  of  the 
plans  as  lie  could.  Mr.  Pearson  would 
have  been  very  glad  to  have  afforded 
every  information  had  he  been  pre- 
sent. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  propose  to  leave  out  the 
words  **  the  proposed  ?  " 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  Yes. 

Amendment  made,  by  leaving  out  the 
words  **  the  proposed." 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed. 

Mr.  DICK-PEDDIE  suggested  that 
the  words  **  plans  for'*  should  also  be 
omitted,  so  that  the  Motion  would  read, 
"  report  on  the  restoration  of  the  ex- 
terior of  Westminster  Hall." 

Mr.  HHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  it  was 
not  necessary  to  add  that — he  quite 
understood  what  was  meant. 

Dr.  LYONS  said,  he  had  on  more 
than  one  occasion  visited  the  site,  and 
had  had  the  pleasure  of  meeting  Mr. 
Pearson  there.  He  wished  to  take  that 
opportunity  of  publicly  thanking  Mr. 
Pearson  for  his  great  kindness  and 
courtesy  in  explaining  the  proposed 
arrangements. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
thought  it  was  agreed  that  the  word 
**  plans  "  should  be  also  omitted. 

J/r.  Dici'Peddie 


Mr.  SPEAKER:  No;  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  were  **  the  pro- 
posed.'* 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  aaid,  that 
before  the  Question  was  put  lie  would 
like  to  know  whether  it  was  to  be  dis- 
tinctly understood  that  the  inquiry  would 
be  free  and  open  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  Certainly. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY :  And  that 
the  Committee  will  be  empowered  to 
judge  of  other  plans  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  Yes. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Select  Committee  appointed,  ''  to  examine 
and  report  on  plans  for  the  restoratioii  of  the 
exterior  of  Westminster  Hall.** 

And,  on  November  10,  Committee  nominated 
as  follows: — Mr.  William  Hbnbt  Smitit,  Mr. 
Ryland^,  Mr.  Beresford  Hopb,  Sir  'John 
Lubbock,  Sir  Richard  Wallace,  Sir  Edward 
Reed,  Sir  Henry  Holland,  Mr.  Dick-Pbdoib, 
Lord  Randolph  Churchill,  Mr.  Waltbb,  Mr. 
Cheetham,  Mr.  Justin  Huntlt  McCarthy, 
and  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  with  power  to  send  for 
persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordepedy  That  Five  be  the  quorum.-^(jrr. 
Shaw  Lefevre.) 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 

SUNDAY (NORTHDMBERLAND)  BILL. 

MOTION  FOB  LEAYB. 

Mb.  JERNINGHAM  :  1  beg  to  move 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  prohibit 
the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
Sunday  in  Northumberland. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  pro- 
hibit the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liouors  on  Sun- 
day in  Northumberland.*' — {^Mr.  Jtmingham.) 

Mb.  cavendish  BENTINOK:  May 
I  ask  the  hon.  Member  what  day  he  in- 
tends to  fix  for  the  second  reading  of 
thisBiU? 

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  The  formal  Ques- 
tion is  not  before  the  House  yet.  Who 
is  prex)ared  to  bring  in  the  said  Bill  ? 

Mb.  JERNINGHAM:  Mr.  Albert 
Grey,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  John  Morley,  and 
myself. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  prohibit  the  Sale  of  Intoxi- 
cating Liquors  on  Sunday  in  Northum- 
berland, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Jebnixgham,  Mr.  Albebt  Obbt, 
Mr.  BuBT,  and  Mr.  John  Moblkt. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  31.] 
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AGRIOULTFRAL    LABOURERS 

(IKELAND). 

MOTTOX  FOB  A  8ELB0T  COMMITTEE* 

TriE    SOLTOITOR    GENERAL    for 

IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkek)  :  I  beg  to 
move  the  Motion  that  stanch  in  my 
name. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeedj 

•'That  H  Select  Comraittee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  working  of  recent  leg^ialation 
with  reference  to  cottagea  and  plots  of  land  for 
agrienllural  lahourers  in  Ireland  ;  and  to  Re- 
port  whether  it  haa  bo«n  establiahed  that  any 
amondmentfl  of  Acioh  legislation  are  at  pro- 
sent  neeessaiy/*'— (Jfr,  SoHcifor  QenerfU  for 
Ireland,) 

Sm  HERVEY  BRUCE  said,  that, 
before  the  Question  was  put,  he  wished 
to  draw  Mr.  Speaker's  attention  to  the 
faet  that  if  tlie  form  in  which  the  right 
hon,  Gnntleman  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  ( Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  had  moved 
for  his  Committee  with  regard  to  West- 
minster Hall  waa  correct,  the  form  in 
"which  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
was  now  making  his  Motion  was  not 
correct.  Thn  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  held  that  the  course  he  had  pur- 
sued was  the  right  one.  He  (Sir  Ilervey 
Bruce)  had  not  received  Notice  that  it 
was  intended  that  night  to  ask  him  to 
serve  on  this  Committee. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  This  is  only  a  re- 
appointment, 

Sir  HERYEY  BRUCE  said,  it  waa 
not  a  re-ax>pointmentj  because  he  had 
left  the  Committee  before  the  end  of 
last  Session.  It  was  a  sudden  and  rather 
arbitrary  method  of  procedure  to  put 
Members  on  a  Committee  without  saying 
a  word  to  them  about  it. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  won 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  :  It  is  merely 
a  re-appointment,  and  I  thought  the  hon. 
Baronet*8  name  was  on  the  Committee 
last  year.  I,  of  course,  had  no  idea 
that  he  would  not  be  ready  to  serve 
again  now, 

Mr.  sexton  :  Let  him  off. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr,  Walker):  I  release 
him,  of  course. 

CoLOXEL  KING-HARMAN  said,  he 
objected  to  the  Committee  being  re- 
appointed this  Session.  He  had  tho- 
roughly understood,  at  the  close  of  last 
Session,  that  the  Committee  reported  in  ' 
favour  of  re- appointment ;  but,  certainly,  ' 
it   was  not  in    the    least    intended   or 


believed  that  it  would  be  reappointed 
during  this  extraordinary  Session,  which, 
it  was  understood,  was  to  be  devoted  to 
one  pfirticular  purpose.  It  would  be 
exceedingly  inconvenient  if  the  Com- 
mittee were  re -appointed  now.  He  could 
not  conceive  why  that  course  should  bo 
taken — why  the  Committee  should  be 
reappointed  for  the  very  few  days  the 
House  might  sit.  lie  failed  to  see  why 
this  particular  Committee  should  be 
called  together  whilst  no  other  Commit- 
tee of  the  House  was  re-assembled.  A 
great  many  Members— some,  no  doubt, 
who  had  served  on  this  Committee  last 
year^ — had  made  their  arrangements, 
and  wore  going  away  directly  the  Ses- 
sion was  over.  They  were  not  prepared 
to  call  their  witnesses,  or  to  go  into  a 
matter  of  such  importance,  and  it  would 
be  a  breach  of  faith  to  call  upon  thera 
to  do  it.  It  would  be  in  the  reculleotion 
of  the  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Irelaml  that  the 
question  of  meeting  during  this  short 
Session  was  discussed  at  the  end  of  the 
last  Sitting  of  the  Committee,  and  that  it 
was  not  seriou&Iy  contemplated  that  the 
inquiry  should  proceed  before  the  Ses- 
sion of  1885. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  was  putting  an  inter- 
pretation of  his  own  upon  what  oc- 
curred at  the  end  of  the  Summer  Ses- 
sion. The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
spoke  of  a  **  breach  of  faith;*'  but  he 
(Mr.  Sexton)  declared  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  guilty  of  a  gross  breach 
of  faith  with  the  Irish  Members  if  they 
refused  to  appoint  this  Committee  now. 
He  recollfictod  what  occurred  at  the 
close  of  the  Sitting  at  the  end  of  the 
Summer  Session.  It  had  nothing  t^  do 
with  the  re-appointment  during  the  pre- 
sent Session  j  but  the  question  was  whe- 
ther they  should  Report.  Some  of  the 
Members  of  the  Committee,  of  whom 
he  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  one,  had  made 
strenuous  efforts  to  get  a  Report,  but 
had  failed.  The  urgency  which  then 
existed,  and  the  endeavour  made  to  ob- 
tain a  Report,  was  the  best  argument 
for  re-appointment  now.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  had,  by  a  prophetic 
inspiration,  pointed  to  the  end  of  the 
Session — had  stated  that  it  would  not 
last  more  than  a  very  few  days.  To 
his  (Mr.  Sexton's)  mind,  however,  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  would  bavti 
been  more  likely  to  be  right  if  he  had 
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said  a  few  weeks.  He  did  not  think  there 
was  a  chanco  of  the  Session  being 
brought  to  a  oIobo  much  before  Ohrist- 
mas.  In  the  meantime,  the  condition  of 
tlie  labourers  in  Ireland  was  miserable 
in  the  extreme.  It  would  be  inhuman 
to  delay  the  reappointment  of  the  Com- 
mittee a  day  longer  than  was  absolutely 
necessary. 

MR.BERESFOEDsaid,  he  could  sup- 
port what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  the  County  of 
Dublin  (Colonel  King-Harman),  having 
been  a  Member  of  the  Committee  last 
Session.  The  subject  was  a  most  im- 
portant one,  which  required  careful  in- 
vestigation ;  and,  to  enable  all  its  Mem- 
bers to  attend,  the  Committee  should  not 
be  called  upon  to  meet  before  the  early 
Spring.  It  would  be  very  inconvenient 
for  him — and  he  might  speak  for  many 
other  Members— to  sit  now ;  and  he, 
therefore,  hoped  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  would  not  press  the  matter. 

Mr.  gray  said,  it  might  be  incon- 
venient to  the  hon.  Memoer  who  had 
just  sat  down  to  sit;  but  it  would  bo 
much  more  inconvenient  for  the  unfor- 
tunate persons  whose  lot  in  Ireland  it 
was  attempted  by  this  inquiry  to  alle- 
viate to  remain  in  their  present  condi- 
tion of  misery  for  many  months,  and 
they  should  not  be  required  to  do  this 
merely  because  it  might  be  inconvenient 
to  some  hon.  Members  to  attend  to  their 
duties.  If  the  performance  of  the  or- 
dinary duties  of  a  Member  of  the 
House  were  inconvenient  to  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Beresford),  there  was  a  very 
simple  mode  of  relieving  himself  of  the 
inconvenience.  Even  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  care  to  go  the  length 
which  the  adoption  of  that  simple  mode 
would  involve,  he  could  relieve  himself 
of  the  inconvenience  of  attending  on  the 
Committee  by  having  his  name  struck 
off  the  list  of  Members  to  be  appointed, 
and  enabling  it  to  be  replaced  by  the 
name  of  some  Gentleman  who  would 
find  it  convenient  to  discharge  the  duty 
his  constituency  elected  him  to  per- 
form. He  (Mr.  Gray)  earnestly  pro- 
tested against  the  proposition  to  leave 
the  Labourers'  Question  in  Ireland,  which 
was  recognized  to  be  an  extremely  ur- 
gent one,  and  which  there  was  a  com- 
plete  

Mb.  WARTON  :  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
there  are  not  40  Members  present. 

Mr,  ScxUm 


House  counted,  and  40  Members  being 

found  present, 

Mb.  CHEETHAM  said,  that  his  re- 
collection of  what  occurred  at  the  last 
Sitting  of  the  Committee  did  not  coincide 
with  that  of  the  hon.  Members  opposite 
(Colonel  King-Harman  and  Mr.  Beres- 
ford). The  hon.  Member  for  the  Oitr  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Famell)  and  his  Friends  had 
been  extremely  anxious  that  the  Com- 
mittee should  report  forthwith.  It  was 
objected,  however,  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
that  sufficient  evidence  had  not  been 
taken  ;  and  it  was  pointed  out  by  other 
hon.  Members  that  if  the  Committee  sat 
during  the  Autumn  Session  it  would 
make  no  difference  in  the  matter  of 
legislation,  as  no  Bill  could  be  brought 
in  this  year ;  and  that,  if  the  evidence 
was  completed  during  the  short  Autumn 
Session,  legislation  based  on  the  Report 
could  be  promoted  in  the  beginning  of 
the  Session  of  1 885.  To  that  end  it  had 
been  understood  that  an  efiPort  should  be 
made  to  secure  the  re-appointment  of 
the  Committee  in  the  Autumn  Session. 
That  was  his  recollection  of  what  had 
occurred ;  perhaps  other  Members  of  the 
Committee  could  confirm  him  in  it. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  said,  he 
wished  to  observe-— I  CIrw  of  **  Spoke !" 
and  '*  Order  !  "]  He  merely  wished  to 
offer  an  explanation.  His  impression  of 
what  had  occurred  at  the  last  meeting 
of  the  Committee  differed  from  that  of 
other  hon.  Gentlemen.  It  was  that  it 
was  generally  understood  that  sufficient 
evidence  could  not  be  taken  before 
the  commencement  of  the  Session  of 
1885. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Committee  do  consist  of  Twentj- 
one  Members : — Mr.  Hbbbert  Guuk 
STONB,  Colonel  Kino-Habman,  Mr.  Vit- 
LiEBs  Stuart,  Mr.  Brodbick,  Mr. 
Illingwobth,  Mr.  Elton,  Mr.  Sydket 
Buxton,  Sir  Hebvby  Bbucb,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN:  I  rise 
to  a  point  of  Order.  Is  it  competent 
for  us  to  go  into  the  names  of  the  Com- 
mittee, when  they  have  only  been  brought 
before  us  to-day  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Tes;  it  is  quite 
competent  for  the  House  to  do  so. 
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Colonel  KTNQ-HARMAN  :  I  move 
to  leave  out  tlio  name  of  Oolonel  King- 
Harman. 

Mb,  SPEAKER:  We  have  passed 
that  name,  and  have  come  to  tlie  name  of 
Sir  Hervey  Bruce, 

"•  Motion  made,  and  Queation,  **  That 
Mr.  Shaw,  Mr.  Be  res  ford,  Mr,  Thomas 
Dickson,  Mr.  Maonaohten,  Mr,  Qreer, 
Mr.  Heali,  Mr,  Paknell,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  T.  P.  O*0oNNOR,  Mr.  Ghay.  Lord 
Arthur  RiLr.,  Mr.  Cheetham,  and 
Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  be 
added,'*  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  '*That  there  be  power  to 
send  for  persona,  papers »  and  records ; 
8  a  van  to  be  the  quorum,'*  put,  and  agr&§d 

HDU«e  adjoumfitl  at  half  after  Ono 
o'clock  till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LOKDS, 
Mtmday^  lOM  Ifovemher^  1884. 


IKDIA  (SEAT  OF  GOVERNMENT), 

QCESTION,       OBSERVATIONS. 

LoRT)  NAPIER  AND  ETTRICK,   in 

rising  to  present  a  Petition  from  Her 
Majesty's  European,  Hindu,  and  Mus- 
Bulman  subjects  in  the  Presidency  of 
Madras,  praying  that  the  duration  of  the 
annual  transferof  the  Indian  Government 
to  the  Hills  may  be  shortened ;  and  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  It  is  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  prescribe  a  limi- 
tation to  the  rQBidence  of  the  Supreme 
Government  and  of  the  Presidency  Go- 
vernments in  India  at  the  HilJs?  said, 
the  Petition  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
lay  upon  the  Tablo  was  something  more 
than  of  usual  importance,  and  that  would 
be  seen  in  the  character  and  object  of 
the  Petitioners.  It  had  its  origin  at  a 
public  meeting  of  Europeans,  Hindus, 
and  Mussulmans  of  the  City  of  Madras  ; 
and  it  was  the  first  occasion  on  which 
Buch  a  meeting  had  been  held  in  Madras 
for  the  redress  of  a  public  grievanee. 
The  meeting  was  representative  of  all 
olaBses,  races,  and  religions  in  the  Pre- 
Bident-y  ;  and  they  co-operated  with  un- 
usual harmony  and  cordiality  for  the 
same  purposf*.     The  grievnuce  of  which 

VOL,    COXCIU.        [XIURD   SERIES,] 


those  excellent  citizens  complained  was, 
that  they  saw  too  little  of  their  Governor, 
and  the  remedy  which  they  proposed  was 
that  he  should  be  inatruoted  to  live  more 
among  them.  The  meeting  was  pre- 
sided over  by  an  Indian  statesman  of 
undoubted  fidolity  and  loyalty  to  Her 
Majesty.  At  that  meetiDg  a  resolution 
was  adopted — after  being  supported  by 
a  number  of  gentlemen  holding  dis- 
tinguished positions  iu  the  Presidency — 
reporting  the  protest  of  the  meeting 
against  the  removal  of  the  Government; 
and  it  was  further  determined  to  present 
a  Petition  to  their  Lordships*  House* 
This  movement  had  received  the  sanc- 
tion of  25  local  Associations  in  the  dif- 
ferent districts  and  municipalities  of  the 
Presidency ;  and  he  believed  that  tho 
sentiment  embodied  in  the  Petition  would 
be  substantially  approved  of  by  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Civil  Service  and  the  officers 
of  the  Government  generally.  The  pre- 
vailing opinion  of  those  classes  was.  he 
thought,  that  the  Government  and  (Joun- 
cil  should  have  their  abode  in  the  places 
where  the  citizens  spend  their  days,  so 
that  they  should  share  in  the  labours  of 
their  common  duties.  In  fact,  the  Peti- 
tion was  a  genuine  and  natural  expres- 
sion of  the  views  of  a  numerous,  loyal, 
and  intelligent  community.  In  1869  the 
Government  of  Madras  gave  their  atten- 
tion to  the  question  of  the  seat  of  Go- 
vernment, and  their  views  were  embodied 
in  a  Minute  drawn  up  by  the  Governor. 
The  object  of  the  Governor  was  that  all 
the  Members  of  the  Government  should 
take  their  recreation  and  leave  of  ab- 
sence at  the  same  time,  in  order  that 
there  might  be  no  suspeneiou  of  the 
regular  transaction  of  public  business, 
and  that  all  should  resort  to  tho 
same  place.  The  Governor  proposed  to 
limit  the  absence  to  10  weeks  or  three 
months,  and  this  movement  was  to  cost 
nothing.  These  proposals  became  the 
basis  of  a  communication  to  the  Viceroy 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  and 
were  sanctioned  by  the  latter,  and  be- 
came the  rule  under  which  the  Governor 
of  Madras  acted.  They  remained  iu 
force  for  three  years ;  and  during  that 
period  he  was  not  aware  that  any  com- 
plaint was  made.  Fifteen  years  had 
now  elapsed  since  those  proposals  were 
made;  and  ho  bolieved  the  absence  of 
the  Government  had  now  been  extended 
to  six,  seven,  and  even  eight  months  in 
the  year ;  and,  in  addition  to  that,  a  very 
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oonaiderable  expenditure  had  been  in- 
ourred  where  no  expencliture  had  been 
originalty  intended.  The  Petitioners 
complained  not  only  of  the  remoyal  of 
the  seat  of  civil  administration,  but  of 
the  removal  of  the  seat  of  military  ad- 
ministration aleo.  If  the  headquarters 
of  the  Commander-in-Chief  had  been 
transported  to  Bangalore  he  could  have 
un<ierBtood  the  change,  for  Bangalore 
was  the  principal  garrison  and  arsenal 
of  Southern  India ;  but  what  reason 
could  there  be  for  transferring  the  mili- 
tary headquarters  to  a  place  where  Her 
Majesty's  arras  had  previously  only  been 
represented  by  a  eoldiers*  convaleaceat 
hospital?  In  Madras  itself  the  accom- 
modation for  the  Government  was  ample; 
consequently,  the  expense  incurred  in 
providing  accommodation  for  it  in  the 
Hills  seemed  to  be  hardly  justifiable. 
He  had  been  told  that  a  sum  of  nearly 
£70,000  had  been  expended  in  pro- 
viding the  Governor  of  Madras  with  a 
residence  in  the  Hillsr  He  would  ask 
the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  whe- 
ther  he  was  not  surprised  at  the  expendi- 
ture of  such  a  large  sum  for  such  a  pur- 
pose, and  that  it  should  lead  to  soine 
discontent,  particularly  when  there  were 
other  things — road?'*  public  works,  and 
irrigation — upon  which  expendituie  was 
so  necessary,  and  which  were  standing 
still  for  want  of  funds  to  carry  them 
on  ?  He  contended  that  the  whole  of 
this  expenditure  had  been  cast  away, 
and  that  the  money  might  have  been 
applied  to  more  justifiable  %vorks.  A 
permanent  transfer  of  the  seat  of  Go- 
vernmeiit  to  the  Hills  would  be  likely  to 
inflict  injustice  and  hardship  upon  Native 
publio  sen^anta,  who  would  be  compelled 
either  to  take  their  families  at  great 
expense  to  the  Hills  or  to  separate  them- 
selves from  them,  and  such  separation 
would  be  exceedingly  distastefiil  to  Na- 
tives, especially  to  Hindus.  The  with- 
drawal of  the  seat  of  Government  from 
the  plains  caused  great  inconvenience 
to  those  among  the  Native  community 
who  had  grievances  to  bring  forward  or 
proposals  of  public  benefit  to  make,  for, 
instead  of  finding  easy  access  to  the 
source  of  justice  and  power,  they  were 
compelled  to  take  a  journey  to  a  remote 
station  at  a  considerable  sacrifice  of  time 
and  money.  Another  objection  to  the 
removal  of  the  seat  of  Government  to 
the  Hills  waa,  that  whUe  the  Governor 
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resided  there  he  lost  touch  of  all  the 
chief  industries  of  the  country,  except- 
ing only  the  planting  industry.  He 
hoped  the  answer  of  the  noble  Earl  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (the  Earl 
of  Kimberley)  would  go  far  to  satisfy 
and  to  relieve  the  apprehensions  of  those 
whom  he  had  the  honour  to  represent 
on  that  occasion. 

Petition  ofifered  to  be  presented. 

Lord  STANLEY  of   ALDERLET, 

in  supporting  the  Petition  from  Mad 
and  the  noble  Lord  who  had  present 
it,  said,  that  it  would  be  well  first  to 
oliminate  that  which,  judging  from  the 
Indian    Presf»,    was    not    considered    a 
grievance  in  this  matter  of  the  annual 
resort  to  the  Hills.     Firstly,  there  was 
no  complaint  made  in  the  Bombay  Pre* 
sidency  against  the  Government  going'l 
to  Mahabaleshwar,  which  was  only  about ^ 
24  hours  from  Bombay ;  the  only  oom- 
plaint  made  there  was  one   that  was 
general  all  over  India,  that  too  much 
money  was  spent  on  the  macadamleed 
roads  round  these  summer  resorts  and! 
round  cantonments,  while  too  little  wai 
spent  on  roads  required  for  traffic.    With 
regard  to  the  Government  of  Calcutta, 
the  complaint  was  not  so  much  against  4 
tho   Governor   General,   the    Executive 
Oounoil^  and  a  few  Secretaries  going  to 
Simla,  as  against   all  the   subordinate^ 
officials  who  now  imitated  the  Supreme  ] 
Government  and  flocked  to  Naini   Tall 
and  other  places.     The  oomplaint  wail 
that  the  Supreme  Government  was  awayJ 
too  long— the  usual  period  being  eight  i 
months,  to  which  another  month  must 
be  added  for  journeys  and  packing  and 
unpacking  of  dopuments.    The  Supreme 
Government  might  be  absent  without  ita 
absence  being  injurious,  as  was  that  of 
the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  Bengal  and 
the    Governor   of   Madras,    and   otheri 
subordinate  o£B.cial3  who  required  to  be] 
in  daily  contact  with  the  people  who 
affairs  it  was  their  duty  to  administer. 
Moreover,  there  was  an  advantage  in  the 
Supreme  Government  being  absent  for  a 
time  from  Calcutta,  where  it  was  liable 
to  fall  too  muoh  under  the  influence  of 
the    Anglo-Indian    unoflBcial    element. 
The  evil  of  this  excessive  resort  of 
niBuy  of  the  officials  to  the  Hills 
not  so  muoh  the  expense  to  which  the 
put    the    country,   and    the   disoonti 
caused  by  this  increase  to  salaries  alrea^ 
too  large^  since  they  had  been  fixed 
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CODS!  da  ration  of  the  officials  having  to 
endure  the  heat  of  the  Plains  ;  the  chief 
evil  was  that  the  oQ^oials  became  more 
and  more  separated  from  the  inhabitants 
of  the  country,  and  more  ignorant  of 
thoir  wants  and  feelings.  Also  it  gave  an 
appearance  of  decay  in  the  English  race, 
since  the  present  officials  are,  or  profess 
themselves  to  be,  unable  to  endure  such 
slight  hardships  as  Engliehmen  formerly 
endured  cheerfully.  A  short  time  before 
the  Crimean  War  Prince  Soltykoif 
published  his  travels  in  Persia  and 
India ;  and  he  inveighed  against  the 
luxury  of  the  British  Army  in  India, 
and  said  that  those  troops  would  be 
victorious  which  could  best  endure  the 
cHraate,  and  had  not  lost  their  power 
of  marching-  In  the  Madras  Presi- 
dency there  was  an  additional  ground 
of  complaint  against  the  long  time  the 
Government  remained  in  the  Nilghiri 
Hills,  on  the  part  of  the  Madrassee 
clerks  and  other  Natives  of  Madras  who 
might  be  obliged  to  go  there  on  busi- 
ness, on  account  of  their  sufferings  from 
the  cohl  when  obliged  to  go  to  Oota» 
camundf  where  they  said  that  even  the 
English  required  fires.  He  knew  from 
personal  experience  in  Ceylon  that  people 
accustomed  to  the  heat  of  tlie  Plains 
would  suffer  from  the  cold  iu  these 
mountains.  It  was  not  the  expense  of 
removal  to  the  Hills  alone  that  the 
people  of  Madras  complained  of.  Ac- 
cording to  a  Madras  paper,  the  expendi- 
ture last  year  at  Ootacamund  for  the 
Government  House  nnd  other  bmMdings 
for  officials  amoimted  to  Es.  770,381  ; 
while  the  Madras  Crovernment  had  de- 
clared at  short  intervals  its  inability  to 
Provide  funds  for  important  public  works, 
t  was  also  intended  by  the  Government 
ol  Madras  to  have  removed  the  Military 
Accountant's  Office  to  Bangalore,  to  a 
fort  claimed  by  the  Maharajah  of  Mysore ; 
but  this  project  was  stopped  by  the  Cal- 
cutta Government  on  receiving  the  re- 
monstrances of  the  people  of  Madras. 
Kow,  the  statement  in  the  Petition  con- 
eeming  expenditure  was  based  upon,  and 
confirmed  by,  a  speech  of  Mr.  Grant 
DtifTs  at  the  opening  of  the  Madras 
Drainage  Works  on  June  30  last.  Now» 
in  accordance  with  the  Notice  he  had 
put  down  upon  the  Minutes,  he  would 
ask  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of 
Btate  for  India  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley), 
whether  he  or  the  Supremo  Govern- 
ment  had  givetn  a  previous  sanction  for 


the  expenditure  by  Mr.  Grant  Duff  for 
repairs  of  the  Government  House  at 
Ootacamund,  and  for  furniture  and  silk 
hangings;  and,  if  not,  why  had  they  not 
fulfilled  the  office  of  what  Mr.  Grant 
Duff  calls  '*  financial  demons/'  or,  in  Par- 
liamentary language,  that  of  strict  super- 
visors of  the  way  the  money  of  the  tax- 
payers of  Southern  India  was  expended  ? 
It  was  generally  stated  that  £0,000  of 
this  money  had  been  expended  on  silk 
hangings  for  the  Governor's  House.  He 
(Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  knew  that 
Mr.  Grant  BuflTs  Predecessor  had  left 
the  Government  House  in  good  tenant- 
able  condition.  Last  year,  when  he  com- 
plained in  that  House  of  Mr,  Grant 
Duflfe  treatment  of  the  prisoner  of  Pal- 
conda»  and  of  hia  following  in  the  foot- 
steps of  Sir  Frederick  Adam,  he  had  men- 
tioned instances  of  Sir  Frederick  Adam's 
maladministration  of  justice  in  tho 
Iimian  Islands.  Besides  thatt  Sir  Fre- 
derick Adam  had  built  for  himself  at 
the  public  expense  three  residences  in 
Corfu  and  Zante,  in  addition  to  twe 
palaces  already  provided  for  him.  Here, 
again,  Sir  Frederick  Adam's  bad  ex- 
ample had  borne  fruit,  and  Mr.  Grant 
Duff  had  been  as  lavish  on  himself  as  hia 
remote  Predecessor  had  been.  In  his 
speech  of  the  80th  of  June  last  Mr.  Grant 
Duff  quoted  a  long  extract  from  one  of 
his  own  mftgazine  articles,  written  15 
years  ago,  giving  his  ideal  of  our  duties 
in  India.  The  ideal  is  excellent,  but  the 
practice  falls  very  far  short  of  it.  Mr. 
Grant  Duff,  however,  deserved  the  com- 
mendation bestowed  upon  him  by  the 
noble  Ijord  who  had  just  sat  down,  for  his 
industry  in  visiting  all  parts  of  the  Presi- 
dency. Rather  more  than  30  years  ago, 
there  was  a  long  correspondence  at  the 
Colonial  Office  with  a  Governor  who,  with- 
out authorization,  had  put  up  a  pump. 
That  might  have  been  an  excess  of  red 
tape;  but  there  appeared  to  have  been 
an  excess  the  other  way  in  the  case  of 
the  silk  hangings  at  Ootacamund, 

The  KiKL  of  KIMBERLEY,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
introduced  the  subject  spoke  with  such 
great  authority  on  questions  of  this  hind, 
from  his  connection  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  Madras^  and  knowledge  of  India, 
that  it  was  with  great  regret  he  was  nn- 
abk%  iu  the  main,  to  agree  with  the  views 
tho  noble  Lord  had  expressed.  In  point 
of  principle,  he  did  not  see  any  difference 
at  all  between  the  Supremo  Government 
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and  the  Local  GoverDmenta  taking  re- 
laxation in  the  cooler  regions  of  the 
Hills.  So  far  as  there  was  any  public 
opinion  in  Lidia,  it  was  quite  as  adverse 
to  the  removal  of  the  Cfovemor  General 
as  it  was  to  that  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ments ;  and  in  principle  he  was  unable 
to  separate  the  one  from  the  other.  As 
the  subject  was  one  that  had  been  much 
discussed  of  late,  he  would  remark  that 
the  chief  author  of  the  migration  to 
Simla  was  a  Governor  General  who,  of 
all  others,  was  not  the  man  to  shirk  work 
or  to  spare  himself — he  meant  the  late 
Lord  Lawrence^the  amount  of  work  he 
did  in  India  was  astonishing,  and  his 
opinion  was  exceedingly  strong  on  the 
necessity  of  the  Supreme  Government 
going  to  Simla.  An  interesting  corre- 
epondence  on  the  subject  took  place  be- 
tween the  then  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
— Sir  Charles  Wood  —  and  Lord  Law- 
rence, and  a  part  of  it  was  printed  in 
The  fjfeof  Lfn*d  Lmcrma,  In  a  letter  to 
Sir  Charles  Wood,  written  in  1864,  and 

Elven  in  volume  2,  at  page  426,  Lord 
awrence,  speaking  of  the  migration  to 
Simla,  said — 

^*  I  do  not,  however,  think  that  ft  better  jir- 
ranpjement  is  to  be  mado.  The  work  now  ia 
probftbly  treble,  possibly  qiiadniplo,  what  it  was 
20  years  a^o ;  and  it  is,  for  the  moat  part,  of 
a  very  difficult  naturo.  Neither  cotild  your 
Governor  General  and  hia  Council  really  do  it 
in  the  hot  weatlu^r  in  Calcutta,  At  the  beat, 
as  you  aay^  they  would  work  at  half  speed.  .  ,  . 
TljiH  placf>,  of  all  Hill  stations,  a(?>emB  to  me  the 
hpst  for  the  Supremo  GoTemmcnt.  Ht»r©  ycrn 
are  with  one  foot,  I  may  say»  in  the  Punjaub, 
and  another  in  theNorth-West  Provincea.  Here 
3'ou  aro  araonp:  a  docile  population,  and  yet  near 
enough  to  influenre  Oud^\  Around  you»  in  a 
word,  are  all  the  warlike  races  of  India,  all 
thoie  on  wboee  character  and  power  our  hold  in 
India,  exclusive  of  our  own  countrymen  de- 
pends,'* 

Till'  authority  of  Lord  Lawrence  seemed 
to  bim  to  ho  almost  connlnsive  on  the 
subject,  AMu+n  tlje  noble  Marquess  op- 
posite (fhe  ]Vfflrques8  of  Salisbury)  was 
at  the  India  OMice  he  wrote  a  despatch^ 
the  effect  of  which  was  to  prtsoribe  a 
limit  to  the  stay  at  8imla.  As  regarded 
what  were  termed  the  additional  Mem- 
bers of  the  Viceroy's  Council,  there  was 
no  doubt  it  was  more  convenient,  and  in 
every  w^ay  better,  that  the  consideration 
of  Bills  should  take  place  in  Calcutta. 
With  respect  to  the  Petition  from  Ma- 
dras, he  was  sure  the  noble  Lord  who 
presented  it  would  not  make  hinifciBlf  re- 
sponsible for  all  its  atatemeuts^  eome  of 

Tli^  Earl  tff  Kimherhy 


which  were  of  an  exaggerated  kind.  The 
apprehension  that  the  Government  wat 
about  to  fix  itself  permanently  at  Oota- 
camund  was  altogether  unfounded.  Nor 
was  there  any  intention  to  abolish  th© 
Board  of  Inland  Eevenue,  although 
there  were  proposed  reforms  of  it  under 
consideration.  Very  exaggerated  state* 
raents  had  been  made  as  to  the  evil  con- 
sequences of  the  Madras  Government 
leaving  Madras  and  going  to  the  Hills. 
An  arrangement  was  mad©  in  1869,  sanc- 
tioned by  his  noble  Friend  (the  I)uke  of 
Argyll),  that  the  Government  of  Madras 
f^hould  go  to  the  Hills  for  three  months 
in  each  year  ;  and  no  doubt  that  arrange- 
ment had  since  been  set  aside*  How 
this  was  first  set  aside  he  could  not  trace; 
but  it  appeared  that  when  Lord  Hobart 
went  out  he  obtained  permission  to  go  to 
the  Hills  for  a  longer  time,  and  since 
then  it  had  become  the  uniform  practice 
for  the  Governor  to  pass  something  like 
six  months  on  the  nills.  In  this  the  Go- 
vernors of  Madras  were  only  following 
the  example  of  the  other  Local  Govern- 
ments. Opinions  in  the  Indian  Service 
had  much  changed  on  this  subject. 
When  the  practice  was  first  introduced, 
the  older  members  of  the  Service  con- 
demned it ;  but  further  experience  had 
changed  their  opinions,  and  the  practice 
was  now  regarded  as  advnntageona, 
Europeans,  it  was  seen,  could  do  their 
work  much  better  if,  during  the  hot 
season,  they  sojourned  in  cooler  districta. 
Mr.  Grant  Duff  had  personally  no  ubjeo* 
tion  to  Madras.  He  said  he  had  no  par- 
ticular desire  to  go  away  from  Madraa 
for  six  months  J  yet  he  was  strongly  in 
favour  of  the  practice  of  doing  so.  No 
doubt,  if  the  Governor  simply  perched 
himself  on  the  Hills  and  did  not  de- 
scend into  the  Plains,  the  practice 
would  be  most  undesirable  ;  but,  during 
his  abf^enee  from  Madras,  it  wae  Mr* 
Grant  Duffs  practice  to  take  advantage 
of  the  opportunity  to  make  journeys  into 
the  surrounding  districts,  to  come  into 
contact  with  the  various  communities^ 
and  to  make  himself  acquainted  with 
the  working  of  the  Civil  Service  in  those 
parts  of  his  Presidency.  This  was  a 
very  important  point,  and  must  be  re- 
garded as  of  great  advantage),  for  unless 
the  Governor  saw  these  servants  and 
knew  how  the  work  waa  being  done, 
his  administration  could  not  be  etSciently 
conducted.  It  must  also  be  remembered 
that  the  Governor's  residence  on    the 
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Hills  wae  only  21  hours*  journey  from 
Madraa,  and  that  he  wag,  therefore,  iu 
oonetant  communication  with  Madraa. 
The  Army  headquarters  had  alao  been 
removed  to  the  Hills,  and  with  the 
strong  approval  of  General  Hoberta. 
The  proposed  removal  of  a  certain  part 
of  the  military  ofEces  to  Bangalore, 
which  bad  been  alluded  to,  was  con- 
nected with  certain  changes  in  the  ar- 
rangements of  the  fort  at  Madras ;  but 
the  proposal  had  been  given  up.  He  (the 
Earl  of  Kimberley)  did  not  desire  to 
undervalue  the  impoitance  of  having 
the  Governments  in  contact  with  tbe 
Europeans  and  all  those  who  lived  in 
the  capitals.  It  was,  no  doubt,  advan- 
tageous that  tUe  Governors  should  move 
about  the  country  j  but  it  would  not  do 
for  them  to  lose  touch  of  those  who  lived 
in  the  capitals.  He  quite  admitted  that ; 
but,  without  saying  anything  deroga- 
tory of  those  who  had  raised  this  ques- 
tion in  India,  he  thought  they  had, 
owing  to  their  personal  feelings  in  the 
matter,  been  led  somewhat  to  exaggerate 
the  inconvenience  of  the  Governor's 
absence  from  Madras.  It  was  very 
much  a  question  of  degree.  It  might 
lead  to  considerable  difficulties  if  a 
Governor  were  absent  unduly  long ;  but 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  take 
care  that  this  did  not  take  place.  Eefer- 
encehad  been  made  to  the  expenses  of  the 
Governor's  residence  on  the  Hills.  The 
expense  of  building  and  furnishing  that 
residence  certainly  had  been  large ;  but 
it  would  be  unjust  to  lay  this  to  the 
charge  of  Mr,  Grant  Duff,  for  it  was  in 
an  advanced  state  when  he  first  went 
out.  It  waa^  therefore,  necessary  to 
ooroplete  it  and  furnish  it.  The 
attention  of  the  Government  of  India 
was  first  called  to  the  erection  of  a 
Government  House  at  Ootacamund  in 
1878,  when  explanations  and  estimates 
were  asked  for  from  the  Madras  Govern- 
ment. A  revised  estimate  was  sanctioned 
in  1882,  and  a  final  estimate  in  1883. 
In  answer  to  an  inquiry  from  him  as  to 
this  final  estimate  the  Government  of 
India  explained  that  the  expenditure 
was  incurred  by  the  Madras  Govern* 
ment  without  their  authority,  under  a 
misconception  of  which  the  origin  must 
be  traced  many  years  back.  The  con- 
struction of  the  building  entailed  a 
corresponding  expense  in  furnishing  it ; 
and  when  the  matter  first  came  under 
the  cognizance  of  the   Government   of 


India  the  work  had  proceeded  too  far  to 
Justify  any  interference.  As  to  the 
hangings  mentioned  by  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley),  Mr.  Grant 
Dutf,  when  he  arrived  at  Madras,  found 
that  the  house,  which  had  been  begun 
some  years  before  he  left  England, 
required  to  be  finished  aud  furnished, 
and  the  silk  hangings,  about  which  he 
(the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  had  no  special 
informutioD,  were,  he  concluded,  part  of 
the  furniture  considered  necessary.  He 
iiad  no  reason  to  believe  that  they  had 
cost  mor*?  than  silk  hangiTigs  usually  did. 
The  Dltkis  of  BUCKINGHAM  and 
01IAND08  said,  as  one  who  had  tried 
the  power  of  doing  work  in  India,  and 
been  able  to  watch  tlie  progress  of  work 
in  the  plains  as  compared  with  that  on 
the  Hills,  he  bore  his  testimony  to  the 
faut  that  there  was  a  very  matiitrial 
diminution,  notwithstanding  the  high 
pressure  at  which  they  were  working  at 
the  time,  in  the  work  that  was  got 
through  duriog  the  five  or  eix  months  of 
the  hot  weather  in  the  Plains.  He 
therefore  fully  endorsed  the  statement 
of  his  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley), 
that  a  very  much  greater  amount  of 
work  was  got  through  by  the  Government 
in  the  Hills.  There  was  one  other  point 
to  which  he  wished  to  advert,  and  that 
was  the  marked  difference  of  position 
between  all  Members  of  Council  and 
other  officers  of  the  Government,  The 
former,  whatever  amount  of  recreation 
they  might  have  had  on  the  Hills  in 
former  days,  had  now  to  work  just  as 
many  hours  in  the  Hills  as  in  tbe  plains. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  during 
those  five  years  during  which  a  member 
of  the  Civil  Service,  after  21  years' 
service  in  India,  served  as  a  Member  of 
Council  he  got  no  leave  whatever,  except 
by  illness,  from  his  regular  duties; 
while  every  other  officer  could,  if  he 
found  it  necessary,  cut  himself  adrift 
Irotn  business  altogether  for  a  month, 
whether  he  went  away  or  not.  That 
was  an  important  difference,  which  could 
not  b©  overlooked  in  the  consideration 
of  the  question.  During  the  time  ho 
had  the  honour  to  be  in  Madras  he 
certainly  came  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
was  for  the  interest  of  the  Government 
that  a  reasonable  time  of  change  of 
olimate  should  be  spent  by  the  Members 
of  Council  and  the  Governor  all  together 
upon  tlie  Hills. 


1356 


India  {S0ai  of 


iLOBDSj 


Government), 


i35e 


The  Dttke  of  AUGYLL  said,  that 
it  was  hie  privilege  to  appoint  Lord 
Hobart;  but  he  had  not  tbe  elightest 
recollection  of  the  arrangement  which 
hie  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  (the  Earl  of  Kimberlej)  had 
said  originated  with  Lord  Hobart;  but 
he  had  no  doubt  that  hie  noble  Friend 
was  quite  accurate  in  ntatiag  that  the 
change  of  extension  of  leave  began  in 
his  time.  He  had  a  very  distinct  and 
vivid  recollectioQ  of  discussions  on  many 
occasions  in  the  Council  here  when  he  was 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Supreme  Government  of  India, 
At  that  time^  however,  the  Council  was 
full  of  old,  hardened  men,  some  of  whom 
were  the  finest  specimens  of  humanity 
he  had  ever  seen — auch  men  as  Mr. 
Prlnseppi  Sir  James  Hogg,  and  Mr, 
Currie,  all  men  who  had  spent  30  or  40 
years  in  India  with  hardly  any  leave* 
They  used  habitually  to  quote  to  him 
the  example  of  Lord  Hastings,  who 
never  left  Calcutta  and  always  conducted 
his  business  sitting  in  the  very  stiffostof 
chairs,  and  dressed  in  the  very  stlffest 
of  uniforms.  That  might  be  all  very 
fine  for  men  of  such  constitution b  as  his 
(Lord  Hastings),  and  his  (the  Duke  of 
ArgylFs)  view  was  simply  this — that 
times  had  wholly  changed  since  the 
days  of  Lord  Hastings.  The  work  was 
enormously  greater,  railways  had  been 
invented,  and  the  distance  from  Simla 
was  now  comparatively  nothing.  His 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Napier  and  Ettrick) 
bad  brought  the  matter  forward  with 
Ms  usual  ability  and  with  great  clear- 
ness ;  but,  in  his  (the  Duke  of  Argyll's) 
opinion,  the  balance  of  argument  was 
largely  against  him. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
it  was  only  fair,  since  Lord  Hobart  was 
unfortunately  no  more,  to  state  that  he 
had  merely  mentioned  that  he  had  been 
told  that  an  extension  bad  been  made  in 
Lord  Ho  hart's  time ;  but  he  had  no 
certain  authority  for  the  statement.  He 
wished  to  add  that  in  1682  the  question 
of  the  longer  stay  of  the  Governor  of 
Madras  was  before  his  Predecessor  io 
Council ;  but  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
Council  did  not  then  think  it  necessary 
to  take  any  notice  of  the  change  from 
three  to  six  months. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY  said, 
that,  as  far  as  h3  remembered,  Lord 
Hobart  did  make  some  kind  of  under- 
standing upon  the  subject  of  a  longer 


stay  in  the  Hills.  That  strong  objec- 
tion to  the  residence  in  the  Hills  was 
just  djing  away  when  he  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  was  succeeded  by  his 
noble  Friend  opposite  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll)  as  Secretary  of  State  for  India. 
Just  then  the  stern  Romans  who  had 
formed  the  bulk  of  the  Council  were 
beginning  to  resign,  and  it  fell  to  his  lot 
to  fill  up  the  vacancies;  and  all  the 
younger  men  who  were  appointed  fully 
believed  in  the  value  of  the  extension  of 
the  time  in  the  Hills.  Men  like  Mr. 
Prineepp  and  Sir  James  Hogg  looked 
upon  the  migration  as  the  beginnin|f 
of  the  decadence  of  the  Indian  Em- 
pire. He  beheved  that  the  change 
of  practice  that  had  been  brought  about 
was  due  to  increased  facilities  of  loco- 
motion, and  where  they  existed  it  was 
impossible  to  resist  the  tendency  to 
move.  Before  determining  whether  or 
not  the  Supreme  Government  should 
remain  permanently  at  Calcutta,  they 
ought  to  consider  whether  it  was  desir- 
able that  that  Government  should  always 
be  subjected  to  the  Anglo-Indian  influ- 
ence, which  made  itself  felt  there,  or 
whether  that  inlluenoe  was  not  better 
exercised  in  a  more  intermittent  manner. 
There  was  a  time  when  it  was  thought 
that  the  influence  in  question  should  be 
exercieed  continuously ;  but  recently 
that  view  had  been  modified.  On  the 
ground  that  the  Government  of  India 
gained  a  certain  independence,  which 
might  make  itself  felt  in  its  decisions  by 
an  occasional  absence  from  Calcutta^  a 
great  deal  could  be  said  in  favour  of  its 
repairing  to  the  Hills  for  a  time.  It 
would,  however,  be  most  unfortunate  ii 
a  practice  were  to  grow  up  of  staying  al 
Hill  Stations  during  the  whole  of  the 
time  allowed  to  Government  officials  far 
such  vacations.  Formerly  the  Govern- 
ment used  to  treat  the  vacation  as  a 
precious  opportunity  for  visiting  various 
parts  of  the  Dominion  in  order  to  come 
into  contact  with  Native  potentates  and 
populations.  Such  yisits^  though  expeu* 
8ive»  conduced  to  the  welfare  of  the  country 
generally.  Subject  to  these  oonsidera- 
tionS|  he  thought  it  would  be  very  un- 
wise to  compel  officials  to  live  through- 
out the  year  in  places  where  at  oertala 
times  the  full  power  of  their  minds  could 
not  be  exercised,  especially  when  the 
tendency  was  to  appoint  to  high  places 
in  our  Eastern  Empire  men  who  had 
grown  up  in  European  politics   rathac 


1357  J frica  {South'  | November  10,  1884) 


Weit  Ccmty 


1858 


¥ 


^ 


^ 


tban  men  haying  an  exclusive  experience 
of  India. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  aaid, 
that  there  was  an  informality  in  the 
Petition,  inasmuch  as  it  bad  no  eigaa- 
turea  attached  to  it,  the  signatures  being 
on  separate  sheeta.  He  would  be  ex- 
tremely sorry,  however,  if  the  Petitionera 
should  have  the  notion  that  it  had  been 
rejected.  It  was,  no  doubt,  a  hond  fids 
Petition,  and,  though  technically  it  could 
not  be  received,  it  ahould  he  understood 
that  it  had  been  before  the  House  and 
discussed ;  and  he  hoped  that  the  Peti- 
tioners would  not  entertain  any  feeling 
of  disappointment. 

Petition  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with' 
drawn. 

EDUCATION  DEPART^^fENT  -^  OTER- 
PEES3URE  AT  GREAT  WARFORD 
SCHOOL.— aUESTION, 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY, 
in  asking  the  Lord  President  of  the 
Oouncilj  Whether  he  intends  to  in- 
stitute an  inquiry  into  the  causes  of 
the  death  of  a  child  named  Harriet 
Straker,  of  Great  Warford,  from  alleged 
over-pressure  at  school  ?  eaid^  that  he 
would  not  have  troubled  the  noble 
Lord  for  a  single  death  only ;  but  he  was 
constrained  to  do  so  in  this  case,  as  the 
child's  parents  were  neighbours  of  his, 
and  the  Macclesfield  Sanitary  Authority 
had  written  to  him  respecting  it. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  (Lord  Presn 
DENT  of  the  Council),  in  reply,  said,  that 
the  Education  Department  had  written 
to  the  manager  of  the  school  requesting 
him  to  give  his  view  of  the  case,  and 
when  it  was  obtained  it  would  be  at  the 
disposal  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  the  De- 
partment would  consider  whether  any 
further  inquiry  would  be  necessary. 

INDIA— THE  INDIAN  PENAL  CODE- 
SECTION  7.— QUESTION. 
Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY, 
in  ftsking  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  he  will  cause 
Seotion  75  of  the  Indian  Penal  Code  to 
be  amended  by  the  insertioQ  after  the 
words  '*  transportation  for  life  "of  the 
words  '*ot  any  shorter  time,"  so  as  to 
avoid  the  constant  infliction  of  sentences 
of  transportation  or  penal  servitude  far 
life  for  thefts  of  very  trLding  amount  in 
cases  where  there  have  been  previous 
convictions?    siud,  that   between    1876 


and  the  present  yoar  the  Records  of  the 
High  Court  of  Madras  showed  that  there 
had  been  in  that  Court  nine  sentences  of 
transportation  for  life,  and  two  of  penal 
servitude  for  life,  for  trifling  thefts  by 
previous  offenders.  The  alteration  of 
the  section  mentioned  in  his  Notice  was 
the  minimum  that  was  asked  for,  so  as 
to  leave  more  discretion  to  the  Judge  ; 
but  he  thought  that  the  Code  might  well 
be  amended  by  substituting  some  shorter 
period  for  that  of  transportation  for 
life  ;  and  he  was  fortified  in  this  view  by 
the  words  of  the  Chief  Justice,  Lord 
Coleridge,  at  the  opening  of  the  Bedford 
Assizes,  last  i26th  of  October.  The  Chief 
Justice  said — 

*'  If  heavy  sentences  were  awarded  in  saoh 
ca^os,  there  were  no  sentences  adequately  severe 
for  the  far  graver  crimes  which  frequently  came 
before  Judges  at  Ajwizes." 

Some  time  ago  an  official  of  the  India 
Office  had  told  him  that  these  people 
who  were  sentenced  were  much  better  off 
at  the  Andaman  Islands  than  in  their 
own  country.  If  that  really  were  the 
case,  it  was  enforced  colonization,  and 
should  be  reserved  for  deserving  persons, 
and  not  for  thieves. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY,  in  re- 
ply, said,  he  objected  to  the  allegation 
that  the  severe  sentences  referred  to  in 
the  Question  were  being '♦  constantly  ** 
inflicted.  The  75th  section  of  the  Indian 
Penal  Code  provided  that  in  the  case  of 
second  offences  punishable  by  imprison- 
ment of  not  less  than  three  years,  the 
Court  might,  at  its  discretion,  either 
transport  the  offender  for  life  or  sentence 
him  to  a  double  term  of  imprisonment  for 
10  years.  The  provision  was  a  salutary 
one,  intended  to  meet  the  case  of  habi* 
tual  offenders  against  the  law.  He  was 
not  aware  that  the  power  conferred  by 
the  nation  upon  the  Judges  had  been 
abused  j  and  he,  therefore,  oould  not 
agree  to  the  suggestion  that  the  Code 
should  be  amended. 

AFRICA  (SOUTH-WEST  COAST)— ANGRA 

PEQUENA— THE  PAPERS. 

QXTKBTIOy, 

ViaootJNT  SIDMOUTH  asked  Her 
Majesty^a  Government,  If  the  Corre- 
spondence with  the  Capo  and  Foreigu 
(iovornmenta  relative  to  Angra  Pequena 
and  the  neighbouring  coast  and  islands 
can  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  ; 
also  Correspondence  with  British  sub- 
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lecta  respeotiDg  any  claims  of  property 
in  those  localities  ? 

The  Eaklof  KIMBERLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  his  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Earl 
Granville),  who  was  engaged  eleewherei 
had  told  him  that  there  would  be  no  de- 
jection to  lay  ail  the  Papers  on  the  Table, 

HouMd  adjourned  at  quarter  past  8ix  o'clock, 
till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 
past  Ten  o'dock> 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  lOfA  Nwemher,  1884. 


MTNTJTEg.]— Nb^-    Mbrber    Sworn— Samp. 

BOH    Samuel   Lloyd,    esquire,  for   Warwick 

County  (SoQtheni  Birision). 
Sblsct  CoMMrrTBB— 'WestmiDBter  Hall  (Hesta- 

ration),  nominated. 
Public  Bills— Or<f#r<?ff  —  First   Reading — Par- 

Ifamontarv  Franchise  (Extension  to  Women)  • 

[32].         ■ 
Seeond  Reading — Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland)* 

[9]. 
Commtitee  —  Report  —  Eepreaentation    of    the 

People  [1]- 

QXTESTIONS. 


INDIA— LAW  AND  JtJSTICE-^nNUTES 

OF  THE  OfllEF  JUSTICE  OF 

BENGAL. 

8m  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If 
he  has  reason  to  believe  that  Sir  Richard 
Garthy  Ohief  Justice  of  Bengal,  has  twice 
sent  to  the  public  prints  minutes  contain- 
ing censures  on  the  Government  of  India, 
on  one  of  the  principal  Members  of  the 
Cabinet,  and  on  Parliament,  in  regard 
to  acta  of  confiscation  in  Ireland,  and  in 
which,  after  publicly  praying  to  God  to 
avert  such  measures  of  confiscation  from 
India,  he  appeals  to  the  Zemindars  to 
awake  and  resist  the  land  policy  of  the 
Government  of  India ;  whether  the  Go- 
vernment of  India,  or  the  Viceroy,  have 
made  any  representations  on  the  sub- 
ject; and»  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go* 
vemment  have  taken,  or  propose  to 
take,  any  action  in  regard  to  it  ? 

Mr.  J,  K,  GROSS :  The  Government 
of  India  have  made  representations  on 
the  suLjfct  of  two  Minutes  by  Sir 
Biohard  Garth,  which   are^  no    doubt^ 
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those  referred  to  in  the  Question.     The 
Minutes  are   certainly  couched  in  lan- 
guage somewhat  controversial.    Having 
regard,   however,   to  the  high  judiclft_ 
position  of  SirEichardGarth,  and  to  thd- 
importance  of  maintaining  satisfactoryi 
relations  between  the  Government  and' 
the  High  Cburts,  it  will  be  readily  un- 
derstood that  it  is  not  desirable  that  I 
should  enter  further  into  the  matter* 


THE  EOYAL   IRISH  CONSTABUUkRY- 
EXTRA  PAY. 
Colonel     C0LTHUE8T   asked    tlid 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Why  the  recommendation  of 
the  Constabulary  Commission  of  1882,1 
with  regard  to  extra  payments  of  con* 
stables  employed  as  Inspectors  of 
Weights  and  Measures,  has  not  been 
carried  into  effect  ? 

Mr.  OAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The  Irish  Government  bare  had  no 
suitable  opportunity  of  dealing  with 
this  recommendation,  which  oould  not 
he  carried  out  without  legislation  for 
the  amendment  of  the  Weights  and 
Measures  Act»  involving  an  increaee ' 
charge  upon  the  cess. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)  —  THE 
EDENDERRY  DISTRICT,  KING'S 
COUNTY. 
Ma.  MOLLOY  asked  the  Chief  Sec 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irelandjl 
If  it  ia  a  fact  that,  in  several  oase^i 
recently  tried  by  Messrs.  Tyrrell  and 
Ridge  way,  Justices  of  the  Peace  for  the 
Rd«3nderry  District  of  the  King's  County, 
persons  convicted  were  advised  by  their 
solicitors  to  appeal,  the  convictions  being 
manifestly  illegal ;  whether  the  parties 
subsequently,  and  during  the  period 
open  to  them  for  appealing,  were  in- 
duced by  the  magistrate's  clerk  not  to 
appeal,  intimating  to  them  thatif  thej 
appealed,  and  were  successful,  the  nea 
time  they  came  before  the  magistralea 
they  would  not  be  dealt  with  eo  lem<^ 
ently ;  whether,  on  the  persuasion  of  the 
said  clerk,  the  convicted  parties  rel 
to  appeal ;  whether,  in  one  case,  the 
parties  appealing  paid  the  magistrate's 
clerk  ten  shillings  to  prepare  the  neces- 
sary form  for  his  appeal ;  whether  the 
iaid  clerk  accepted  the  said  sum  of  Um 
shillings,  and  promised  to  have  the  ap- 
peal made  out  in  due  form,  hut  subsa- 
quently*  when  the  matter  came  he' 
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tlie  Oounty  Court  Judge,  the  necessary 
notices  which  the  clerk  undertook  to 
eerve,  and  was  paid  for  drawing,  were 
not  served ;  whether  this  clerk  was  ap- 
pointed^  although  he  was  not  legally 
qualified  ;  whether  the  said  clerk  is  also  a 
car  proprietor  in  the  town ;  and,  whether 
the  said  clerk  provides  cars  for  the 
transfer  of  such  prisoners  to  the  county 
prison  as  are  sentenced  by  the  magis- 
trates ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNEinr\N: 
The  hon.  Member* s  Question  is  some- 
what vague.  More  direct  and  satis- 
factory inquiry  could  have  been  made  if 
he  bad  mentioned  the  names  of  the 
parties  to  the  oases  to  which  he  refers. 
ho  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  ascertain 
from  general  inquiry,  the  clerk  .denies 
that  in  any  cases  he  acted  in  the  im- 
proper and  irregular  manner  described 
m  the  Question  ;  but  if  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber will  give  me  some  particulars  by 
which  the  cases  to  which  he  alludes  can 
be  identified,  I  shall  have  further  in- 
quiry made.  With  regard  to  the  posi- 
tion of  the  clerk,  there  is  no  ground  for 
the  suggestion  that  he  was  not  legally 
qualified.  It  ia  true  that»  when  ap- 
painted  by  the  late  Lord  Lieutenant,  he 
was  over  the  age  prescribed  by  His  Ex- 
cellency's Kegulations  on  the  subject; 
but  these  Kegulations  have  no  legal 
effect,  and  His  Excellency  was  quite 
witbtn  his  powers  in  making  an  excep- 
tion when — as  in  the  present  instance — 
he  deemed  it  for  the  public  interests* 
The  clerk  is  reported  by  the  Head  of  his 
Department  to  have  been  always  a  satis- 
factory officer.  With  regard  to  the  use 
of  his  cars  for  the  conveyance  of  pri- 
soners, I  understand  that  other  car  pro- 
prietors in  the  district  refused  to  hire 
out  cars  for  the  use  of  the  authorities, 

Mb.  MOLLOY  asked  the  Cbief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
11  he  is  aware  that  there  is  not  a  single 
Catholic  Magistrate  for  the  district  of 
Edenderry  in  the  King's  County;  that 
in  the  memory  of  the  present  generation 
no  Catholic  Magistrate  has  sat  in  the 
Court  House  of  Edenderry  ;  if  he  is 
aware  that  there  are  several  Catholic 
gentlemen  in  the  neighbourhood  quali- 
fied to  receive  the  Commission ;  and^  if 
he  can  state  why  none  such  are  ap- 
pointed ? 

Ma,  CAMPBELL -BAKXERMAN: 
I  am  informed  that  on  the  Edenderry 
Bench  there  is  not  at  present  any  Catho- 


lic magistrate,  I  am  not  aware  that 
properly- qualified  Catholic  gentlemen 
can  be  found  in  the  neighbourhood  to 
be  placed  in  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace ;  but  the  Lord  Chancellor  informs 
me  that  he  has  been  in  communication 
with  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county, 
who  has  not  as  yet  been  able  to  reoom- 
mend  any  Catholic  gentleman  whose 
name  has  been  suggested.  The  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  the  county  has^  in  the 
Lord  Chancellor's  opinion,  evinced  the 
utmost  desire  to  redress,  whenever  pos- 
sible, any  religious  inequality  in  the 
magistracy  of  hia  county, 

Mr,  MOLLOY  asked  if  the  Lord 
Chancellor  would  receive  the  names  of 
Catholic  gentlemen  properly  qualified  ? 

Mr,  CAMPBELL  -  BAKNEBMAN 
said,  he  was  not  precisely  aware  of  th© 
general  course  in  such  cases ;  but  he 
would  say  he  was  sure  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor would  be  very  willing  to  do  any- 
thing in  his  power  in  the  matter- 

POOR  LAW  GUARDIANS  (IRELAND)— 
QUALrPICATION. 

Mr,  O'BRIEN  (for  Mr.  BLealy)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the 
fact  that,  under  the  1  and  2  Yic.  o.  56> 
s,  19,  the  Local  Government  Board  have 
power,  by  general  order,  to  fix  the  quali- 
fication necessary  for  Poor  Law  Ciuar^ 
dians  in  Ireland  j  and,  whether,  this 
being  so^  the  Board  propose  to  reduce 
the  qualification  in  ail  Irish  Unions  to 
a  uniform  £13  ratings  having  regard  to 
the  approval  given  by  the  Government 
to  a  provision  with  this  object,  which 
was  included  in  the  Poor  Law  Guar- 
dians (Ireland)  Bill,  passed  by  the  House 
of  Commons  during  last  Session  ? 

Mr,  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN  : 
It  is  true  that  the  Local  Government 
Board  have  such  a  power;  but  it  is 
clearly  not  intended  by  the  Acts  now  in 
force  that  they  should  use  it  in  the  man- 
ner suggested  ;  and,  the  subject  being 
now  again  before  the  Legislature,  the 
Board  would  not  deem  it  right  to  anti- 
cipate the  decision  with  regard  to  it  by 
any  alteration  in  their  procedure. 

EDUCATION    (IRELANI))-SUPPLY    OF 
BOOKS,  MAPS,  &a,  GRATIS  TO  NA- 
TIONAL SCHOOLS. 
Sm   HERVEY    BRUCE    asked   the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
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of  Ireland,  Whether  he  will  consider 
the  propriety  of  supplying  gratis  to  the 
National  Schools  in  Ireland  the  books 
and  maps  requisite  for  educational  pur- 
poses ? 

Mr,  CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAN: 
I  cannot  undertake  to  make  such  a  pro- 
posal to  the  Treasury.  As  I  believe 
has  been  pointed  out  to  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet on  a  former  occasion,  it  would  in- 
volve an  increase  of  about  JS 30,000  in 
the  Parliamentary  grant. 

PRISONS  ( IRELAND)  —  MARTBORO  UGH 
GAOL. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  0*OONNOB  askod 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  it  is  a  fact  that, 
aince  Maryborough  Gaol  has  been  con- 
verted into  a  convict  prison »  t!ie  work 
of  the  staff  has  been  very  much  in- 
creased J  whether  there  are  eight  warders 
now  receiving  only  local  warders'  salary, 
but  compelled  to  do  duty  as  con\'ict 
warders;  whether  it  ia  a  fact  that  the 
warders  are  not  allowed  Sunday  leave ; 
whether  two  warders  resigned,  and  two 
more  were  discharged,  on  medical 
grounds,  as  unable  to  perform  the  ex- 
cesaivo  work  now  imposed  on  them  j 
whether  John  Gorman  died  of  typhoid 
fever  on  the  27th  October,  and  the  chief 
warder  and  three  ordinary  warders  are 
now  daugerouely  ill»  two  in  the  County 
Infirmary,  and  two  in  their  own  homes, 
owing  to  the  excessive  confinement ; 
and,  whether  the  warders  have  not  been 
subjected  to  an  unusual  number  of  as- 
saults by  the  convicts  •*  bordering  on 
insanity/'  whom  they  are  not  numerous 
enough  properly  to  control  ? 

Me,  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
The  General  Prisons  Board  report  to  me 
that  it  is  not  a  fact  that  since  Mary- 
borough Prison  has  been  converted  into 
a  convict  prison  the  work  of  the  staff  has 
been  very  much  increased,  and  they  ex- 
plain the  circumstances  which  may  have 
given  rise  to  the  suggestions  in  the 
other  parts  of  the  Question.  It  is  only 
in  case  of  emergency,  caused  by  absence 
of  warders  or  otherwisai  that  local 
warders  are  occasionally  called  on  to 
assist  in  the  convict  part  of  the  prison. 
All  warders  are  allowed  their  proper 
portion  of  partial  or  entire  Sunday  leave 
(partial  every  Sunday,  entire  one  in  six), 
except  when  absences  on  leave  or  through 
illness  prevent.  It  is  not  a  fact  that  two 
warders  have  resigned  owing  to  exees- 
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sive  work.  In  a  number  of  years  otily 
one  has  resigned,  and  he  did  so  a  few 
days  after  joining  the  service.  It  is  not 
a  fact  that  two  warders  have  been  in- 
valided owing  to  excessive  work.  Warder 
Gorman,  who  died  recently,  did  not 
usually  sleep  or  take  his  meals  in  the 
prison,  but  with  his  family  in  the  town. 
Two  warders  are  at  present  convalescent 
in  the  fever  hospital,  and  two  in  their 
quarters  in  the  prison.  The  medical 
officer  states  that  their  illness  was  not 
caused  by  confinement  in  the  prison* 
As,  however,  it  appears  from  this  state- 
ment that  there  have  been  five  cases  of 
fever  among  the  warders,  I  shall  ask 
for  a  further  special  Report  as  to  whe- 
ther there  can  oe  any  illness  attrihute4i 
to  defects  in  the  building.  There  hav 
been  no  serious  assaults  in  the  prison  l^ 
and  the  Prisons  Board  report  that  the 
staff  is  quite  sufficient  to  control  the 
prisoners. 

PREVENTION  OF  CRIME  (IBELAND) 
ACT,  1B82  (  WARRANTS  )-- EXT 
POLICE  TAX  —  BALLIUKMOYL 
I'ETTY  SESSIONS. 
Mh.  ARTHITE  0*CONNOB  ask. 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lien^ 
tenant  of  Ireland*  Whether  he  is  aw 
that,  at  the  Ballickmoyler  Petty  See- 
siona  of  the  24th  ultimo,  the  follow: 
persons  were  sued  for  the  under-metil 
tioned  sums  on  account  of  the  Ext: 
Police  Tax,  viz. :  Margaret  M^Donn 
for  id.  (one  halfpenny);  Thomas  De»" 
laney  for  ^d,\  Thomas  Gorman  Id.; 
Ellen  Bruder  l^d, ;  John  Abbin  5^, ; 
John  Brennan  4d,  ;  William  Mackey 
^d. ;  and  whether  he  sanctioned  thes« 
proceedings;  and,  whether  he  will  ettti 
the  grounds  on  which  the  Extra  PoH^ 
Tax  is  levied  ;  and  what  there  is  or  h 
been  in  the  district  to  justify  the  im- 
post f 

Mb.   CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN 
The  persons  named  were  summoned   aa 
stated.     The  police  tax  is  leviel 
ing"  to   the  valuation   of  the  1. 
and  the  sums  in   this  case   were   ver: 
small,  as  they  were  in  payment   for 
period  of  only  18  days.     The  proceed 
ings  were  taken  in  ordinary  course  o: 
law,  and  my  sanction  was  not  requin 
The  extra  police  force  was  sent  to  th 
distriL-t  on  account  of  the  existence  of 
intimidation  and  *'  Boycotting,"  wheriv 
by  it  became  necessary  to  alTord  extra 
protection  to  certain  obnoxious  persons. 
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Mb.  O'BEIEN  wished  to  know,  in  re- 
ference to  a  number  of  illegal  decrees 
granted  in  the  Monanimy  case,  whether 
the  Government  would  pay  the  expenses 
of  the  police  who  carried  out  the  illegal 
seizures  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
replied,  that  he  was  not  aware  of  the 
circumstances, 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  G^entleman  whether  he  t'l'nke  it  a 
wi»e  or  intelligent  proceeding  to  put 
the  whole  machinery  of  the  law  in  ope- 
ratioQ  for  the  purpose  of  enforcing  the 
payment  of  a  halfpenny  from  a  widow  ? 

[No  reply,] 

THE  INDI^VK  FAIVIINE^  1877— THE 
MISSIONARIES, 

Colonel  OOLTHUBST  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether*  it  has  been  brought  to  his 
notice  that  missionaries,  officially  en- 
gaged m  the  distribution  of  relief  in 
Southern  India  during  the  famine  of 
1877-8^  had  at  the  same  time  been  on- 
gaged  in  lending  money  (at  18  per  cent.) 
on  mortgages  of  the  lands  of  the  natives, 
as  shown  by  cases  recently  tried  in  the 
Law  Courts  of  the  Tinavelly  and  Madura 
districts,  where  judgments  have  beea 
obtained  for  sums  amounting  (by  ac- 
cumulated interest)  to  nearly  double  the 
original  loans ;  and,  if  there  would  be 
any  objection  to  give  a  Return  showing 
the  number  of  sueh  cases  during  the 
last  four  years  ? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CHOSS :  We  have  no  in- 
formation on  this  subject  at  the  India 
Office ;  andj  from  the  papers  with  which 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  has  fur- 
nished me,  it  does  not  appear  that  the 
action  attributed  to  the  missionaries  in 
this  matter  is  one  with  which  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  can  interfere. 

LAW  AND   JUSTICE   (IRELAND)— 

MR.  GEORGE  BOLTON. 
M».  AETHtTB  ARNOLD  asked  the 
iGhief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
'of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Irish  Oovern- 
ment  intend  to  continue  any  special  em* 
.  ployment  of  Mr.  George  Bolton  in  prose- 
[Butioneunder  the  provisions  of  theGrimes 
^  Act  of  1882? 

Kb.  GAJVIPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 

No,    Sir ;    the   arrangements   made    in 

connection  with  the  recent  appointmeut 

,  of  Grown  Solicitor  for  Dublin  will  render 


the  employment  of  Mr.  Bolton  in  the 
capacity  referred  to  in  the  Question  un- 
necessary, and  it  is  not  intended  to  em- 
ploy him  specially  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Preveutioij  of  Crime  Aot. 

Mr.  0*BRIEN:  Was  not  there  a 
Crown  Solicitor  in  Green  Street  during 
the  period  that  Mr.  Bolton  was  em- 
ployed in  the  Maanitrasna  murder  cases  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
That  refers  to  the  past  history  of  the 
matter,  with  which  I  am  not  acquainted ; 
but  if  the  hon.  Member  would  give  me 
Notice  I  maybe  able  to  answer  him. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  :  Then  I  would  ask 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  who 
must  be  acquainted  with  the  past  his- 
tory of  the  case. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  This 
new  Question  does  not  arise  in  way  out 
of  the  Question  on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  0*BBIEN:  I  submit,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  it  arises  directly  out  of 
the  Question  on  the  Paper.  What  I 
wished  to  ask  was,  why  it  should  bo 
necessary  to  employ  Mr.  Bolton  spe- 
cially while  Mr.  Anderson  was  engaged 
as  Crown  Solicitor  at  Green  Street,  and 
not  to  employ  him  now  that  Mr.  Coll 
has  been  appointed  ? 

[No  reply,] 

PUBLIC  BOARDS  (IRELAND)— AITBIT  OF 
ACCOUNTS. 

Mr.  PATRICK  POWER  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  What  decision,  if  any,  has 
been  come  to  with  regard  to  the  present 
system  of  auditing  the  accounts  of  Pub- 
lic Boards  in  Ireland  j  and,  whether  the 
G^overnment  intend  curtailing  the  arbi- 
trary power  of  surcharge  at  present 
vested  in  auditors  in  whose  appointment 
the  ratepayers  have  no  voice  ? 

Ma.  CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN: 
This  subject  could  not  be  doalt  with  ex- 
cept by  legislation*  As  has  been  stated 
on  a  former  occasion,  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  do  not  think  that  anything 
in  the  action  of  their  auditors  has  ren- 
dered a  power  of  appeal  from  their 
ru Hag  necessary ;  but,  nevertheless,  they 
think  that  such  a  right  of  appeal  might 
properly  be  provided  by  law,  if  an  op- 
portunity for  legislation  on  the  subject 
occurred. 

Me.  PATRICK  POWER  further 
asked,  Whether  the  law  upon  the  sub- 
ect  in  Ireland  and  England  might  not 
16  assimilated  ? 
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Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BAKKERMAK 
Batd«  he  could  not  now  make  any  pro- 
mise with  regard  to  legislation. 

LAW  AND  POLICE   (IRELAND)— THE 
SECRET  SERVIOE  FUND. 

Mb.  O'BKIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Who  is  responsible  fcir  the  disbursement 
of  the  Secret  Service  Fund  in  Ireland  in 
the  room  of  ex-Oounty  Inspector  French ; 
and  I  whether  the  men,  Noon  an  and 
M/Dermott,  referred  to  in  Frenches 
letter,  are  still  in  the  employment  of  the 
police  ? 

Mk.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEM  AN  : 
Ex  -  County  Inspector  French  never 
was  responsible  for  the  disbursement 
of  the  Secret  Service  Fund  in  Ireland, 
That  responsibility  rests  with  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  the  time  being.  With- 
out in  any  way  admitting  the  as- 
sumption involved  in  the  latter  part 
of  the  Question  as  to  the  two  men 
named  in  it,  I  must  distinctly  decline  to 
give  any  information  as  to  the  dealings 
of  the  Detective  Department, 

Mr.  O^RIEN  :  Might  I  ask,  who- 
ever was  responsible,  was  not  the  actual 
expenditure  of  the  money  in  the  hands 
of  Detective  Director  French,  and  were 
these  two  men  in  his  employment  ? 

Mb,  CAMPBELL -BANNEH MAN: 
I  have  already  answered  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber by  stating  that  the  responsibility  to 
Parliament  and  the  country  for  the  dis- 
bnrsemeut  of  thia  money  resta  upon  the 
Chief  Secretary. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND) -POOR  RATKe, 
BAN^rRY  UNION.  CORK, 
Mb.  DEASY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  has  been  brought  under  his 
notice  that  the  rate  collectors  in  the 
Bantry  Union,  county  of  Cork,  have,  by 
direction  of  Mr,  Payne,  Chairman  of  the 
Board,  and  also  agent  to  Lord  Bantry, 
compelled  tenants  on  the  Bantry  Estate 
under  £4  valuation  to  pay  Poor  Bate^ 
without  having  first  attempted  to  put  in 
force  section  2  of  G  and  7  Vic.  c,  92;  whe- 
ther Mr.  Payne,  acting  as  Chairman  of 
the  Board,  declined  to  put  a  resolution 
to  the  Board — 

**  Kequesting  the  attendancB  of  the  rat©  col- 
lectors at  the  first  meeting  of  the  Board  in  eaoh 
month,** 

AS  required  by  paragraph  6  of  Article 


49  of  the  General  Regulations  ;  whether 
the  Local  Government  Board  will  in- 
quire into  the  conduct  of  the  rate  col- 
lectors; and,  what  notice  will  be  taken 
of  Mr.  Payne's  conduct  ? 

Mh.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
This  matter  has  been  very  fully  before 
the  Local  Government  Board,  who  have 
had  explanations  from  the  rate  col loc tore 
which  show  that  they  did  not  act  in  the 
manner  alleged.  They  say  that  they 
demand  the  rates  from  the  immediate 
lessors  who  are  rated  j  but  that  in  some 
few  instances  the  tenants  have  come  in 
and  paid  voluntarily.  There  is  no  ein- 
dence  before  the  Board  that  the  col- 
lectors exceeded  their  powers;  and  aa 
persons  not  legally  liable  to  pay  ratea 
can  protect  their  own  interesta  and  re* 
fuse  to  pay  if  asked  to  do  so,  the  oa&e 
does  not  call  for  any  further  interfere 
ence  on  the  part  of  the  Board.  With 
regard  to  the  allegation  that  Mr.  Payne 
refused  to  put  a  resolution  from  the 
chair,  it  appears  that  it  was  not  until 
the  clerk  had  declared  the  busineee  of  the 
Board  to  be  concluded  and  the  Chair- 
man had  actually  left  the  chair  that  the 
resolution  was  proposed. 

Mr.  DEASY  :  Might  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  is  aware  that  the 
persons  compelled  to  pay  rates  in  these 
cases  are  very  small  farmers,  who  are 
wretchedly  poorj  and  I  would  adk  him, 
further,  il  he  would  grant  an  inquiry 
into  the  facts  of  the  whole  matter  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL ^BANNEK MAN: 
I  have  already  said  that  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  looked  very  carefully 
into  the  matter,  and  found  that  there 
was  no  case  for  further  inquiry* 

Mr.  DEABY  :  Would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  send  down  a  Local  Govern- 
ment Inspector  to  hold  an  inquiry  ? 

[No  reply.] 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— VOLUK- 
TEER  AND  MILITIA  SERGEAKT8, 
Colonel  O^BEIItNE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he  will 
take  into  consideration  the  case  of  the 
Volunteer  Js^ergeante  serving  on  the 
permanent  staffs  of  Militia  BattaUona, 
with  a  view  of  placing  them  on  an  equal 
footing  as  regards  pay  and  aUowanoee 
with  their  comrades  serving  on  the  per- 
manent staffs  under  Line  engagementfli 
as  the  former  have  to  perform  exactly 
similar  duties,  according  to  their  rank, 
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as  the  latter  nou-oommiflsioned  ofRcers  ; 
if  it  is  a  fact  that  a  sorgeant  who  has 
served  fivo  years  in  a  Liao  Battalion 
may^  at  his  own  request,  be  transferred  to 
a  Militia  Battalion,  when  he  will  receive 
pay  and  allowances  amounting  to  3*.  5d. 
per  day,  with  deferred  pay  at  the  rate  of 
£3  per  annum,  free  echooling  for  his 
children,  and  a  pension  of  2*.  3rf.  per 
day  after  twenty-one  years*  service ; 
while  a  sergeant  serving  on  a  Militia 
engagement — though  he  be  a  Paymaster 
Serge  a  at,  or  Orderly  Eoom  ^Sergeant,  no 
matter  how  long  his  service,  or  how  de- 
ierving  he  may  be — receives  but  2j.  4rf. 
per  day  and  a  pension  of  1«.  per  day 
after  twenty- seven  years*  service  and  up- 
wards \  and,  whether  Militia  Sergeants 
serving  on  the  permanent  staff  would 
be  permitted  to  enlist  on  an  Army  en- 
gagement under  the  same  conditions  as 
recently  granted  to  pensioners  serving 
in  a  like  manner  i;' 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
It  is  not  in  contemplation  to  equalize 
the  pay  and  advantages  of  a  Line  ser- 
geant serving  on  his  Army  engagement 
with  those  of  a  Volunteer  sergeant  who 
has  given  no  service  except  in  the 
Militia,  Tlie  emoluQients  of  the  former 
must  be  taken  as  having,  in  part,  refer- 
ence to  previous  sc^rvice  in  the  Aj-uiy, 
and  as  encouragement  to  good  soldiers 
to  aspire  to  the  rank  of  non-commie* 
eioned  officers.  The  oi^dinary  source  of 
supply  for  the  permanent  staff  of  the 
Militia  battalions  should  be  the  Line 
battalions  of  the  regiment. 

POLITICAL  CLUBS  (IRELAND) -PUBLIC 
OFFICIALS. 

Mft.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  Captain  Lloydj  Governor  of  the 
County  8ligo  Prison,  has  become  a  mem- 
ber of  the  local  Constitutional  (Orange) 
Club ;  and  if  Dr.  Murray,  the  Medical 
attendant  of  the  prison,  is  a  member  of 
the  Orange  Society  j  and,  whether,  if  so, 
such  relations  are  permissible  toofBcialsj 
ia  the  public  service  ? 

Mr,  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
It  has,  I  believe,  been  made  sufficiently 
clear  upon  former  occasions  in  this 
House  that  the  Irish  Government  en- 
tirely disapprove  of  public  servants 
taking  an  active  or  prominent  part  in 
political  demonstrations,  but  that  they 
do  not  think  it  within  their  province  to 
exercise  control  as  to  what  olubs  thev 


may  belong  to.  The  Government  are 
not  made  acquainted  with  the  names  of 
the  members  of  the  Orange  Society;  but  I 
may  aay  that  I  am  informed  that  the 
hon.  Member  is  quite  mistaken  in  anp- 
posing  that  the  Sligo  Club,  to  which  he 
refers,  is  any  way  connected  with  that 
society. 

Mr.  sexton  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  if  the  rule  to  which  he 
refers  applies  all  round ;  will  public 
officials  ia  Ireland  be  allowed  to  join 
Nationalist  Associations,  provided  they 
take  no  active  or  prominent  part  in  poli- 
tical demonstrations  ? 

[No  reply.] 

LAW  AND  POLICE  {IRELAND)— CASE 
OF PATNE. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  If  it  has  yet  been 
ascertained  that  the  young  man  Payne, 
committed  for  trial  at  the  last  Wicklow 
Assizes,  on  a  charge  of  felony,  had  been 
in  the  employment  of  the  Ex-Secretary 
to  the  General  Post  Office,  Dublin  ;  what 
explanation  can  be  given  of  the  fact  that, 
although  Payne  bad  been  committed  to 
stand  his  trial  for  a  felony,  the  principal 
witness,  who  had  made  tin  information, 
and  had  gone  from  Wales  to  give  evidence 
at  the  trial,  was  informed  by  the  police 
at  Newtown  Mount  Kennedy,  before  the 
trial  came  on,  that  he  would  not  bo 
wanted  ;  whether,  in  consequence  of  this 
intimation,  the  witness  in  question  did 
not  attend  at  the  Assizes ;  whether,  not- 
withstanding his  absence,  the  Grand 
Jury  found  a  true  bill  against  Payne 
upon  a  minor  charge  ;  and,  what  became 
of  this  minor  charge  against  Payne  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mb.  Walker)  :  The  hon. 
Member  has  been  misinformed  as  to  the 
facts,  and  hence  my  former  answer  on 
this  subject  may  have  appeared  obscure. 
The  charge  of  felony  was  in  reference  to 
a  man  named  Powell.  The  minor 
charge  was  in  reference  to  a  man  named 
Greene.  If  with  this  explanation  tha 
hon.  Member  will  refer  to  my  former 
answer,  he  wiU  see  the  Question  has 
been  answered.  It  has  not  been  ascer- 
tained that  Payne  had  been  in  the  em- 
ployment of  the  ex-Secretary  to  the 
General  Post  Office. 

Mr.  sexton  wished  to  know  why, 
in  the  interTai  in  between  the  committal 
to    prison    and  the  entry  of  the    hqIU 
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prosequi,  the  police  took  it  upon  them- 
eelvos  to  \zot  rid  of  the  witness  by  telling 
Lim  that  lio  was  not  wanted? 

TiTE  SOLIGITOB  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker),  said  there 
was  no  such  thing  as  a  nolU  prosequi  in 
that  cftse.  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  reported  that  he  did  not  think 
the  evidetioe  sn^^oient  to  Bustain  the 
charge,  and  it  was  not  proceeded  with» 

Mb.  SEXTON:  But  how  did  the 
police  know  that  before  the  Assizes  came 
on? 

[No  reply.] 

THE     MAURITIUS  —  SIR     NAPIER 
BROOME,  ACTING  GOVERNOR. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether,  when^  in  answer  to  a  ques- 
tion put  to  him  on  the  3rd  July  last, 
he  declined  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  Correspondence  relative  to  the 
illegal  pfty meut  to  Sir  Napier  Broome, 
while  Acting  Governor  at  Mauritius,  he 
was  aware  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  had,  several  weeks  pre- 
viously to  that  date,  ordered  the  Corre- 
spondence to  be  published  in  Mauritius^ 
and  that  it  was  so  published  there ; 
whether  the  Council  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  Mauritius  has  again  refused 
to  legaliso  the  illegal  payment  to  Sir 
Napier  Broome  j  and,  if  so,  whether 
any,  and  what,  Correspondence  has 
taken  place  upon  such  a  refusal ; 
whether  ho  has  now  any  objection  to  lay 
the  Oon^espou deuce  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House;  and,  whether  he  can  now 
state  what  course  the  Governinent  intend 
to  adopt  in  regard  to  this  matter  ? 

Me.  EYELYN  ASHLEY:  At  the 
time  named  the  Governor  had  been  in- 
structed to  lay  the  Correspondence  re- 
ferred to  before  the  Colonial  Legisla- 
ture for  the  purpose  of  their  taking  into 
consideration  the  legalizing  of  the  pay- 
ment to  which  that  Correspondence  re- 
lates. It  is  not  customary  to  lay  before 
Parliament  incomplete  Papers  on  a  mat- 
ter which  is  under  the  consideration  of  a 
Colonial  Assembly.  The  objections  to 
any  such  anticipation  of  the  proceedings 
in  the  Colony  are  obvious.  What  has 
exactly  happened  in  Mauritius  is  that 
the  Council  has  suspended  all  further 
procaediuga  in  the  matter  until  fresh  in- 
structions are  received  frum  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  upon  a  consideration  of 
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further  domiroents  and  information  Btil>- 
mitted  to  him.  As  they  only  arrived  by 
last  mail,  he  has  not  yet  had  time  fully 
to  consider  them.  His  decision  and  the 
whole  Correspondence  will  shortly  be 
given. 

AFRICA  (WEST  COAST)^THE  CONGO 
CONFERENCE. 

Me.  BOURKE  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
What  representatives  has  Her  Maiestj't 
Government  at  present  in  the  OongOi 
and  at  the  Niger  and  Cameroons ;  also, 
whether  anyone  practically  acquainted 
with  West  African  trade  will  aocompany 
the  Mission  to  Berlin,  with  respect  to 
the  approaching  Conference  ? 

LoiiD  EDMQND  FITZMAURTOE: 
There  is  no  Representative  at  present  on 
the  Congo.  There  is  a  Consul  for  the 
Niger  and  Oil  River  district,  who  is  at 
his  post,  and  there  are  Vice  Consuls  on 
the  Niger  and  at  Ambas  Bay,  in  the 
Cameroon  district.  A  third  Vice  Consul 
is  about  to  leave  England,  and  a  fourth 
will  be  appointed.  A  Consular  Officer 
will  eventually  be  stationed  on  the 
Congo,  which  is  within  the  diatnet 
of  the  Consulate  at  Loonda.  With  re- 
gard  to  the  second  Question,  it  has  been 
intimated  to  the  Secretary  of  State  that 
gentlemen  practically  acquainted  with 
British  West  African  trade  will  ;be 
prest^nt  in  Berlin  during  the  Confer^ 
ence  on  behalf  of  important  trade  itt* 
terests  in  the  North  of  England.  The 
Representatives  of  the  British  Qorera* 
ment  will  be  in  communication  with 
them  on  all  points  where  their  advice  is 
likely  to  be  usefuL 

Mr.  BOURKE  asked  the  Civil  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  What  is  our  NaTal 
Force  at  present  in  the  Bight  of  Benin, 
and  at  the  Congo  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  BRASSEY  i  Accorainf 
to  the  latest  information  the  veaaels  in 
the  Bight  are  the  Alecio,  steam  ree^ol; 
Flirt,  gnn  vessel ;  and  the  Forward^  gun* 
boat ;  at  Cape  Coast  Castle  there  are  the 
FroliPj  gun- vessel;  JVatch/ut^  gunboat; 
and  the  Opal,  corvette.  The  Opal  wUl 
shortly  be  replaced  by  the  corrette 
liapid. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND). 
Mk.  JSEXTON  asked  the  CTiief  SeH>re- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  has  observed  bv  the  official 
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Betiira  of  Evictions  in  Ireland,  in  the 
quarter  ended  the  ^Qtli  September  last. 
that  1/215  fanxiUes,  compriBang  6,1S9 
persons,  were  evicted  ;  47  families,  com- 
prising 248  pertioiis,  were  readmitted  as 
tenants;  and  569  families,  comprising 
2,870  persons,  readmitted  as  caretakers, 
leaving  599  families,  comprising  3,021 
porsona,  homeless ;  whether  ho  has  noted 
that  by  the  official  Eetum  for  the  corre- 
sponding quarter  of  1883  it  appeared 
that  957  families,  comprising  4,671  per- 
sons, were  evicted,  52  families,  compris- 
ing 293  persons,  readmitted  as  tenants, 
416  famUies,  comprising  1,989  persons, 
readmitted  as  caretakers,  leaving  489 
families,  comprising  2,389  persons, 
homeless;  and,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
110  families,  coniprising  632  persons, 
have  been  rendered  homeless  in  the 
quarter  ended  .SOth  September  last  in 
excess  of  the  number  tnrned  adrift  in 
the  corresponding  quarter  of  last  year, 
whether  the  Irish  Executive  have  any 
information  of  the  cause  of  the  increase 
of  evictions  in  the  latter  period,  more 
espeoially  in  Ulster  and  Connaught  ? 

Mh,  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN: 
The  Government  have  observed  with  re- 
gret the  figures  in  the  Returns  from 
which  the  hon.  Member  quotes.  They 
have  no  special  information  as  to  the 
causes  of  the  increase  in  evictions, 
and  the  subject  is  too  large  to  be  satis- 
factorily dealt  with  by  hypothetical 
arguments  within  the  limits  of  an  answer 
to  a  Question.  I  may  observe,  however, 
that  persons  evicted  for  non-payment 
of  rent  have,  by  law*  a  period  of  six 
months  within  which  they  may  redeem 
or  sell,  and  it  may  be  hoped  that  in 
many  of  these  cases  this  right  will  be 
sxerciseu . 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  have  any  objection  to  cause 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  instruct 
their  Inspector  to  report  as  to  the  cause 
of  the  increased  number  of  evictions  ? 

Mk.  CAMPBELL -BANNERS  AN: 
I  do  not  know  that  it  is  part  of  the 
business  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  j  but  I  will  consider  the  matter. 

lAW     AND     JUSTICK      (IRELAND)  -- 
DRIMOLEAGUE  (CORK)  PETTY  SES- 
SIONAL DIVISION. 
Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
At    whose  instance    or  suggestion    the 
Lords  Justices  of   Ireland  gave  notice 


that  the  question  of  the  discontinuance 
of  the  Drimoleague  (Gnunty  Cork)  Petty 
Sessional  Division  would  be  dealt  with 
by  the  Justices  assembled  at  the  last 
Quarter  Sessions  at  Skibbereen ;  who- 
ther  a  aolicitor  appeared  before  the  said 
Justices,  instructed  by  ratepayers,  resi- 
dents, and  persons  otherwise  interested 
in  the  Drimoleague  Division,  to  oppose 
its  discontinuance,  and  submitted  a 
Memorial  from  the  said  ratepayers 
and  others  assigning  as  reasons  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  division, 
amongst  others,  that  the  district  ia 
large  and  populous,  that  the  change 
would  impose  heavier  costs  on  litigants, 
and  that  the  existing  difficulty  in  regu- 
larly holding  the  Drimoleague  Sessions 
might  be  obviated  by  the  appointment 
of  eligible  residents  to  the  Commission 
of  the  Peace;  and,  whether  the  Irish 
Executive  and  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland  will  consider  the  expediency  of 
continuing  the  Drimoleague  Division, 
and  of  appointing  local  justices  to  trans- 
act its  busineea  ? 

Colonel  C0LTHUE8T  wished,  be- 
fore the  Question  was  answered,  to  ask 
whether  there  was  not  a  strong  feeling 
among  the  ratepayers  of  the  district 
against  the  discontinuance  of  these 
Petty  Sessions ;  and»  whether  a  Me- 
morial had  not  been  forwarded  to  the 
authorities  on  the  subject? 

Mr.  CA:MrBELL  BANNEEMAN: 
The  attention  of  the  Government  having 
been  drawn  to  the  small  amount  of  busi- 
ness transacted  at  the  Drimoleague 
Petty  Sessions,  and  the  frequent  non- 
holding  of  Sessions,  inquiries  were 
made  with  the  object  of  ascertaining 
the  views  of  the  magistrates  and  others 
ia  the  district  as  to  whether  it  was  neces- 
sary to  continue  the  Sessions.  The  large 
preponderance  of  the  opinion  elicited 
was  in  favour  of  the  abolition  of  the 
Sessions.  It  was  not  until  after  this 
that  the  Government  took  the  steps 
pointed  out  by  Section  1  of  the  Petty 
Sessions  Act,  in  order  to  have  the  matter 
considered  at  the  Quarter  Sessions.  I 
believe  that  a  Memorial  such  as  Is  re- 
ferred to  in  the  second  paragraph  of  the 
Question  was  presented,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  Justices  considered  the 
representations  contained  in  it.  Na 
formal  Eeport  of  the  result  of  the  Jus- 
tices' deliberations  has  yet  been  received* 
The  decision  rests  with  them,  and  not 
with  the  Executive.     In  answer  to  my 
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hon.  and  gallant  Friend  behind  me, 
wlio  speaks  of  a  Memorial  subsequently 
presented  to  the  Lord  Lieutenanti  I  may 
say  that  I  am  afraid  that  would  have 
liltJe  effect,  Beoing  the  determination 
previously  arrived  at  on  the  subject. 

CoLOKEL  COLTHtmST  asked  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
make  inquiries,  before  the  Petty  Ses- 
gioQS  were  aboliehedy  in  order  to  Bee 
whether  the  strong  feelings  of  the  rate- 
payers against  the  discontinuance  of 
the  Petty  Sessions  could  not  be  eatia* 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
replied  tbat,  under  the  section  of  the 
Petty  Sesaiona  Act,  the  final  decision 
rested  with  the  Quarter  Sessions. 

AFRICA    (90UTH)-^BECIiaiNALAND- 
MILITARY  EXPEDITION. 

Siii  GEOKOE  CAMPBELL  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther, in  the  event  of  the  failure  of  the 
negotiations  for  peace  in  South  Africa, 
and  a  definite  resolve  to  despatch  a 
considerable  Military  Expedition  into 
Bechuanaland,  an  Estimate  will  be  eub- 
mitted  to  the  House  as  soon  as  posHble, 
and  an  opportunity  given  for  discuse- 
JDg  it  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAHTINGTON  : 
I  am  now  in  correspondence  with  the 
Colonial  Office  and  the  Treasury  aa  to 
the  fimds  which  will  be  required  for 
preparations  for  the  despatch  of  an  Ex- 
poditioD. 

SiE  GEOHGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
whether,  when  the  noble  Marc|ue8a  as- 
certained the  fund  that  would  be  re- 
quired, he  would  aSord  an  opportunity 
for  discussion  ? 

The  MARQiTEsa  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  that  would  be  decided  when  the 
arrangements  were  made. 

NATIONAL    EDUCATION    (IRELAND)  — 

THE    FERRYBANK    SCU00L8, 

COUNTY  WATERFORD, 

Mil.  EICHAED  POWER  aalced  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland^  To  state  the  exact  date  of 
the  order  of  the  Board  of  National 
Education,  taking  into  coaneotion  with 
the  Board  the  S'errybank  Schools,  in 
the  Watorford  district,  and  constituting 
these  Schools  as  National  Schools  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
TIl0  Commissioners  inform  me  that  the 

J/r.  Cumpheil'Banmrman 


date  of  their  crder  is  25th  Pebruaryj 
1879. 

EGYPT  — TRANSPORT 'OF  THE    NILE 
EXPEDITION, 

Mb.  gut  DAWNAY  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  TVIiether 
he  has  received  any  corroboration  of 
the  following  statement  made  by  the 
War  Correspondent  of  The  Daiiy  Chro* 
nicle,  and  puhlished  in  their  issue  of  the 
6th  November: — 

**  Th«  masta^  oars,  boat-hooks,  panting  poles« 
flailfl,  and  bo  on,  of  the  Nild  boate  were  all  ntun* 
beredf  on  leavictp^  the  builders,  with  the  number 
of  the  boat  to  which  thoy  belonged.  Bomehow^ 
or  aomc where,  they  have  been  taken  out^  and 
then  pitchforked^  a«  it  were,  into  the  boats  imy- 
how,  and  if  a  partionlar  boat  has  the  punting 
polei  or  a  pair  of  oars  belonging  to  her,  she  tft 
Bure  to  have  tho  rest  of  the  gear  belonging  to 
some  othor  boat  or  boata.  If  the  boat  f^etx 
wore  interchttngeable,  this  would  matter  littl© 
or  nothing: ;  but,  as  the  uoar  of  one  builder  will 
M  none  of  the  boatft  of  another  builder,  the 
consequence  is  that  the  already  overworked 
white  soldiers  here  have,  with  each  Buco««8iT« 
consignment,  to  turn  out  under  the  hottest  dry 
sun  in  the  world,  and  sort,  by  numberBi  ercry 
article  of  equipment,  often,  at  the  end  of  their 
job,  finding  a  heap  of  gear  belongiii^  to  aocD« 
boati  not  yet  up,  and  some  boats  withont  any 
gear  at  all  to  speak  of.  This  ia  making  werm 
with  a  vengeance ;  ** 

and  whether,  if  there  is  any  trath  m 
this  statement,  he  will  cause  an  inqnlry 
to  be  made  into  the  circumstanced  at- 
tending such  aj)parently  wanton  neg- 
ligence on  the  part  of  the  Transport 
authorities,  or  of  their  subordinates? 

Thb  Marquess  of  HAKTINGTOX: 
Inquiry  has  been  made ;  but  we  have 
no  information  which  will  corroborate 
the  statement  in  the  Question  of  thd 
hon.  Member.  We  have  asked  whether 
there  is  any  foundation  for  it.  The 
packing  and  despatch  from  this  eonntry 
were  performed  under  the  superrision  of 
specially  selected  officers.  Further,  an 
officer  as  supercargo  was  sent  with  eoch 
consignment  of  boats  to  take  oharge  of 
them  and  their  gear  during  the  royage, 
so  as  to  deliver  them  in  a  complete  oou** 
dition, 

Mr.  QUY  DAWNAY  asked,  if  an 
inquiry  would  be  made  ioto  the  truth  of 
the  matter  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  think  it  will  be  sufficient  to  say  that  it 
will  be  done  when  we  tlnd  out  that  such 
mistakes  aa  are  suggested  have  beeo 
made* 
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POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— BELFAST 

WORKHOUSE  —  FRAITDULENT    BOOK- 
KEEPJXG. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  EEDMOND  asked 
th©  Chief  Secretary  to  tho  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  J  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  lite  Northern  Whig  news- 
paper report  of  the  proceed ing 8  of  the 
Belfast  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  pre- 
vious day»  in  wliiuh  it  is  alleged  by  Mr. 
Jackson,  a  large  ratepayer  in  the  UdioHj 
that  an  irregular,  if  not  fi^audulent, 
system  of  book-keeping  has  prevailed  in 
the  Belfast  Workhouse  for  a  long  time 
past;  if  it  be  true  that  the  master  of 
this  workhousc4  effected  pales  of  farm 
produce,  and  other  workhouse  property, 
for  one  whole  year  and  more,  and  made 
no  entry,  nor  kept  any  record,  of  said 
sales  in  the  books  set  apart  by  the  Local 
Governm»?iit  Board  for  that  purpose ;  if 
it  be  true  that  he  has  disregarded  a 
resolution  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  re- 
quiring him  to  keep  an  Inventory  of  the 
furniture  and  movable  effects  of  the 
workhouse ;  if  it  be  correct  that  forty 
paupers  more  were  on  the  books  of  tho 
workhouse,  on  the  29th  September  1684, 
than  wore  in  the  house  ;  is  it  a  fact  that 
the  present  numbctrs  ia  the  house  do 
not  agree  with  those  on  the  books  ; 
is  it  trufj  that  Major  Stoddart,  Govern- 
ment Auditor,  and  Inspector  Hamilton, 
promised  to  conceal  the  master's  mis- 
conduct, and  did  keep  it  concealed  from 
the  public,  until  Mr.  Jackson's  letter 
disclosed  their  conduct ;  have  the  Local 
Government  Board  condoned  these 
offences ;  and,  will  an  inquiry  on  oath  , 
be  instituted  into  the  whole  question,  or 
what  steps  will  be  taken  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
As  this  Question  involves  a  great  amount 
of  detail,  to  answer  which  would  occupy 
too  much  of  the  time  of  the  House,  I 
venture  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  to  be 
content  to  receive  a  detailed  answer  from 
me  in  writing.  The  conclusion,  how- 
ever, to  which  the  Local  Government 
Board  have  come  is  that  there  i8 — 

**  No  doubt  that  there  have  been  irre^^ukrities 
in  the  m&nagement  of  Belfast  WorktiouBo  in 
regard  to  tho  mattGrs  referred  to  in  the  Ques- 
tioo,  but  thoy  have  received  the  necfssary 
attention  from  the  Ouardfiins  and  hAvo  been 
dealt  with  by  them,  and  there  does  not  afff^m  to 
he  any  reason  to  believe  that  a  fraudulent 
ijstem  of  book-keeping  has  prevailed  in  the 
workhouse.  The  Local  Government  Board  do*' 
not  consider  an  inquiry  on  oath  necessary.*' 

VOL.  OCXCin<    [xmBB  sbrizs,! 


As  regards  the  serious  charges  brought 
against  two  x^ublio  officers  in  the  Ques- 
tion, I  may  say  that  there  are— 

*•  No  grounds  whatever  for  imputing  to 
Colonel  Stoddart  and  Mr.  Hamilton  a  desire  to 
phield  the  Master  from  the  consequences  of  any 
impropriety  on  his  part,** 

And  the  Ijocal  Government  Board  cou- 
sider  both  these  gentlemen  incapable 
of  acting  in  such  a  manner.  They 
both  distinctly  deny  having  promised  to 
conceal  the  Master's  neglect,  and  the 
matter  was  brought  before  the  Guar- 
dians by  Mr.  Hamilton  at  the  first 
opportunity. 

AFRICA  (SOUTH)— ZULULANB. 

Mr.  guy  dawn  ay  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  it  is  true  that  fresh  hosti- 
lities have  broken  out  i^  Zululand,  this 
time  between  Oham  and  Dinazulu  on 
one  side,  and  Umnyamana,  Undalreko, 
and  Dabulamanzi  on  the  other,  and 
that  the  Boers,  not  content  with  tho 
boundary  line  of  the  territory  granted 
to  them  by  Dinazulu,  in  payment  of 
their  services  in  the  slaughter  of  Usi- 
bepu'a  people,  are  now  laying  out  farma 
from  15  to  20  miles  from  the  boundary 
then  laid  down?  The  hon.  Gentleman 
also  asked,  Whether  the  Colonial  Office 
have  received  any  confirmation  of  the 
intelligence  reported  in  The  Times  of 
Natal  of  October  4,  to  the  effect  that  the 
Usutus  made  two  fresh  raids  into  the 
Eeserve  Territory  towards  the  end  of 
September,  in  one  killing  some  natives 
and  capturing  30  head  of  cattle,  and  in 
the  other,  which  was  made  into  Mr.  John 
Dunnes  district,  killing  one  man  and 
capturing  100  head  of  cattle ;  and,  whe- 
ther, if  such  reports  are  true,  any  stepg 
will  be  taken  to  procure  the  restoration 
of  the  cattle  and  the  punishment  of  the 
offenders,  in  fulfilment  of  the  obligations 
of  the  Government  towards  the  natives 
in  the  Reserve  ? 

Mr.  EYELYN  ASHLEY:  We  have 
no  information  as  to  statements  con- 
tained in  the  firet  Uues  ion.  As  to  tho 
second  Question,  we  have  heard  nothing 
about  any  raid  made  into  Mr,  John 
Dunn's  district;  but  we  have  received 
a  rt»port  that  a  raid  was  made  on  the 
25th  of  September  by  the  Ustitus  from 
Central  Zulnland  on  the  kraals  of  the 
loyal  Chief  Mashinana,  in  which  several 
Natives  were  wounded.     The  Resident 
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Oommissioner  will  take  any  steps  that 
are  advisable. 

UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA  —  IM- 
PORT DUTIES  ON  WEST  INDIAN 
SUGAR. 
Mr.  CAINE  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  If  it  is 
true  that  nep^otiations  are  proceeding 
between  the  United  States  Gfovernment 
and  the  "West  India  Association,  by 
which  the  United  States  are  to  remit 
the  Import  Duties  on  West  India  sugar, 
and  the  West  Indies  are  to  take  off  the 
Duties  upon  certain  articles  imported 
from  the  United  States,  and  that  it  is 
further  proposed,  with  a  view  to  equal- 
ising the  reciprocity,  that  the  Duties  on 
these  articles  coming  from  England  are 
to  be  maintained ;  if  so,  will  he  under- 
take that  no  differential  Duties  will  be 
placed  against  English  manufactures  as 
against  uiose  of  the  United  States  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Minister  at  Washington  has  been 
instructed  to  enter  into  negotiations  with 
the  United  States  Government  for  a  re- 
ciprocal commercial  arrangement  of  the 
nature  specified  in  the  first  part  of  the 
Question.  With  regard  to  the  second 
part  of  the  Question,  I  have  to  say  that 
no  such  arrangement  is  contemplated 
and  no  such  proposal  made. 

CHINA— ADMINISTRATION  OF  JUSTICE 
AT  THE  TREATY  PORTS. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER  M'ARTHUE 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  "Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Gbvemment  will  lay  upon  the  Table  any 
Correspondence  which  may  have  passed 
between  them  and  the  Government  of 
China,  relative  to  the  extradition  of 
criminals  or  the  judicial  practice  of  tor- 
ture in  connection  with  the  mixed  Com- 
mission Courts  at  the  Treaty  Ports  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  been 
in  correspondence  with  the  Government 
of  China  at  various  times,  as  cases  have 
arisen,  on  the  subject  of  the  extradition 
of  Chinese  fugitives  by  the  Government 
of  the  Colony  of  Hong  Kong  under 
Article  21  of  the  Treaty  of  Tien  Tsin, 
and  the  undertaking  which  is  g^ven 
against  the  use  of  torture.  There  is  no 
Correspondence  relative  to  the  Mixed 
Courts  at  the  Treaty  Ports.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  do  not  propose  to  lay 
any  Papers  at  present. 

Mr.  JEvelyn  ABhUy 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IBBLAND)  —  MB. 
PETER  DOUGLAS,  PETTY  SESSIONS 
CLERK  OF  BALTINGLASS  AND  DUN- 
LA  VIN. 

Me.  W.  J.  COEBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Is  Peter  Douglas,  who  holds  the 
office  of  Petty  Sessions  Clerk  at  Baltin- 
glass  and  Dunlavin,  the  same  Peter 
Douglas  who  is  a  Poor  Law  Guardian 
for  Baltinglass ;  and,  if  so,  is  the  hold- 
ing of  the  office  of  Poor  Law  Guardian 
and  Petty  Sessions  Clerk  compatible 
with  the  rule  made  by  the  Begiatrar  of 
Petty  Sessions  Clerks  lately,  that  the 
holders  of  such  positions  can  occupy  no 
other  at  the  same  time  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
Mr.  Douglas,  the  Clerk  of  Petty  Ses- 
sions at  Baltinglass  and  Dunlavin,  is  a 
Poor  Law  Guardian  for  the  Baltinglass 
Union  ;  but  he  was  elected  to  the  latter 
office  before  the  Eule  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers  was  issued.  That  Bole 
was  not  made  retrospective,  but  con- 
tains a  proviso  permitting  Clerks  of 
Petty  Sessions  who  at  the  time  of  its  issue 
held  the  office  of  Poor  Law  Guardian  io 
retain  such  position  for  the  remainder 
of  the  term  for  which  they  had  been 
elected 

MR.AETHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
whether  the  Government  had  considered 
the  Circular  alluded  to  ;  and  whether 
they  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
was  or  was  not  ultra  vires  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  perhaps  the  hon.  Member  would 
put  the  Question  on  the  Paper  ? 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— BANTRT 
BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS-MB.  PATNE! 

Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  attention  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  has  been  drawn  to  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Payne,  Chairman  of  the 
Bantry  Board  of  Guardians,  frequently 
commences  the  business  of  the  Board 
before  the  regularly  appointed  time, 
viz. :  twelve,  noon ;  and,  whether  tiie 
Local  Government  Board  will  direct  Mr. 
Payne  to  observe  the  rules  strictly  in 
future  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
The  Local  Government  Board  inform 
me  that  their  attention  has  been  directed 
to  this  subject,  and  they  have  written  to 
the  Guardians  with  regard  to  it,  and  ez« 
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pect  to  hear  from  them  after  their  next 
Board  uioetiog, 

EGYPT  CEXPEDITION  UP  THE  NILE)— 
Tim  CAMEL  CORPS. 

ViaoouNT  LEWISHAM  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  How  many 
officera  and  how  many  non-commissioned 
ofEcers  and  men  were  furnished  by  the 
Brigade  of  Guards  for  Camel  Corps  ser- 
Tice  with  the  Nile  Expedition  ? 

The  Marquess  of  UARTINGTON  : 
Twenty-three  officers  and  430  non-com- 
missioned officers  and  men. 

Viscount  LEWISHAM  asked  the 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  How  many 
officers  and  how  many  non-commissioned 
officers  and  men  werj  furnished  by  the 
Eoyal  Marine  forces  for  Camel  Corps 
service  with  the  Nile  Expedition  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  BRASSEY:  Two 
officers  and  83  non-commissioned  officers 
and  men  have  been  furnished  by  the 
Royal  Marine  Light  Infantry, 

NAYY— THE  ROYAL  MARINES. 

ViscorNT  LEWISHAM  asked  tlie 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Aflmiralty,  To  state  the 
total  effective  strength  of  tho  Royal 
Marine  Forces  on  shore  in  the  United 
Kingdom  and  available  for  immediate 
service,  afloat  or  abroad,  ou  the  Slst 
October  last  year  and  on  the  31  st 
October  this  year? 

Siu  THOMAS  BEA8SET:  The  total 
strength  of  the  Royal  Marines  on  shore 
onOL'toberSl  hist  year  was  6,081.  The 
force  available  for  imm(?diate  service  was 
3,854,  The  effective  strength  on  shore 
this  year  was  5,138,  and  2,984  were 
available  for  immediate  service. 

AKMY— LARGE  GUN  PRACTICE— COM- 
PENSATION FOR  DAMAGES. 

Mb.  GEEER  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  W^tHher  it  is  a  fact  that 
damage  has  been  done  to  private  pro- 
perty  by  the  firing  of  large  guns  at 
Oai'dckfergus  Castle,  during  the  recent 
training  uf  the  2nd  Brigade  North  Irish 
Division  Royal  Artillery ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  is  prepared  to  give  compen- 
sation for  such  damage? 

The  Majiqitess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Two  claims  have  been  received  for 
damage  due  to  the  firing  of  heavy  guns 
at  Carriekfergus.  They  have  both  been 
refused^  upon  the  general  principle  that 
oampensation  is  not  granted  for  damage 
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caused  by  concussion  from  the  firing  of 
guns  from  a  fixed  battery, 

LAW  AND  JtfSTICE  (SCOTLAND)— PRO - 
CURATORS  FISCAL^THE  BISTURB- 

ANOES  IN  THE  HEBRIDES. 
Mii,  J,  W,  BARCLAY  asked  the  Se- 
re tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, What  measures  he  proposes  to 
adopt  in  view  of  the  threatened  agra- 
rian troubles  in  the  Hebrides,  to  ensurd 
the  impartial  administration  of  justice, 
considering  that  the  Pnblio  Prosecutor, 
the  Procurator  Fiscal ^  is  also  the  princi- 
pal resident  land  agent,  and  law  agent 
of  the  largest  landlords  in  the  district ; 
and,  whether  he  is  aware  that,  after  the 
agrarian  disturbances  in  LTig  some  years 
ago,  the  then  Sheriff  of  the  County  super- 
seded the  gentleman  who  was  then  the 
Procurator  Fiscal,  and  who  held  the 
same  offices  for  the  landlords  as  the  pre- 
sent Procurator  Fiscal,  on  the  ground 
that  he  (the  Sheriff)  considered  it  incom- 
patible for  the  same  person  to  act  for 
the  Crown  and  ako  for  the  landlords? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr,  J.  B. 
B^VLFouii),  who  replied,  said :  I  am 
afraid  I  cannot  add  anything  material 
to  tho  answer  I  gave  the  hon.  Member 
when  he  put  substantially  the  same 
Question  on  the  16th  of  June  last,  which 
1  will  read.     It  is  as  follows  : — 

**  The  gentleman  who  was  Sheriif  of  the 
county  at  the  time  referred  to— 1874 — ia  now 
dead,  and  I  am  therefore  unahio  to  obtain  pre- 
ciso  information  as  to  the  reaBons  which  indaced 
him  to  recall  the  appointment  of  tho  Procurator 
Fiiscal ;  hut  I  believe  that  one  reason— I  cannot 
say  that  it  was  the  lole  reaaon— for  his  doing 
u^o  was  the  fact  that  the  Procurator  Fiscal  waa 
also  the  factor  upon  the  eutatfl— that  is,  managor 
for  the  proprietor.  It  ia  nece&sftTy  todiBtinguiah 
between  factor  and  law  agent ;  and  I  do  not 
think  that  holding  the  ofiice  of  law  agent  can 
have  been  considered  by  the  Sheriff  to  bo  incom- 
patible with  the  offico  of  Procurator  Fiacal»  be- 
cauno  the  gentleman  whom  ho  appointed  on  that 
occasion  was,  as  I  understand,  then,  as  now,  tho 
local  law  agent  of  the  proprietor.  He  was  not, 
however,  and  is  not,  factor  on  thoe&tato.  I  may 
add  that  at  tho  date  in  question  Procurators 
Fbcal  held  a  eommi&sion  from  tho  8heri£^ 
which  he  could  recall  at  pleasure,  and  without 
reason  assigned  ;  but  by  the  provision s  of  tho 
Sheriff  Court  Act,  1S77,  they  are  only  removuhlo 
bv  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secretaries 
of  State  for  inability  or  miab^ehavioun  upon  ft 
report  by  tho  Lord  Wes^ident  uf  the  Court  of 
Session  and  tho  Loid  Justice  Clerk/*— (3  Man* 
*arrf,  [a8g]  399,) 

Mfi.  J.  W.  BAECLAY  :  Id  eonse- 
qnence  of  the  answer  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  I  beg  to  a^k 
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a  position  to  state  at  the  preeenfmomeiLt 
what  arrangements  it  has  been  thouffht 
necessary  to  make  for  the  preser^atioii 
of  peace  and  order.  These  will  be  made 
known  in  due  time. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  This  is  a  very  im- 
portant matter,  as  a  collision  is  threat- 
ened. Things  have  a  very  serious  aspect. 
May  I  ask  whether  the  riffht  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  ti^en,  or  will 
take,  care  to  inform  himself  as  to  the 
actual  state  of  facts  from  some  thoroughly 
independent  and  reliable  source  before 
taking  steps  ? 

Thb  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  :  I  need  not  say  in  a  matter 
of  this  sort  that  the  Govemment  have 
taken,  and  will  continue  to  take,  the 
most  careful  steps ;  and  it  so  happens^ 
with  reference  to  this  place  in  8kye, 
that  there  has  never  been  a  whisper 
against  the  Procurator  Fiscal.  At  all 
events,  the  information  which  the  Go- 
vernment received  is  derived  from  a 
variety  of  sources,  and  is  really  not  open 
to  dispute. 

Mr.  MAOFARLANE:  The  Uig  I 
mentioned  is  not  that  in  the  Island  of 
Lewis,  but  Uig  in  the  Island  of  Skyo. 
I  wish  to  ask  whether  it  is  true,  as 
stated  in  a  Central  News  telegram,  that 
300  Marines  have  been  sent  off  to  the 
Island  of  Skye  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  I  stated  to  the  hon.  Member 
that  I  shall  not  at  this  moment  men- 
tion here  what  arrangements  the  Gro- 
vernment  have  thought  necessary  to 
make. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY:  In  conse- 
quence  of  the  answers  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  I  wish  to  ask 
the  Prime  Minister  whether  it  is  the 
Home  Secretary  or  the  Lord  Advocate 
for  Scotland  who  is  responsible  for  the 
proceedings  which  have  been  taken  in 
Skye  at  the  present  moment,  and  which 
have  been  alluded  to  in  my  Question  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Undoubtedly, 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment is  the  person  principally  respon- 
sible, and  properly  responsible,  for  the 
maintenance  of  peace  and  order  in  Eng- 
land and  Scotland. 

Subsequently, 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  added:  I  want  to 
say,  with  reference  to  the  answer  which 
I  just  gave,  that  I  understood  fhe  Ques- 


whether  the  proprietor  has  any  other 
law  or  land  land  agent  in  the  Lewis  or 
Hebrides  except  this  gentleman,  the 
Procurator  Fiscal ;  and  if  he  will  be 
good  enough  to  state  to  the  House 
where  this  gentleman  whom  he  calls 
factor  resides  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  I  cannot  tell  as  to  that  matter; 
but  my  information  is  that  this  gentleman 
belongs  to  a  firm  who  are  the  local  law 
agents  for  the  proprietrix — that  is  say, 
who  do  any  legal  business  that  may  be 
required.  Law  agent  is  not  the  term 
that  we  should  use  in  Scotland.  Fur- 
ther, according  to  my  information,  this 
p^entleman  is  not  a  factor,  and  the  estate 
IS  managed  by  other  persons. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY:  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says  the 
factor  was  non-resident,  and  that  this 
law  agent  was  not  factor.  I  wish  to 
know  whether  the  proprietor  has  any 
other  factor  except  this  Procurator 
Fiscal  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
state.  I  will  inquire.  My  information 
is  that  he  is  not  factor. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  the  information 
upon  which  he  has  acted  in  sending 
armed  police  there,  who  are  said  to  be 
supported  by  Marines,  has  been  got  from 
the  Procurator  Fiscal,  who  is  also  in 
the  employ  of  the  landlord  there? 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  :  Before  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  an- 
swers that  Question,  I  should  like  to 
ask,  with  reference  to  the  despatch  of  a 
police  force  on  the  ground  of  riots,  whe- 
ther there  is  any  truth  in  the  statement 
that  300  Marines  are  being  sent  to  the 
Island  of  Skye  ;  and  whether  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  be 
good  enough  to  state  what  had  occurred 
in  the  Island  of  Skye  to  require  the 
presence  of  a  military  force  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  I  must  say,  in  the  first  place, 
that  there  is  a  confusion  of  localities  in 
both  Questions  now  put  to  me.  It  is  not 
uncommon  to  have  Highland  names 
which  have  the  same  significance  occur- 
ring in  different  places.  This  Question 
relates  to  Uig,  in  the  Island  of  Lewis, 
and  there  have  been  no  police  arrange- 
ments there  that  I  am  aware  of.  What 
I  believe  the  other  Question  relates  to  is 
Uig,  in  the  Island  of  Skye.   I  am  not  in 
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tion  to  be  this — Wheither  the  Govern- 
ment were  responBible  as  between  one 
Member  of  the  Government  and  another? 
Of  course^  I  do  not  moan  to  say  that  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  is  respon- 
sible in  derogation  of  the  functions 
which  belong  to  the  Local  Authorities 
with  respect  to  the  maintenance  and  pro- 
aervation  of  peace. 

THE  PATENT  OFFICE— THE  LIBRAKY. 

Mb.  JAMES  HOWABD  asked  the 
Preaident  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther, considering  the  effect  of  the  new 
Patent  Law  in  increasing  the  number  of 
visitors  at  the  Library  and  the  Heading 
Koom  of  the  Patent  Office^  he  has  in 
contemplation  any  plan  for  rendering 
this  portion  of  the  establisbmout  more 
adequate  to  preseot  requirements,  end 
also  more  accessible  than  by  the  ascent 
of  a  difficult  staircase  of  some  sixty  steps  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN:  The  Board 
of  Trade  has  for  some  time  past  bad 
under  consideration  the  question  of  en- 
larging the  Library  at  the  Patent  Ofiice, 
and  it  has  been  decided  to  increase  the 
existing  Library  so  as  to  afford  about 
double  the  present  accommodation.  Th« 
work  will  be  commenced  as  soon  as  the 
money  has  been  voted  for  the  purpose, 
I  fear  that  I  cannot  hold  out  any  pros* 
pect  of  doing  away  with  the  staircase  of 
which  the  hon.  Member  complains,  as 
there  is  no  room  on  the  ground  floor  of 
the  Patent  Office  for  a  Library  of  the  re- 
quisite size, 

Mb.  JAMES  HOWARD  asked  whe- 
ther  there  was  any  intention  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  build  a  new  Patent 
Office? 

Me.  CHAMBERLAIN :  No. 

AFRICA  (SOUTH)— ZULUIANI). 

Mb.  B.  T,  PEID  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  in  view  of  the 
statements  in  the  public  papers  that  the 
Boers  in  Zululand  have  been  communi- 
cating with  Sir  Henry  Bulwer  for  the  i 
purpose  of  order  being  restored  to  that 
CouDtry,  he  is  in  a  position  to  state  that 
the  time  has  come  (to  which  he  referred 
in  his  speech  made  on  the  30ch  July 
last)  when  the  British  Oovernment  can 
be  useful  in  promotmg  the  peaceful 
settlement  of  Zululand  \  and,  whether 
he  can  state  what  steps  are  being  taken 
in  that  direction  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE;  There  has  been 
no  such  communication  down  to  the  pre- 


sent date  between  the  Boers  and  Sir 
Henry  Bulwer  as  would,  in  our  judg- 
ment,  constitute  any  ground  for  inter- 
veDtion  in  the  affairs  of  Zululand  be- 
yond the  Peserve;  and,  although  ad- 
hering to  the  dtxJarations  we  have  made, 
wo  do  not  think  that  the  time  has  come 
when  any  intervention  of  that  kind  could 
be  usefully  attempted.  I  may  say  that 
further  Papers  will  shortly  be  laid  upon 
tlie  Table,  and  I  believe  that  they  give 
a  clpar  and  accurate  account  of  the  state 
of  the  facts.  In  the  meantimo,  I  am 
assured  that^  according  to  the  best  judg< 
ment  of  the  Colonial  department,  there 
seems  to  be  no  reason  to  fear  any  viola- 
tion of  the  Eeserve  territory. 

EGYPT— THE  TOTE  OF  CREDIT. 

SiaSTAFFOPD  NOPTHCOTE: 
I  wish  to  put  a  Question  to  the  Prime 
Minister,  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  Notice.  I  wish  to  abk  him. 
When  he  expects  to  bring  forward  the 
Vote  for  the  Expedition  up  the  Nile, 
and  what  will  be  the  course  of  procedure 
with  regard  to  it  ?  Perhaps  the  rigl»t 
hon.  Gentleman  will  also  inform  us  when 
he  thiuks  it  probable  that  htj  will  have 
to  muke  any  communication  to  the 
House  on  the  subject  of  the  Earl  of 
Northbrook's  Report  ? 

Ma.  GLADSTONE ;  I  have  not  had  an 
opportunity  since  I  received  the  right 
hon»  Baronet's  note  of  holding  coummni- 
cation  with  the  CLanoellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, who  has  been  at  Cambridge  to-day 
in  connection  with  a  melancholy  event ; 
but  I  think  that  I  am  correct  in  saying 
that  it  is  our  intention  to  bring  forward 
tills  Vote  immediately  upon  getting  the 
Franchise  Bill  thi\>ugh  all  its  stages. 
We  have  not  yet  got  the  Speaker  out  of 
the  Chair,  and  I  should  not  like  to-day  to 
endeavour  to  estimate  thetime  or  to  name 
a  day ;  but  we  should  be  prepared  im- 
mediately— wo  should  hope  to-morrow 
— to  be  able  to  make  a  forecast.  Wo 
will  do  BO  if  we  can,  and  I  will  then  also 
advert  to  the  othtr  Question  with  regard 
to  the  recommendations  and  the  Peport 
of  the  Earl  of  Northbrook. 

Ma.  ONJSLOW :  In  consequence  of 
that  answer,  I  beg  to  ask  will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  further  whe- 
ther he  will  lay  on  the  Table  the  instruc- 
tions given  to  Lord  Wolseley  in  regard 
to  the  relative  position  of  himself  and 
General  Gbrdon  ? 
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Me.  GLADSTONE  :  I  do  not  think 
it  is  in  my  power  to  add  to  what  has 
been  already  stated  by  myself  and  my 
noble  Friend,  I  stated  that  I  would  lay 
these  instructions  upon  the  Table  as  soon 
as  we  felt  that  it  could  be  done  without 
praotioal  inconvenience. 

REPRESENTATION    OF    THE    PEOPLE 
BILL—EXTENSION  AND  RECTIFICA- 
TION OF   BOUNDARIES  — INSTRUC- 
TION TO  THE  COMMITTEE. 
SiE  WILFEID  LAWSON:   I  wish 
to  put  a  Question  to  you,  Sir,  in  order 
to  obtain  your  decision  upon  a  point  of 
Order.     I  see  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston   (Mr..  Tomlinson)    has    placed 
upon  the  Paper  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Eepresentation  of  the 
People  Bill,  the  object  of  which  is  to 
provide  for  the  extension  and  rectifica- 
tion of  boundaries.  You  are  aware,  Sir, 
that  we  discussed  that  question  for  two 
nights  last  week ;  and  I  wish  to  know 
whether,   having  already  decided    the 
point,  it  is  competent  for  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  raise  it  again  to-night  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  It  would  have  been 
in  Order  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  have 
moved  the  Instruction — which  I  under- 
stand he  does  not  intend  to  do ;  but  of 
that  I  have  not  been  officially  informed. 
It  would  be  perfectly  in  Order  to  move 
an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  to  do 
what  it  would  otherwise  not  be  able 
to  do. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAT. 
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{Mr,  Gladstone,  Mr.  Attorney  General,  Mr.  Tre- 

velyan^  The  Lord  Advocate.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (^r.  Gladstone.) 

Mr.  tomlinson  said,  that  he  had 
decided  not  to  move  the  Instruction  to 
the  Committee  which  stood  upon  the 
Paper  in  his  name,  inasmuch  as  he 
found  that  it  had  no  chance  of  obtaining 
the  favourable  consideration  of  the  Go- 
vernment. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE:  Sir,  I  do  not 
rise  on  this  occasion  for  the  purpose  of 
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making  a  speech,  but  for  the  purpose  of 
saving  time,  and  what  is  of  still  more 
importance  than  the  saving  of  time,  of 

Preventing  misunderstanding  hereafter. 
think  it  right  that  it  should  be  dis- 
tinctly placed  on  record — as  far  as  I  am 
myself  concerned,  and  as  I  believe 
many  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  are  concerned — the  fact  that  we 
have  abstained  from  placing  upon  the 
Paper  Amendments  to  the  Bill  in  the 
interests  of  the  time  of  Parliament,  and 
not  on  account  of  our  being  in  any 
shape  or  form  satisfied  to  accept  the 
Bill  as  it  stands.  The  reception  accorded 
to  the  proposals  made  upon  this  side  of 
the  House,  during  the  last  Session,  was 
not  such  as  to  encourage  those  who  de- 
sire to  propose  practiosd  Amendments  to 
again  bring  their  views  before  the  House 
of  Commons.  I  think  it  also  right  that 
some  reference  should  be  made  to  the 
tone  in  which  some  observations  from 
this  side  of  the  House  during  the  recent 
debate  have  been  received  by  the  Party 
opposite  both  inside  and  outside  this 
House.  Attempts  have  been  made  to 
interpret  the  moderate  and  conciliatoxy 
language  which  has  happily  charac- 
terized recent  debate  in  tms  House  into 
an  abdication  on  the  part  of  the  Conser- 
vative Party  of  those  cardinal  principles 
from  which  it  never  has  receded — prin- 
ciples from  which,  I  venture  to  say, 
it  never  will  recede.  Those  principles 
are  distinctly  embodied  in  the  very  clear 
and  unmistakable  Amendment  of  mj 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Lancashire  (Colonel 
Stanley) — an  Amendment  which  I  think 
has  very  properly  been  made  an  excep- 
tion to  the  general  abstention  from 
moving  Amendments  on  this  side  of  the 
House  to  which  I  have  referred.  There 
can,  however,  be  no  greater  mistake 
than  for  any  impression  to  get  abroad 
that  any  person  or  persons  could,  under 
any  circumstances,  be  authorized  to 
commit  the  Conservative  Party  to  any 
abdication  of  those  g^eat  fundamental 
principles  which  are  embodied  in  the 
Amendment  of  my  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend,  and  in  those  Itesolutions 
and  proposals  which  have  already  been 
submitted  from  this  side  of  the  House. 
I  was  somewhat  amused  to  see  the 
eagerness  with  which  the  rieht  hon. 
Oentlemen  the  President  of  tilie  Local 
(Jovemment  Board  (Sir  Gharles  W. 
Dilke)  seized  upon  an  expression  wfaidi 
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he  evidently  had  wholly  misunflerstood, 
and  which  he  thought  had  fallen  from 
ray  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
South- West  Laucaabire  (Sir  R.  Asshe- 
ton  Crosfl).  The  construction  which  ho 
put  upon  that  expression  was  that  any- 
thing would  satisfy  the  contention  urged 
on  this  side  of  the  House — any  thing 
short  of  a  oompliance  with  tho  proposi- 
tion which  had  been  formally  laid  down 
in  Amendments  for  which  the  Conser- 
vative Party  has  made  itself  respon- 
sible in  both  Houses  of  Parliauiont. 
I  may  say  that  I  entirely  repudiate 
the  construction  which  tbo  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  pLiced 
upon  tho  conciliatory  and  most  statos- 
manlike  remarks  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  late  Home  Secretary  (Sir  R.  Aesho- 
ton  Cross).  That  construction  totally 
differs  from  the  true  text  of  the  speech 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend.  The  idea  that 
any  Resolution,  however  unanimously 
acceded  to  by  this  or  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  could  in  any  shape  or  form 
remove  the  objection  which  has  always 
been  persistently  and  consistently  enter- 
tained among  all  Members  of  the  Con- 
servative Party  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion of  the  franchisG  without  having  at 
the  same  time  placed  on  the  Statute 
Book  an  enactment  dealing  with  the  re- 
distribution of  seats!  However,  it  is 
not  Resolutions  unanimously  acceded  to, 
it  is  not  schemes  of  contemplated  Bills 
—  whether  surreptitiously  or  formally 
eommunfcated  to  the  public — which  we 
want.  We  do  not  want  Resolutions  or 
Bills  J  what  we  want  is  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament. I  would  venture  humbly  to 
throw  out  this  suggestion  —  that  any 
person  or  persons  who  place  any  reliance 
upon  rumours  of  backstairs  intrigue,  or 
attempts  to  settle  a  great  question  be- 
hind tho  back  of  Parliament,  are  reckon- 
ing without  their  host.  When  certain 
proposals  had  been  made  known  to  the 
public,  designedly  or  otherwise,  and 
were  generally  assumed  to  embody  the 
views  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  tho  Op- 
position (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  took 
the  earliest  opportunity  of  intimating 
that  ho  would  not  even  discuss  tho  pro- 
posal unless  formulated  on  the  authority 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  and  pre- 
sented to  Parliament,  I  have  thought 
it  right  to  state  my  view  of  this  matter 
— a  view  which  I  think  will  commend 
itself  to  the  great  mass  certainly  of  the 


Conservative  Party.  With  regard  to 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House,  I  must 
again  express  my  regret  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  impaired  the 
Bill,  and  have  presented  it,  being  ap- 
parently prepared  to  do  so,  without  hav- 
ing in  any  shape  or  form  taken  into 
consideration  the  great  and  fundamental 
question  of  representation  of  minorities. 
Upon  this  subject  I  should  have  liked 
to  make  a  proposal  to  the  House,  but 
it  would  evidently  have  been  open  to 
the  cliarge  of  uselessly  consuming  the 
time  of  the  House.  Again  placing  on 
record  my  protest  against  the  Bill  on 
that  and  on  other  grounds,  I  wish  to 
guard  myeelf  against  any  application  of 
the  nemine  eontradicsntc  doctrine. 

Mil.  LEWIS  said^  he  also  wished  to 
guard  himself  against  any  repetition  of 
what  look  place  on  the  previous  occa- 
sion. Ha  was  present  at  the  celebrated 
nemine  enntradicmte  scene,  and,  like  a 
good  many  hon.  Members,  was  rather 
taken  by  surprise.  He  wished  to  take 
this  opportunity  of  protesting  that  the 
Conservative  Party  had  not  in  the  least 
withdrawn  from  the  position  which  they 
had  hitherto  taken  up,  and  he  could, 
with  tho  full  knowledge  of  his  consti- 
tuents, say  that  in  their  opinion  nothing 
could  be  more  disastrous  to  the  future 
prospects  of  Ireland  than  the  applicatioa 
of  the  Bill  to  that  country.  They  had 
the  strongest  reason  for  believing  that 
it  would  only  aggravate  the  existing 
troubles  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  MAOARTNEY  said,  he  also  de- 
sii'ed  to  state  that  he  was  quite  opposed 
to  the  inclusion  of  Ireland  in  the  Bill* 
And  on  behalf  of  a  section  of  Irish  Re- 
presentatives— -although  they  did  not 
put  Amendments  on  the  Paper  to  im- 
pede the  passing  of  the  measure — it  waa 
not  to  be  supposed  they  approved  of  the 
application  of  the  Bill  to  Ireland. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  speeohea 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  J. 
Lowther)  and  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  followed  him  represent  a  sentiment 
of  stem  opposition  to  the  principles  of 
the  present  BilL  I  think  that  the  House 
is  indebted  to  them,  and  that  they  have 
exercised  a  sound  discretion  in  not  re- 
newing debates  on  matters  which  have 
been  fairly  decided  and  exhaustively 
discussed  by  the  House-  I  thank  them 
for  that  very  Parliamentary  and  reason- 
able conclusion.  However,  I  do  not 
quite  understand  the  capacity  in  which 
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the  right  boo,  (Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Lincolnshire  (Mr*  J.  Lowther) 
epoke;  because,  atODetime,  he  appeared 
modestly  to  disclaim  the  character  of  one 
who  commits  others  by  his  declarations^ 
but  rather  to  speak  for  himself,  or, 
at  any  rate,  for  some  section  of  Gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
He  was  sustained  in  that  proposition  by 
cheering,  which  was  extremely  lively 
and  warm,  but  what  is  called  very  tbiu, 
proceeding  from  a  number  of  Gentlemen 
who  might  be  counted  on  the  fingers, 
and  on  the  full  complement  of  the 
fingers,  but  who  undoubtedly  did  by 
zeal  make  up  for  want  of  numerical 
sti^ength.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
went  further,  and  made  an  apology  or 
an  explanation  on  behalf  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South- 
West  Lancashii-e  (Sir  E.  Assheton 
Cross),  who  is  not  now  in  the  House, 
and  eaid  that  mj  right  hon.  Friend  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Sir  Charles  W,  Dilke)  had  altogether 
misconstrued  a  declaration  or  an  expres- 
sion of  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South- West  Lancashire 
with  respect  to  proceeding  by  Ttesolu- 
tion.  L£  there  was  any  such  dGcIaration, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  J. 
Liowther)  entirely  disavowed  it,  and  au- 
thoritatively retracted  it.  He  did  not 
fiay,  however,  that  he  had  received  any 
euthority  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  E,  Assheton  (>08s)  to  retract  it. 
There  was  a  decided  gap  in  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
J.  Iiowther)  upon  that  point  of  the  case  ; 
and  I  may  observe  that  when  that  ex- 
pression was  used  by  the  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman (Sir  R.  Assbeton  Cross],  it  was 
noticed  by  my  right  bon.  Friend  (Sir 
Charles  W,  Dilke)  in  careful  and 
guarded  terms,  simply  speaking  of  it  as 
an  indication  of  a  friendly  and  pacific 
spirit.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
B.  Assbeton  Cross)  was  in  the  House 
when  my  right  hon.  Friend  spoke;  he 
listened  to  my  right  hon.  Friend's  obser- 
vation, and  he  appeared  to  be  eminently 
well  contented  with  it.  I  am  puzzled 
by  this  very  authoritative  retraction 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr, 
J.  Lowther)  seems  to  give,  not  in  conse- 
quence of  his  having  been  delegated  to 
do  so  by  the  right  hon,  Gentlnman  who 
made  the  declaration,  but  apparently  in 
consequence  of  a  kind  of  supreme  domi- 
nion which  overrides  all  the  declarations 
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of  other  Members.  That  is  a  reserve 
power  like  the  sacred  power  of  Parlia* 
ment,  which  can  do  anything  exeepl| 
change  a  woman  into  a  man.  The  riglit 
bon.  Gentleman  endeavoured  to  men^ 
the  inaccuracies  and  errors  of  bon.^ 
Members  around  him ;  and  I  take  it 
that,  in  the  exercise  of  that  power,  bo 
made  the  explanation  to  which  we  bave 
listened.  I  beg  to  thank  him  for  the 
intention  which  he  has  announced,  and 
I  think  he  has  arrived  at  a  sound  and 
wise  judgment. 

Bib  STAFFOED,  NOETHCOTE  :  I 
regret  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  tb© 
Member  for  South -West  Lancashire 
(Sir  K.  Assbeton  Cross)  was  not  aware 
that  the  subject  would  be  raised,  or  he 
would  have  been  in  his  place.  I  niyaelf 
distinctly  understood  that  what  my  right  J 
hon.  Friend  said  on  the  last  occasion  wad| 
somewhat  in  the  nature  of  an  obiter  d*€* 
tum^  and  it  was  perhaps  taken  up  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister with  more  keenness  than  perhaps 
my  right  hon.  Friend  supposed  would  be 
the  case.  I  do  not  know,  however,  that 
we  shall  gain  very  much  by  a  discussiuai 
of  the  point  I  am  only  anxious  that 
no  mistake  on  the  subject  should  be 
made;  and  I  say  again  what  I  have 
said  frequently  on  this  subject,  that 
while  we  assent  to  the  passing  on  of 
this  Franchise  Bill  we  do  so  on  tbe  un* 
derstanding,  and  aa  far  as  we  are  able 
to  enfoitje  such  an  understanding,  that 
it  must  be  accompanied  by  a  distinct  and 
clear  measure  of  redistribution. 

Sir  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
he  was  certain  that  the  Franchise  Bill 
would  not  be  passed  unless  the  Prime 
Minister  brought  forward  his  Eediatri- 
bution  Bill  and  placed  it  upon  the 
Table,  What  had  they  been  figbticig 
for  through  the  Eecess?  [MinuUriai  ^ 
cheers. ^  Yea  ;  and  there  bad  been 
a  significant  answer  from  South  War- 
wickshire. He  was  informed  that  ii 
there  was  one  thing  more** than  another 
which  turned  that  election  it  was  wbe* 
ther  or  not  the  House  of  Lords  was  to 
be  supported  in  the  position  it  had  taken 
up.  Would  it  not  be  wise  and  prudent, 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  was  anxious  that  the  Franchise 
Bill  should  be  passed,  that  he  should 
bring  in  a  EeJistribution  Bill  ?  By  ad- 
journing the  House  over  Chrifltm&s  be 
would  have  up  to  next  June  to  pass  il. 
If  he  declined  to  bring  it  in,  upon  hi« 


1393        S^prmnMkn  of       [November  10,  1884)         the  PeopU  BilL 


head  and  Ms  alone  must  rest  the  re- 
sponsibility. 

Question  putt  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  eonsidand  in  Oommittee» 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Prelminarif^ 

Clause  I  (Short  title  of  Act)  agned  to. 

Fjeiemion  of  the  Homehold  and  Lodger 
Franchtif. 

Clause  2  (Uniform  household  and 
lodger  franchise). 

Colonel  STANLEY,  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendraent,  in  jiage  1,  line  11,  after  the 
word  **  and/*  to  insert — 

**  Alter  the  passing  of  this  Act»  and  of  ftn 
Act  to  be  passed  for  umendmg  tho  Acts  which 
nettle  and  deacribti  the  divisions  of  counties,  and 
the  limita  of  cities  and  boroughs  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  for  the  purpose  of  the  dection  of 
Members  to  serve  in  Parliament," 

said :  In  rising  for  the  purpose  of 
moving  the  same  Amendment  which  it 
was  my  duty  to  propose  last  Session » 
I  need  hardly  assure  the  Committee  that  I 
do  Dot  propose  it  any  obatructi^e  spirit. 
I  think  there  is  a  desire  on  all  sides  of 
theHouse^ — and  it  was  even  eviocedjust 
now  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  J. 
Lowther)— 'that  the  debate  upon  the  Bill 
should  not  be  any  longer  protracted 
here.  I  need  also  hardly  say  that  I 
propose  this  Amendment  not  in  a  hostile 
spirit,  but  with  a  two -fold  object. 
First  of  all,  that  we  may  place  on  record^ 
in  the, most  formal  manner,  that  which 
is  our  opinion  ;  and,  at  the  same  time,  in 
order  that  we  should  see  whether,  in 
Committee,  by  an  interchange  of  views— 
which  is,  perhaps,  easier  and  less  ham- 
pered  by  forma  in  Committee  than  at 
any  other  stage  of  the  Bill— means  may 
not  be  found  for  bringing  this  question 
nearer  to  some  final  adjustment.  I 
ask  pardon  if  I  speak  plainly  to  the 
Committee.  I  ask  leave  also  to  put 
aside  many  references  which  I  should 
like  to  have  made,  under  any  other 
circumstances,  to  speeches  which  have 
been  delivered  in  the  Recess ;  but  I  think 
that  at  this  period,  standing  as  we  do, 
it  is  far  better  that  we  should  entirely 
put  aside  reference  to  all  extreme  state- 
ments of  opinion,  which  otherwise  might 
form  an  obstacle  to  steady  and  quiet 
proceedings,  and  that  we  should,  as  far 
aB  possible,  look  carefully  and  judicially 
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at  the  position  in  which  this  House  and 
Parliament  find  themselves  placed  at  the 
preseut  mom  eat.  The  main  question 
which  I  venture  to  ask,  and  which  I 
think  the  country  aslts,  is — ^'  Are  the 
diflerences  between  the  two  sides  of  the 
House,  upon  this  great  question,  now 
insurmountable?"  In  proposing  this 
Amendment,  I  need  hanlly  say  that  I 
wish  to  anticipate  at  once  the  very  fair 
objection  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  took  when  I 
proposed  this  Amendment  last  year, 
I  take  his  actual  wonls,  and  I  have  no 
right  to  complain  that  the  right  hon. 
Gt^ntleman  made  use  of  them,  lie  said, 
truly  enough,  that  this  Amendment,  if 
carried,  would  completely  hang  up  tlio 
Franchise  Bill,  and  make  it  deperidt'nt 
entirely  upon  the  passing  of  the  Ke- 
distribution  Bill,  and  it  would  follow 
that  if  no  Redistribution  Bill  were  ever 
passed,  the  Franchise  Bill  would  be  for 
ever  suspended.  Of  course,  I  make 
the  right  hon,  Gectloman  a  present  of 
that  argument.  If  I  could  have  been 
able,  I  should  have  been  glad  to  hod 
words  that  would  express  the  meaning 
of  hoa.  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  which  would  not  be  open  to  tlmt 
objection ;  but,  however  logical  that 
argument  may  be,  I  ask  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  reaUy  believes, 
or  whether  anyone  in  this  House  or 
in  the  country  really  believes,  that, 
at  the  present  moment,  such  a  pro- 
ceeding as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
indicates  is  possible?  I  venture  to  sum 
up,  briefly,  the  differences  which  it  seems 
to  me  exist  between  the  two  sides  of  the 
House,  and  in  doing  so  it  is  with  an 
earnest  desire,  by  examining  them,  to 
make  those  differences  smaller,  and  to 
bring  them  to  a  vanishing  point.  But 
there  is  a  certain  point,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  said,  up  to  which  we 
have  a  right  to  retain  our  opinion,  if 
possible,  although,  on  the  other  hand, 
there  is  nothing  we  have  said  which  we 
desire  to  conceal,  and  in  regard  to  which 
we  are  not  open  to  discussion,  and,  if 
necessary,  to  conviotion.  Where  there 
seems  to  be  a  fundamental  difference  is 
that  the  QTJVernment— as  shown  by  the 
opinions  expressed  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister— seem  to  think  that  thecouferriug 
of  the  vote  is  that  which  has  the  greatest 
value — that  the  attaching  and  giving  of 
the  vote  to  the  individual  is  that  which 
18  the  moat  important  part  of  this  mea- 
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sure.  We,  on  the  other  hand — and  I 
will  ask  the  Committee  to  follow  the 
distinction — rather  look  at  the  giving  of 
the  vote  to  the  in  dividual  as  enabling 
that  individual  to  do  his  duty  to  the  con- 
stituency, and  to  the  country  of  which 
the  constituency  forms  part,  in  forming 
the  opinion  of  the  constituency,  and  in 
recording,  in  his  opinion,  that  which  is 
best  for  the  constituency  and  the  coun- 
try. The  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  goes  only  to  the  conferring 
of  the  franchise,  giving  the  right  to  the 
individual  to  vote,  and  leaves  untouched 
the  more  important  part  of  the  question 
— ^namely,  whether  that  individual  shall 
exercise  the  franchise  as  one  of  10,000, 
of  40,000,  or  of  100,000?  That,  in  the 
view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  seems 
to  be  altogether  immaterial.  We,  on 
the  other  hand,  say  that  we  are  fully 
aware,  and  think  it  right  both  for  the 
country  and  for  the  persons  exercising 
the  franchise,  that  they  should  know 
where  they  are  to  exercise  the  vote,  in 
what  proportion,  and  with  what  general 
reference  to  the  vote  of  the  constituency 
and  the  representation  of  the  country 
of  which  the  constituency  forms  part. 
Then  there  comes  this  other  difficulty. 
We  say  that  if  you  dissociate  the  Fran- 
chise Bill  and  the  Eedistribution  Bill — 
however  honourable  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  may  be,  however  fairly 
they  may  wish  to  carry  them  out— and 
I,  for  one,  do  not  doubt  their  sincerity — 
there  can  be  no  guarantee  that  circum- 
stances may  not  prevent  you  from  get- 
ting the  second  part  of  the  question 
dealt  with  either  by  this  Parliament  or 
by  the  next  Parliament,  but  by  a  hybrid 
Parliament  which  would  neither  repre- 
sent the  old  constituencies  nor  the  new. 
One  of  the  Colleagues  of  the  Govern- 
ment has  left  on  record  a  speech  which 
will  be  read  even  now  with  some  admira- 
tion as  to  its  logic  and  the  clear  common 
sense  which  it  contains.  As  the  ques- 
tion is  one  of  controversy,  I  only  want  to 
show  very  briefly  where  the  differences 
lie  between  us.  The  Government  say 
that  they  are  anxious  that  redistribution 
should  follow  closely  on  the  franchise ; 
we,  on  the  other  hand,  say  that  it  should 
be  part  of  one  measure,  or  that  it  should 
be  simultaneous.  The  Government  say 
that  they  are  anxious,  to  have  the  mea- 
sure dealt  with  in  one  Parliament ;  we 
say  that  it  is  not  only  advisable,  but 
essential.  In  the  discussions  which  have 
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taken  place  within  the  last  few  days,  of 
which  I,  for  one,  have  been  glad  to  see 
the  conciliatory  tone,  I  do  not  suppose 
there  is,  as  to  all  the  other  points — the 
question  of  population,  the  simplicitj  of 
the  Bill,  its  equity  towards  the  four  divi- 
sions of  the  country,  and  the  general 
justice  which  it  does  to  the  com- 
munity —  the  slightest  difference  ia 
principle  on  either  side  of  the  House. 
Then,  what  is  the  argument  of  the  (Go- 
vernment ?  We  think  we  have  a  strong 
argument,  we  think  we  have  shown  a 
j  ust  ground,  looking  at  its  effects  on  future 
constituencies,  and  next  as  to  the  pos- 
sible miscarriage  between  the  passing 
of  the  one  Bill  and  the  passing^  of  the 
other— we  think  we  have  shown  good 
reason  why  those  two  Bills  should  be 
closely  associated.  The  one  answer  of 
the  Government  is,  that  if  they  were  to 
introduce  a  Redistribution  Bill,  they 
might  jeopardize  the  Franchise  Bill. 
The  reply  I  will  humbly  make  to  that 
is,  that  they  jeopardize  far  more  the  fate 
of  their  Bill  by  keeping  back  the  in* 
formation  which  the  House  desires,  and 
upon  which,  I  honestly  believe,  the 
majority  of  the  House  would  very  gladly 
act.  It  is  my  own  opinion — it  may  be 
a  very  simple  one,  but  I  cannot  help -ex- 
pressing it — that  a  fair  Bill  would  re- 
ceive fair  treatment,  and  that  distrust, 
or  what  appears  to  be  distrust,  of  this 
House,  is  sure,  on  the  other  hand,  to 
bring  distrust  in  its  turn.  I  have  en* 
deavoured,  as  I  said  before,  to  see  in 
what  form  I  could  possibly  cast  this 
Amendment,  so  that  it  should  bp  in  a 
form,  I  will  not  say  palatable,  but  the 
least  obnoxious  to  the  criticisms  which  it 
is  likely  to  meet  with  from  the  Gt>vem- 
ment;  but  I  frankly  confess  I  have 
failed  to  do  so,  and  I  have  been  unable 
to  put  it  in  any  other  form  than  that  in 
which  it  stands.  I  am  all  the  more 
convinced,  if  we  have  to  record  our  view, 
that  it  is  best  we  should  do  so  in  the 
simplest  and  broadest  form,  rather  than 
accompany  it  with  a  reference  to  any 
date,  or  to  hang  up  the  Bill  for.  a  certain 
time  in  a  manner  which,  however  well 
meant,  might,  in  the  event  of  certain 
contingencies,  form  a  source  of  serious 
misunderstanding  between  the  two  sides 
of  the  House.  As  to  the  fate  of  the 
Amendment,  I  freely  confess  that  I  have 
hardly  a  parental  interest.  But  I  may 
say  this — that  the  Amendment  is  framed 
with  an  honest  desire  to  facilitate,  and 
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not  to  obstruct,  tb©  passage  of  the  BilL 
Tlior©  is  only  one  quotation  wbich  I  will 
venture  to  make,  and  it  is  one  whicb  the 
right  bou.  Gentleman  will  bardly  dissent 
from,  seeing  tbat  tbe  words  fell  from 
biuiself  a  very  sbort  time  ago.  It  is  bis 
belief  that  tbere  is  a  feeling  in  many 
parts  of  the  House  tbat  all  our  oBForts  in 
aU  quarters  sbonld  be  directed  to  tbe 
safe  and  fair  adjustment  of  redistribu- 
tion. I  believe  tbere  is  a  gcnernl  feel- 
ing; tbat  it  is  not  for  tbe  credit  of  tbe 
House,  nor  for  tbe  credit  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty* a  Government,  nor  for  the  credit  of  ' 
Parliament,  tbat  things  sbould  be  hung 
up  in  this  way  any  longer.  The  right 
hon,  Gentleman  thinks  there  would  be 
danger  to  this  Bill  by  introducing  the 
subject  of  redistribution.  But  surely  be 
underrates  the  general  feeling  of  the 
countty  J  be  underrates  his  own  abilities ; 
and  nioro  than  all,  perhaps^  he  under- 
rates tbe  merits  of  this  queition  in  en- 
tertaining that  opinion.  The  people 
ask  whether,  all  this  time  that  we  are 
debating  about  procedure,  we  could  not 
have  passed  a  Redistribution  Bill  ?  My 
belief  is  tbat  if  tbe  Government,  even 
noW|  were  able  to  add  to  tbe  information 
which  they  can  give  to  tbe  House,  and 
to  indicate  clearly  tbe  general  lines  and 
principles  upon  wbich  their  scheme  is 
to  be  founded,  so  far  from  creating  any 
obstacles  to  themselves,  they  would  have 
done  that  which  will  facilitate  the  pas- 
sage not  only  of  this,  but  of  both  Bilh, 
during  tbe  present  Session.  I  do  not 
think  the  otber  side  of  the  House  is 
blind  to  the  possible  circumstances  Avbicb 
may  arise  from  our  present  want  of  in- 
formation. With  a  little  more  confi- 
dence on  one  side,  and  perhaps  a  little  less 
feai  on  tbe  other,  thore  ought  not  to  be, 
even  in  the  present  Parliament,  any  ob- 
stacles or  diibouUies  in  the  way.  I  do  not 
venture  to  speak  on  all  these  points  as 
though  I  were  tbe  mouthpiece  of  others  ; 
but  I  have  ventured  to  put  before  the 
House  what  I  myself  feel  with  regard 
to  this  question.  I  do  most  earnestly 
appeal  to  tbe  Government,  in  the  sense  in 
which  they  have  met  us  within  tbe  last 
few  days,  to  ampb fy  what  we  have 
sketched  out  in  words  by  giving  us  fur- 
ther information,  so  far  as  may  bo,  of  a 
tangible  character;  and  if  they  do  that, 
they,  I  think,  will  have  done  more  thftu 
all  to  place  this  great  question  in  the 
position  in  whioh  we  wish  to  see  it — on 
the  surest  foundations,    I  beg  to  move 


the  Amendment  wbiob  I  have  placed  on 
tbe  Paper. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  11,  aftor  tho  word  *'  nod,"  to 
itiserl  tbe  words  "  after  the  passing  of  thia  Act, 
and  of  an  Act  to  be  passed  for  atnnnding  the 
Acts  which  8ettlo  and  descrihG  the  divisions  of 
counties,  and  the  Irmita  of  citios  and  boroughs 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  for  the  purpose  of  the 
eleotion  of  MembfTa  to  serve  in  Parliament.**— 
{Colfmci  S  fan  It)/,) 

Question  proposed,  "  Tbat  those  words 
bo  there  inserted." 

Mr,  GLADSTONE  :  The  right  hon- 
and  gallant  Gentleman  has  said  that  he 
does  not  malce  this  Motion  in  any  ob- 
structive spirit,  and  I  fiillj  Agree  that  it 
would  be  highly  irrational  in  me  to  de* 
scriboj  as  obstructive^  the  renewal  in  a 
temperate  form  of  any  proposition  which 
be  may  have  thought  it  necessary  to 
make  on  a  previous  occasion  with  re- 
ference to  tbo  present  BUb  Undoubt- 
edly, though  I  am  not  ablu  in  any  way 
to  accede  to  his  Motion,  but^  on  tbe  con- 
trary, regard  it  now  as  more  objection- 
able even  than  it  was  when  made  at  tho 
former  period,  I  fully  admit  that  it  is  a 
Motion  be  is  entitled  to  make,  and  bo 
has  brought  it  forward  in  a  temperate 
and  conciliatory  manner,  with  no  larger 
demand  upon  the  time  of  the  Committee 
than  he  was  justified  in  making.  There 
were  words  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  which,  if  they  stood  alone,  I 
should  have  heard  without  dissatisfac- 
tion, when  he  said  bis  desire  was  that 
information  of  a  tangible  character— of 
course,  it  ranst  be  of  a  somewhat  suffi- 
ciently definite  character — should  be 
communicated  to  the  House,  as  tbe  only 
means  of  allowing  tbe  Franchise  Bill  to 
go  forward  here  and  * '  elsewhere/*  Well, 
yir,  tbat  demand  is  one  which  it  was 
stated  by  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  and  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  we  had  no 
indisposition  to  listen  to  ;  but  I  am  afraid 
tho  demand  must  be  taken  as  being 
liable  to  be  construed  with  another  por- 
tion of  the  speech  of  tbe  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman,  in  which  he  said  tbat 
nothing  would  satisfy  him  except  the 
enaotment  of  the  franchise  and  redistri- 
bution in  one  and  the  some  measure,  or 
simultaneously  in  two  measures.  Then 
be  appeals  to  the  Goverainent  to  accede 
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to  the  moderate  demand  which  he  makes. 
But  that  moderate  demand  is  the  ex- 
treme demand  he  has  ever  made,  or  that 
has  at  any  time  heen  urged  on  the  part 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side. 
Our  opinion,  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
is  that  the  most  decisive  indications  have 
been  given,  in  the  course  of  the  last 
three  months,  as  to  the  opinion  of  the 
country  on  this  subject.  When  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  appeals  to 
us  to  do  certain  things  which  we  refused 
before,  now  that  these  indications — 
which  we  deem  to  be  exceeding  clear — 
have  been  given,  it  fi;reat1y  diminishes 
the  force  of  his  appeal,  for,  as  we  think, 
judgment  has  been  informally,  but  very 
emphatically,  pronounced  by  those  who 
are  most  interested  in  the  matter,  and  a 
clear  indication — I  do  not  say  of  the 
feeling  of  every  constituency — but  a 
clear  indication  of  the  general  sentiment 
of  the  nation  has  been  given.  These 
considerations,  therefore,  weaken,  and  do 
not  strengthen,  the  appeal  which  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  now 
makes.  But  he  asks  us  for  further  in- 
formation. Now,  I  wish  to  point  out  to 
him  the  position  in  which  we  stand  upon 
these  two  points.  He  admits  that  the 
object  and  effect  of  his  Motion  is  to  hang 
up  the  Franchise  Bill  until  the  Bedistri- 
bution  Bill  has  been  passed.  Then 
again  he  says,  in  distinct  terms,  that 
Gentlemen  opposite — and  a  large  por- 
tion of  Gentlemen  opposite— say  that 
they  are  willing  to  grant  the  franchise. 
This  means  that  they  are  willing  to  grant 
it  upon  conditions.  Hedistribution  is  the 
condition,  without  which  they  refuse  to 
^ant  the  franchise.  It  is  material  that 
it  should  be  understood  how  much  this 
compulsory  friendship  for  the  franchise, 
which  has  been  so  largely  expressed, 
means.  It  is  a  willingness  to  grant  the 
franchise,  provided  that  it  be  accom- 
panied by  another  measure,  without 
which,  in  the  judgment  of  the  most 
moderate  and  favourable  of  the  Party 
opposite,  it  is  not  a  good  measure.  And 
yet  the  riglit  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man calls  this  a  most  moderate  demand. 
Then  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man assures  us  that,  although  he  wishes 
to  pass  an  enactment  which  will  hang  up 
the  Enfranchisement  Bill  until  the  Re- 
distribution of  Seats  Bill  has  been  passed, 
yet  that  there  is  no  reason  why  we  should 
regard  a  proposition  of  that  nature  with 
any  kind  of  appvehension,  because  it  is 
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ridiculous  to  suppose  that  the  FranohiBe 
Bill  can  now  be  postponed.  Tea,  Sir; 
but  when  we  assure  him  of  our  dispoei* 
tion  to  go  forward  with  redistribution, 
then  he  does  not  think  it  ridioulous 
to  argue  that  the  Eedistribation  Bill 
may  be  postponed.  On  the  contrary, 
he  says  that  there  are  all  sorts  of 
contingencies  which  may  interfere  to 
postpone  it.  Then  what  reason  is  there 
that  I  am  to  be  so  very  sanguine  as  to 
the  passing  of  a  Hedistribution  Bill,  pro- 
vided we  let  go  the  hold  I  believe  we 
have  by  the  present  constitution  of  the 
measure  ?  What  may  happen  ?  A  Be* 
distribution  Bill  we  could  not  hope  to 
pass  very  rapidly;  there  is  no  ooubt 
about  that.  I  am  not  speaking  of  Ob- 
struction or  anything  of  that  kind.  Put- 
ting that  out  of  view  altogether,  the 
time,  measuring  from  the  present  date, 
for  the  introduction  of  the  measure 
could  not  occur  till  some  fortnight  or 
three  weeks  hence,  when  the  Hedistri- 
bution  Bill  might  be  proceeded  with. 
We  should  then  have  the  intervention 
of  Christmas,  and  there  would  be  an 
absolute  necessity  for  some  Kecess — 
some  considerable  Becess,  too.  Then 
it  is  plain  that  the  passing  of  a  Hedis- 
tribution Bill  upon  a  reasonable  calcu- 
lation, and  without  assuming  any  resort 
to  Obstruction,  could  not  be  hoped  for 
until  the  spring  was  somewhat  advanoed. 
But  how  would  it  be  with  the  actual 
passing  of  the  Hedistribution  Bill  ?  We 
are  encouraged  to  contemplate  a  state 
of  things  in  which  the  franchise  is  to  be 
hung  up  until  that  interval  has  elapsed, 
and  until  the  Hedistribution  Bill  has 
passed.  What  may  happen  to  the  Go- 
vernment during  that  period  ?  It  is  the 
desire  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that 
the  Government  should  receive  its  death- 
blow from  one  or  more  of  the  questions 
which  have  been  raised  concerning  the 
policy  of  this  country  in  other  countries, 
independently  of  its  policy  with  regard 
to  the  Hedistribution  Bill ;  and  we  are 
urged  to  push  forward  the  Hedistribu- 
tion Bill,  in  order  to  prevent  the  substi- 
tution of  those  measures  which  would 
be  fatal  to  it.  Very  well ;  see  what  is 
to  happen.  The  Franchise  Bill  is  to  be 
hung  up ;  we  are  to  introduce  a  Hedis- 
tribution Bill,  and,  according  to  the  de- 
clarations of  hon.  Gentlemen  who  desire 
to  hang  up  the  Franchise  Bill,  we  are 
to  be  dismissed  from  our  Offices  on 
account  of  our  sins  of  commission  and 
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of  omiasion  in  other  respects.  Then 
"what  J 9  to  become  of  the  FranchiBe 
Bill  ?  It  in  to  be  given  ovor  to  the 
tiitf^lag:e  and  caro  and  guardianship  of 
right  hon,  and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
Is  that  a  prospect  very  eatjgfactory  to 
U8?  Have  their  declarations  on  behalf 
of  th^  Franobise  Bill  been  declarationB 
of  a  character  to  fill  us  with  confidence  ? 
As  the  poet  saje — 

**  YowB  made  in  pnin  ease  wiH  recant 
As  violent  and  void," 

And  I  must  Bay  that  most  of  the  vows 
in  favour  of  the  Franchise  Bill  have»  in 
tho  strictest  sense,  been  vows  made  in 
pain— vows  which  \srero  made  because 
hoD.  Gentlemen  could  not  help  makiDg 
them.  And  under  tbose  circumstances, 
we  are  not  very  ready  to  hand  over  to 
your  tutelap;e  the  future  fortunes  of  the 
Franchise  Bill.  But,  now,  hon.  Gentle- 
men wnnt  information.  What  sort  of 
information  do  they  want  ?  I  have  said, 
and  others  of  my  Ool leagues  have  said, 
that  we  are  most  anxious,  if  it  were 
possible,  thata Redistribution  Bill  should 
oe  founded  on  ideas  that  are  generally 
acceptable  to  the  House.  We  have  said 
that  explicitly,  and  we  are  ready  to  re- 
peat it.  We  have  said— and  I  think  we 
know  enough  of  the  advantage  of  con- 
ciliatory steps — that  we  are  disposed,  in 
regard  to  redistribution,  to  sacrifice  any 
extreme  and  particular  predilections  on 
thia  side  of  the  House-  We  know»  or 
we  think  we  do,  enough  to  give  us  no 
great  difficulty  as  to  the  kind  of  Hedis- 
tribution  Bill  we  should  introduce,  so 
far  as  to  make  us  confident  of  its  re- 
ceiving a  favourable  support  on  this  side 
of  the  House ;  and,  of  course,  if  we  did 
not  carry  it,  we  should  be  bound  to 
re6<:irt  to  the  alternative  which  is  always 
looked  upon  as  the  Constitutional  and 
only  alternative  course  in  such  circura- 
Btances.  There  is,  thorefore,  no  diffi- 
culty  as  far  as  the  majority  of  tho 
House  is  concerned.  But  we  are  told 
that  we  ought  to  consult  the  wishes  of 
the  miDority.  We  want  to  consult  the 
wiahea  of  the  minority  to  the  utmost 
degree  which  our  principles  will  permit ; 
and  as  far  as  I  know  we  have  no  rea- 
son to  say  that  we  shall  be  precluded 
from  consultiog  their  views.  But  what 
ore  the  wishes  of  the  minority  ?  It  is 
not  that  we  ask  the  minority  to  develop 
every  particular  on  which  they  desire 
this  or  that ;  but  w©  ask  the  minority , 
not  to  stand  in  coatradiotiou  to  itself ; 
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and  wo  respectfully  submit  that  at  this 
moment,  from  the  indications  it  has 
given  on  the  subject  of  redistribution, 
it  does  stand  in  palpable  contradiction 
to  itself.  [Sir  Staffobjj  Northoote  : 
How  ?J  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  asks  me  how.  Does  he  think 
that  the  speech  which  he  made  on  Friday 
night— and  I  heard  it  in  many  respects 
with  satisfaction — gave  the  same  indi- 
cations of  opinion  in  regard  to  redistri- 
bution as  were  given  a  few  hours  before 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  **How?" 
and  I  have  answered  him.  I  do  not  as- 
sume, for  a  nioment,  that  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock,  whatever 
his  abilities  may  be,  has  a  position 
eqtiivalent  to  that  of  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ;  but  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  was  in  strict  con fonnity  with  many 
other  indications  which  have  come  for- 
ward in  various  forms,  and  notably  with 
the  declarations  which  have  proceeded, 
or  which  have  been  reported  as  proceed- 
ing, and  which  in  some  cases  have  abso- 
lutely proceeded,  from  Lord  Salisbury. 
Indeed,  is  there  any  doubt  about  this  ? 
The  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock— I  do  not  find  fault 
with  it — as  far  as  I  could  understand  it, 
was  an  able  and  an  extremely  clever 
speech,  and  it  was  a  speech  which  gave 
me  the  idea  that  the  speaker  was  de- 
sirous, from  his  point  of  view,  to  arrive 
at  a  settlement  of  the  question  ;  but, 
undoubtedly,  as  far  as  I  could  compre- 
hend, the  drift  of  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  was  to  recommend  that  electoral 
areas  should  bo  recast  on  tho  single 
basis  of  population,  qualified  only  by 
one  consideration,  and  that  one  con- 
sideration was  to  bo  the  ripping  asun- 
der, if  I  may  so  say,  of  rural  and 
urban  constituencies,  and  rural  and 
urban  pursuit?.  I  desire  to  avoid  ex- 
aggeration. That  was  my  construction 
ot  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  spoke  later  in  the  evening 
with  distinct  reference  to  the  clear  and 
forcible  speech  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Ripon  (Mr. 
Goschen)  had  just  before  delivered.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ripon 
has  referred  to  various  other  principles 
to  which  it  Beamed  that  he  wished  con- 
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sidorable  scopo  to  be  allowed,  suoli  as 
regard  to  prescription  and  possession, 
where  privilege  had  not  been  abused, 
regard  to  the  principle  of  community 
and  municipal  life  and  principles  of  that 
kind,  which  would  cross  and  traverse 
the  simple  principle  of  population.  And 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  if  I 
understand  him  rightly,  distinctly  ac- 
cepted the  view  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Eipon,  and  was  anxious  that  all 
that  diversity  of  considerations  should 
be  introduced  in  the  construction  of  a 
sound  Eeform  Bill.  That  is  what  I 
mean  when  I  say  that,  at  this  moment, 
the  minority  stands  in  contradiction  with 
itself.  And  I  do  not  hesitate  to  affirm 
that,  at  this  moment,  there  is  no  ima- 
ginable Bill  for  the  rediTatribution  of 
seats  that  we  could  introduce  into  this 
House  with  a  reasonable  confidence 
that  it  would  not  bo  made  the  subject  of 
a  fierce  Party  conflict.  And,  Sir,  it  is 
under  these  circumstances  that  this 
pressure  for  information  comes.  Bat 
that  pressure  for  information  would  not 
be  a  matter  of  difficulty  for  us  if  we 
were  to  introduce  a  Bill  that  we  believed 
would  suit  the  views  of  the  majority  of 
the  House.  But  you  are  calling  upon  us 
to  meet  your  views,  and  at  the  same 
time  presenting  your  views  in  a  form  in 
which  they  are  absolutely  incompatible 
with  each  other.  And  what  does  the  in- 
troduction of  a  Eodistribution  Bill  mean 
if  it  is  to  be  made  the  subject  of  a  Party 
contest  ?  It  means  the  introduction  of  a 
Bill  that  it  would  be  imi)ossible  to  pass  in 
the  present  state  of  Parliamentary  practice 
against  the  will  of  the  House— it  means 
the  handing  over  of  the  whole  question 
from  the  majority  to  the  minority.  The 
entire  settlement  of  the  question  of  re- 
distribution would  not  rest  with  us,  but 
with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  if  there 
were  a  disposition  to  use  the  means 
which  Parliamentary  Eules  permit  for 
resisting  a  Eedistribution  Bill.  All  this 
time,  according  to  their  proposal,  the 
Franchise  Bill  is  to  be  what  is  called 
**  hung  up,"  and  its  chances  are  to  be 
mixed  up  with  all  those  general  acci- 
dents of  political  vicissitude  from  which 
we  are  determined,  if  we  can,  to  keep 
it  separate.  Now,  does  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman,  in  his  own 
mind,  really  think  it  possible  for  us, 
under  these  circumstances,  to  agree  to 
what  he  proposes  ?  Do  not  let  it  be  sup- 
posed that  I  am  now  finding  fault.    At 
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this  moment  I  am  not  finding  fault 
either  with  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Woodstock,  or  still  less  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Devon.  Speaking  for  myself,  in- 
dividually, I  am  not  ashameid  to  say 
that  my  desire  is  to  have  an  agreement 
on  this  subject  if  we  can.  I  do  not  say 
that  we  are  willing  to  agree  with  either; 
but  I  will  say  this,  that  it  is  quite  im- 
possible to  agree  with  both.  If  you  hold 
the  contrary,  and  say  that  it  is  possible 
to  agree  with  both,  I  must  beg,  in  con- 
descension to  our  obtuse  understanding, 
that  you  will  develop  a  little  the  ideas 
that  you  entertain,  and  show  us  what  it 
is  that  you  want.  I  believe  I  have  been 
long  enough  in  dealing  with  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman, 
and  there  is  no  necessity  for  me  to  de- 
tain the  Committee  longer.  We  have, 
I  think,  on  the  whole,  by  the  speeches 
made  on  this  Bench,  explained  with 
tolerable  clearness  what  our  disposition 
is.  I  recede  from  nothing  that  I  have 
said.  I  am  sure  that  I  may  say  the 
samo  for  my  right  hon.  Friends  near 
me,  and  for  my  noble  Friend  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington),  not  now  in  his 
place,  in  regaid  to  what  has  fallen  from 
them  which  tends  towards  harmony  and 
a  speedy  settlement.  But  the  demand 
for  indefinite  postponement,  and,  in 
fact,  for  giving  over  the  whole  of  our  con- 
tention, supported  as  we  are  by  the 
great  majority  of  the  House — a  majo- 
rity which  apparently  has  no  tendency 
to  diminish — the  demand  to  give  over 
the  whole  of  our  contention  to  the  mi- 
nority opposite,  is  really  making  a  pro- 
posal to  us  which  might  almost  be  re- 
ceived with  silence,  so  absolutely  im- 
possible must  it  be  for  us,  in  that  form, 
to  make  any  approximation  towards 
meeting  the  wishes  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite. 

SiE  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  Sir, 
I  must  confess  that  I  rather  gather  from 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  his  idea  is  that  the  Opposition 
should  draw  a  Bill  for  him.  Wow,  I 
think  that  is  not  reasonable,  and  that 
it  would  rather  invert  the  position  which 
the  two  sides  respectively  hold  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  We  are  desirous 
honestly  and  fairly  to  discuss  the  prin- 
ciple and  details  of  a  Redistribution 
Bill ;  but  we  think  that  the  Government 
ought  to  take  the  responsibility  of  in- 
troducing the  measure.    I  do  not  raise 
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a  question  na  to  whether  it  is  fair  to  ua 
to  ask  us  to  lay  clown  principles  \  but  I 
aak  whether  it  ie  altogether  fair  to  the 
House— whether  it  is  the  quickest  way 
of  proceeding,  to  tjike  the  lowest  ground 
— that  we  should  be  called  upon,  in  the 
firbt  place,  to  formulate  the  basis  ou 
which  the  discussion  is  ta  be  carried  on  ? 
That  is  a  matter  which  the  Government 
and  the  majority  ought  to  undertake, 
and  which  distinctly  rests  with  them. 
All  that  we  can  promise  them  is  a  fair 
and  full  consideration.  ]^Laughitr^^  That 
fltatcraent  seems  very  much  to  amuso  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (lli\ 
Labouohere).  I  know  not  whether  he 
thinks  a  fair  consideration  is  something 
that  ought  to  be  despised  or  not.  Or 
does  be  think  we  ought  to  accept,  in  the 
same  spirit  as  the  followers  of  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman,  whatever  proceeds  from 
his  mouth  without  any  discussion  at  all  *i 
I  do  not  think  that  that  is  really  the 
manner  in  which  legislation  of  this  im- 
portance has  ever  been  conducted,  or 
ever  will  be.  What  has  often  been  re- 
marked in  regard  to  the  legislation  of 
this  country,  and  what  ia  probably  tnie^ 
and  of  very  great  importance  is,  that 
T!ro  have  had  measures  of  the  largest 
character  brought  forward  from  time  to 
time  which  have  occasioned  warm  con- 
testa  between  the  two  Parties  in  the 
State,  and,  after  all,  one  settlement  has 
been  arrived  at  after  another,  and  the 
result  of  the  final  settlement  has  gene- 
raUy  been  accepted  by  the  whole  coun- 
try, let  alone,  and  not  subsequently  dis- 
turbed. Why  is  that?  It  is  because 
these  measures  have  been  made  the  sub- 
ject of  fair  discussion  on  each  side  of 
the  House.  Each  Party  has  had  tho 
opportunity  of  saying  its  own  say,  and 
when  the  decision  has  been  come  to, 
like  Englishmen  wo  have  agreed  to 
abide  by  the  result  of  the  decision, 
That  is  all  we  ask  now.  I  sometimes 
think,  from  the  indicationa  I  see  on  the 
opposittJ  side,  and  certainly  from  the 
Benches  immediately  fronting  mo,  that 
hon.  Members  opposite  have  some  kind 
of  suspicious  fear  that  we  have  some 
terrible  design  in  the  background,  and 
that  we  intend,  when  they  have  brought 
forward  their  measure,  to  take  some  in- 
sidious step  which  will  destroy  the  set- 
tlement of  the  question,  I  can  assure 
them  that  this  is  entirely  a  delusion,  I 
assure  them  that  we  are  prepared  to 
discuss  tfiis  matter  in  perfectly  good 


faith »  As  the  Government  have  seen  fit 
to  bring  this  question  before  the  coun- 
try and  before  ^Parliament  in  tho  serions 
manner  they  have  done,  we  are  prepared 
to  meet  them,  and  to  endeavour  to  give 
effect  to  their  desires  in  the  direction  of 
enlarging  the  franchise.  But  what  we 
do  say  is  this — that  it  is  necessary  that 
such  a  step  as  that  should  he  accom- 
panied hj  a  proper  redistribution  of 
political  power.  We  say  that  if  you  are 
going  to  bring  in  this  large  quantity  of 
new  wine,  it  should  not  be  put  into  old 
bottles ;  but  it  should  be  new  wine  and 
new  bottles.  You  are  not  treating  tho 
two  measures  as  in  point  of  fact  being 
one  measure,  and  you  are  rimning  the 
risk  of  doing  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen the  Prime  Minister  has  indicated 
may  possibly  happen  —  namely,  that 
after  passing  ono  measure,  the  other 
may  be  sacrificed  by  Party  considera- 
tions.  We  have  often  been  told,  when 
we  have  said  that  we  want  to  be  assured 
that  the  two  measures  will  be  passed — 
**  'NVTiy  cannot  you  accept  the  assurances 
of  the  Government  ?  Why  cannot  you 
take  the  word  of  the  Prime  Minister 
and  all  those  eeourities  which  are  offered 
to  you  in  regard  to  the  two  measures  ?  *' 
We  have  always  said  that  we  do  not 
doubt  the  word  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, or  any  assurances  that  may 
have  been  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment, as  far  as  they  are  able  to  give 
effect  to  them ;  but  %ve  see,  as  well 
as  the  right  hon  Gentleman  sees, 
that  there  is  a  possibility  of  circum- 
stances entirely  extraneous  to  this  ques- 
tion, rendering  something  necessary 
which  may  prevent  the  Government 
from  doing  that  which  they  say  they 
are  all  desirous  of  aiming  at.  What  I 
hope  and  trust  is  that  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  look  at  this  matter  in  a 
more  j>ractical  spirit.  I  cannot  alto- 
gether accept  his  views  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (Colonel  Stanley)  is  less  appro- 
priate now  than  it  was  when  he  brought 
it  forward  hist  Session.  I  do  not  alto- 
gether endorse  the  view  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  expressed,  nor  the 
view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with 
regard  to  the  strong  expression  of  opi- 
nion which  he  says  has  been  given  in 
the  country.  I  do  not  myself  see  were 
the  proof  qI  it  is.  True,  we  have  had 
sumo  indtcation.  Not  only  within  the 
last  three  months,  but  oven  within  the 
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last  threo  days,  events  have  happened 
which  would  lead  us  to  consider  that,  at 
all  events,  there  are  two  opinions  on  the 
matter,  whatever  may  be  the  relative 
strength  of  those  two  opinions  in  the 
country ;  and  it  is  by  no  means  too  cer- 
tain that  those  who  wish  to  see  this 
question  treated  as  a  whole  are  so  very 
much  weaker,  or  so  much  more  in  a 
minority,  than  they  were  before.  I  am 
quite  certain,  Sir,  that  when  any  Ques- 
tion is  to  be  put  from  the  Chair,  you  will 
take  the  voice  of  the  House,  **  Aye  "  or 
"No,"  and  that  you  will  pronounce 
your  decision  according  to  the  best  of 
your  judgment  as  to  which  appears  to 
be  the  larger  voice.  But,  Sir,  with  all 
respect  to  you,  that  will  not  be  taken  as 
conclusive,  and  you  will,  I  think,  if 
your  decision  is  challenged,  at  once 
direct  that  the  Ayes  and  the  Noes 
should  separate  into  different  Lobbies, 
BO  that  it  may  be  seen  which  is  really 
the  larger  Party.  What  we  say,  when 
we  dispute  the  inferences  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  Goverment  are  in 
the  habit  of  drawing  from  the  discussion 
in  the  autumn  is,  that  we  do  not  ac- 
cept the  statement  that  these  discussions 
have  proved  their  case,  and  show  that 
the  country  is  in  their  favour.  The  na- 
tural thing,  we  should  have  thought, 
was  that  they  should  propose  that  the 
Ayes  and  the  Noes  should  go  into  oppo- 
site Lobbies,  and  really  a8certain  what 
the  state  of  the  case  is.  But  I  do  not 
wish  to  prolong  this  discussion.  What 
I  am  anxious  to  do  is  to  support  the 
Amendment  of  my  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend,  on  the  ground  that  it  is  en- 
tirely consistent  with  the  position  which 
we  have  all  along  taken  up.  The  posi- 
tion which  we  have  all  along  taken  up, 
and  which  we  hold  now  is,  that,  if  this 
measure  is  to  become  the  law  of  the 
land,  it  is  most  desirable  that  there 
should  be  some  security  that  the  other 
measure  should  pass  also.  I  see  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  senior  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright) 
in  his  place.  I  took  the  liberty  of  refer- 
ring to  him  the  other'dayin  some  obser- 
vations which  I  made  in  his  absence; 
but  I  said  in  his  absence  nothing  which 
I  would  not  say  when  ho  is  present.  I 
claimed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  an 
authority  upon  the  very  great  import- 
ance of  a  redistribution  of  seats  accom- 
panying any  measure  for  the  extension 
of  the  franchise.    The  question  whether 
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they  are  to  be  in  one  Bill  or  two  is  not 
the  question  I  raise.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  undoubtedly  explained 
his  statements  with  a  view  to  show  that 
there  is  no  inconsistency  in  advocating 
the  present  separation  of  the  two  mea- 
sures; but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
can  hardly  deny  that  he  has  stated,  in 
the  strongest  terms,  that  a  measure  for 
the  redistribution  of  seats  was  at  least 
as  important,  or  even  more  important^ 
than  the  mere  question  of  the  extension 
of  the  franchise.  He,  himself,  has  said 
something  to  this  effect — •*  Beduce  your 
franchise  as  you  please,  and  if  you  will 
give  me  the  distribution  of  seats,  I  will 
undertake  to  alter  the  whole  effect  of 
giving  the  franchise."  That  is  what  we 
hold  to  be  the  case.  We  hold  that  if  in 
this  matter  the  new  Parliament  is  to  give 
proper  expression  to  the  feelings  and 
wants  of  the  country,  it  must  be  carefully 
provided,  in  the  settlement  of  this  ques- 
tion, that  Parliament  shall  really  repre- 
sent the  different  interests  of  the  coun- 
try. How  that  should  be  done  is  a  mat- 
ter for  very  serious  consideration,  and 
we  say  that  the  country  has  a  right  to 
ask  the  Government  to  undertake  the 
consideration.  We  say  that  any  Govern- 
ment, especially  a  Government  which 
is  as  strong  as  hon.  Members  opposite 
represent — and  which  believes  itself  to 
much  stronger  than  it  looks — ought  to 
give  whatever  consideration  is  necessary, 
and  ought  to  produce  its  measure.  We, 
on  our  part,  promise  the  fairest  possi- 
ble consideration  and  discussion  of  that 
measure,  and  I  trust  that  we  shall  not 
have  it  thrown  in  our  teeth  that  we  are 
obstructing  it  practically  by  asking  that 
we  shall  have  an  opportunity  for  the 
full  and  reasonable  consideration  of  it. 

Sir  AVILLIAM  HAECOURT  :  I 
think  it  was  not  necessary  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  to  insist  upon  the  importance 
of  redistribution.  That  is  one  of  the 
propositions  which  has  not  been  denied, 
as  far  as  I  understand,  in  this  contro- 
versy at  all,  nor  is  it  one  of  the  issnes 
raised  by  the  Amendment.  The  ques- 
tion is,  how  we  are  to  proceed  with 
regard  to  the  question  of  franchise  and 
the  question  of  redistribution.  I  will 
ask  the  House  to  consider  what  is  the 
light  in  which  this  matter  is  put  before 
us  in  the  present  Amendment.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said — "  Why  are 
you  so  suspicious;   why  do  you  think 
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that  if  the  franchiae  is  postponed  until 
redistribiitioe  is  settled,  that  it  will 
endanger  franchise  ?  I  can  aaanre  you 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  that  we 
have  every  desire  to  forward  and  secure 
the  Franchise  Bill."  I  am  quite  willing' 
to  accept  that  assurance  on  the  part  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  but  how  does  he 
accept  our  corre^onding  assurances  ? 
When  we  say — "  Do  not  distrust  us ;  do 
not  think  that  because  we  pass  a  Fran- 
chise Bill,  that,  therefore,  we  desire  to 
ffive  the  go-bye  to  redistribution,''  Does 
he  accept  our  assurances  ?  Is  ho  willing 
to  act  upon  them  ?  Is  he  willing  to  say 
— **  We  trust  you,  and  therefore  we  will 
pass  the  Franchise  Bill?  "  No  j  not  at 
all.  I  venture  to  say  that  in  this  demand 
for  controversy  there  ought  to  be  eorae 
reciprocity;  but  I  do  not  observe  the 
smallest  particle  of  reciprocity  on  the 
part  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  although  it  did 
not  appear  to  be  very  germane  to  the 
present  discussion,  referred  to  a  recent 
election.  Well,  I  remember  very  well 
the  winter  of  1879,  and  the  early  months 
of  1880,  when  there  were  i^ome  very 
promising  elections  for  those  who  them 
sat  upon  these  Benches  ;  but  when  they 
cnine  to  reap  the  harvest,  the  ears  did 
not  prove  to  be  as  fall  of  giain  as  they 
had  expected,  I  would  not  advise  them, 
even  now,  in  that  matter,  to  count  their 
chickens  before  they  are  hatched.  But 
what  is  the  practical  proposition  offered 
to  us  hy  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  opposite  (Colonel  Stanley)  in 
his  Amendment?  It  amounts  to  this, 
and  it  can  be  put  in  one  sentence — ^it 
means  that  no  Franchise  Bill  shall  be 
passed  until  a  Hedistribution  Bill  is 
passed,  which  is  agreeable  to  the  ma- 
jority of  the  House  of  Lords.  IZoud 
cheer i.^  You  may  turn  and  twist  the 
matter  how  you  like  ;  but  that  is  what 
it  means.  And  when  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  talks  of  the  verdict 
of  the  constituencies,  he  may  take  it  for 
granted  that,  ultimately  and  at  the  proper 
time,  we  shall  not  be  afraid  to  take  the 
verdict  of  the  constituencies.  The  right 
hon,  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  has  talked  a  great  deal  about 
discussion  in  this  House,  lathis  House 
the  opinion  of  the  majority  does  not 
always,  but  ought,  at  all  events,  to  pre- 
Tail,  I  think  it  was  admitted  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  speech  that, 
after  full  discussion,  the  opinion  of  the 
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majority  prevails  and  is  accepted »  That 
may  be  true  of  the  House  of  Commons  ; 
but  when  the  Bill  goes  to  **  another 
place  "  it  is  the  majority  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  which  represents  the  minority 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  which  is  ulti- 
mately to  prevail  on  this  question. 
And,  therefore,  this  Amendment  means 
nothing  else — for  it  is,  of  course,  the 
Amendment  which  is  to  guide  the  action 
of  the  House  of  Lords — ^the  meaning  of 
the  Amendment  is,  that  these  2, QUO, 000 
of  people  shall  not  enjoy  the  franchise, 
except  upon  this  one  condition — that  the 
majority  of  the  House  of  Lords  shall 
dictate  how  they  shall  enjoy  it. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  the 
Prime  Minister  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  re- 
garded the  Amendment  as  a  reducUo  ad 
ahmrdum  ;  but  the  arguments  they  had 
adduced  in  support  of  that  contention 
were  not  of  a  very  convincing  character. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  drawn  a  dread- 
ful picture.  Ho  said — ^^If  you  pass 
this  Amendment  the  Franchise  Bill  will 
be  hung  up  until  the  liedistribution  Bill 
is  passed,  and  we  may  be  turned  out  of 
Office  for  our  numerous  misdeeds  at 
home  and  abroad  ;  and  then,"  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say,  **the 
conduct  of  this  great  question  will  fall 
into  your  hands.**  So  monstrous  did  he 
regard  such  a  possibility,  that  he  seemed 
to  think  it  absolutely  disposed  of  the 
whole  cjueetion.  And  why,  in  his  view, 
was  it  impossible  that  the  Conservative 
Party  could  deal  fairly  with  the  Fran- 
chise Question  ?  The  Prime  Minister 
told  them,  in  the  plainest  manner,  that 
he  could  not  rely  on  their  professions  as 
to  desiring  Reform.  And  he  said  that, 
if  they  were  not  absolutely  false,  at  all 
events  they  were  of  such  a  character, 
and  made  under  such  circumstances,  that 
they  could  not  be  expected  to  adhere  to 
them.  He  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  beheved 
the  Conservative  Party,  one  and  aU, 
repudiated  that  assertion.  What  he 
wanted  to  point  out  was  this.  If  the 
Government  were  justified  in  throwing 
doubt  on  the  repeated  promises  made, 
in  the  most  formal  manner,  by  every 
leading  Conservative  statesman  with  re- 
gard to  the  franc) lise,  on  what  possible 
ground  did  they  come  down  to  the  House 
and  expect  the  Conservative  Party  to 
put  contidence  in  the  pledges  of  the  Qo- 
vernraent  as  to  their  desire  to  pass  a 
Hedistribution  Bill  ?     As  the  Secretary 
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of  State  for  the  Home  Department  said 
just  now,  confidence  ehoiild  be  recipro- 
cal ;  and  if  hon.  Members  opposite 
thought  flo  ill  of  the  hooosty  of  the  Oon- 
Bervative  Party  as  to  believe  they  were 
false  in  their  profession  of  a  desire  to 
pass  a  Franchise  Bill,  on  what  ground 
could  they  aek  the  Conservative  Party 
to  put  the  slightest  confidence  in  their 
desire  for  the  passing  of  a  Redistribution 
Bill?  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  seemed  to  think  that 
very  little  confidence  was  to  bo  placed 
in  auguries  resting  upon  bye- elections. 
Now,  lie  (Mr.  A,  J.  Balfour)  did  not  him- 
self place  any  great  amount  of  confidence 
in  the  result  of  a  bye- election  ;  but  al* 
though  he  did  not  place  much  more 
confidence  in  that  than  ho  did  upon  the 
mere  fact,  if  it  were  a  fact,  which  he 
greatly  doubted,  that  hon.  Gentlemen  had 
been  able  to  collect  a  larger  and  noisier 
crowd  to  hear  their  speeches  during  the 
Recess— if  that  were  a  fact,  it  was  not 
a  fact  of  such  a  kind  as  to  afford  any 
solid  augury  of  the  opioionsof  the  people* 
Although  he  did  not,  in  the  least  degree, 
wish  to  rest  more  upon  the  Warwick- 
shire Election  than  it  ought  to  be  rested 
upon,  yet  he  must  say  that  it  was  the 
clearest,  the  most  OonBtitutionfil,  and 
the  most  certain  indication  of  what  the 
country  thought.  It  had  been  stated  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  that  the  ConservatiYe 
Party  had  no  intention  of  using  the  Ee- 
distribution  Bill  as  a  moans  of  destroy- 
ing the  Franchise  Bill ;  and  he  felt  cer- 
tain  that  that  was  the  opinion  held  in 
every  quarter  of  the  House,  and  held 
also,  as  far  as  he  could  judge  of  these 
things,  by  the  majority  in  *' another 
place.'*  There  was  not  the  slightest 
desire  either  to  prolong  unduly  the  dis- 
cussion upon  the  Redistribution  Bill,  or 
in  any  wny  to  use  that  Eedistribntion 
Bill  as  a  m«:»ans  for  giving  a  secret  stab 
to  the  Franchise  Bill.  He  failed  to  see 
upon  what  grounds  the  Government 
were  justified  in  throwing  a  doubt  upon 
that  statement.  Ilad  there  been  the 
slightest  indication  that  the  Opposition 
desired  to  destroy  the  Franchise  Bill  in 
that  way  ?  Could  it  be  possibly  shown 
that  they  had  any  motive  in  destroying 
the  Franchise  Bill  ?  If  the  Government 
could  not  give  them  credit  for  common 
honesty,  would  they  not,  at  all  events, 
give  them  credit  for  common  sense? 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Homn 
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Department,  in  the  speech  he  had  just 
delivered,  drew  a  parallel  between  tho  ^ 
confidence  which  the  Government  asked 
the  Opposition  to  place  in  them,  and  the 
confidence  which  the  Government  waa 
asked  to  place  in  the  Opposition ;  but 
the  truth  was  that  there  was  no  parallel 
between  the  two  things,  and  he  would 
explain  why.  The  confidence  the  Oppo- 
sition asked  the  Govern m en t  to  place  in 
them  was  a  mere  confidence  in  the 
honesty  of  their  intentions  with  regard 
to  the  Franchise  Bill;  and  they  were 
perfectly  ready  to  repose  precisely  the 
same  kind  of  confidence  in  the  Govern- 
ment, so  far  as  the  matter  rested  in  the 
honesty  of  their  intentions  with  regard 
to  the  Bedistribution  Bill,  They  were 
prepared  to  give  the  Government  fall 
credit  for  the  honesty  of  their  in- 
tentions; but  the  difference  was  this 
— that  where  all  the  contingencies  the 
Opposition  had  to  deal  with  rested  with 
themselves,  all  the  contingencies  the 
Government  had  to  deal  with  did  not 
rest  with  themselves,  but  depended  upon 
considerations  absolutely  outside  their 
own  control.  It  rested  with  the  Oppo- 
sition whether  they  would  obstruct  the 
Eedistribution  Bill,  or  us©  it  as  a  means 
of  destroying  the  Franchise  Bill,  They 
disclaimed  all  suth  intention,  and  asked 
the  Government  to  believe  them.  They, 
in  return,  were  quite  ready  to  believe 
that  the  Government  sincerely  meant  to 
bring  in  a  Redistribution  Bill,  and  to 
make  it  a  fair  Bill ;  but  what  they  said 
was  that  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  exhaust  the  possibilities  of 
the  case.  What  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  on  the  Front  Bench  had  stated  and 
pointed  out,  as  he  had  often  done  before» 
was  that  there  might  be  circumstances 
over  which  the  Government  could  have 
no  control,  whatever  the  honesty  of  thair 
intentions  might  be,  but  which  might, 
practically,  compel  a  Dissolution  before 
they  could  pass  their  Redistribution 
BiU-  Therefore,  it  was  not  sufficient 
that  they  should  place  mutual  confidence 
in  each  other  because  the  position  of  the 
Government  and  that  of  the  Oppositiuu 
did  not,  in  reality,  balance.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  had 
made  a  great  deal  of  the  difference  ho 
had  found  in  the  speeches  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  ^I ember  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  and  c#f 
his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Randolph  Churohill),  as  to 


M 1 3        RBpreimiatim  of         {  November  10,1884}  iJ^  Pioph  Bill        H 1 4 


what  the  nature  of  the  Redistiibution 
Bill  should  be.  He  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
altogether  failed  to  see  any  wide  dif- 
ference or  iDconsiBtency  between  the  two 
statements.  He  had  listened  very  atten- 
lively  to  lais  noble  Friend's  speech,  and 
he  certainly  had  not  put  upon  it  the  in- 
terpretation which  was  given  to  it  by 
the  Prime  Minister.  His  noble  Friend 
undoubtedly  did  lay  down  the  proposition 
that  population  ought  to  be  one  of  the 
chief  conaiderations. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  sole  con- 
si  deration, 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  word  **8ole"  was  need.  The 
Prime  Minister^  in  hia  speech  that  night, 
said  that  the  redistribution  sketched  out 
by  his  noble  Friend  was  made  to  depend 
on  electoral  areas,  with  due  reg'ard  to  the 
interests  and  pursuits  of  the  agricultural 
population. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  :  By  ripping  aaun- 
der  the  rural  and  urban  interests. 

JIr.  a,  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  second 
proposition  entirely  destroyed  the  first. 
Thuy  could  not  have  a  Redistribution 
Bill  which,  was  solely  a  measure  for  con- 
stituting electoral  areas,  and  a  Redistri- 
bution Bill  which  would  divide  the  rural 
and  town  population.  He  was  sorry 
that  his  noble  Friend  was  not  present  to 
explain  his  speech.  As  far  as  he  had 
understood  his  noble  Friend,  all  he  de- 
sired the  House  to  undertake  was  that 
population  should  be  very  largely  in- 
deed taken  into  account  in  deluding  how 
they  were  to  frame  a  Redistribution 
Bill;  and  he  did  not  seo  anything  in- 
consistent in  the  speech  of  his  noble 
Friend  and  Xh^  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  North  Devon. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Sir  William  Haroourt) 
had  brought  down  tremendous  cheers 
from  all  his  Friends  below  the  Gang- 
way when  he  stated  that,  putting  the 
Amendment  into  one  sentence,  it  prac- 
tically amounted  to  a  proposition  that 
no  Franchise  Bill  should  become  law 
until  a  Redistribution  Bill  was  approved 
by  the  majority  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
He  (Mr.  A.  J,  Balfour j  thought  that 
was  a  coi-reot  representation  of  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  therefore  re- 
garded as  a  reduciio  ad  ahurdum  the 
Statement  of  his  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Lanca- 


shire (Colonel  Stanley).  Now,  he  (Mr* 
A,  J,  Balfour)  wanted  to  know  whether 
any  Bill  had  ever  yet  been  presented  to 
the  House  of  Commons  which  did  not 
require  the  sanction  of  the  majority  of 
the  House  of  Lords  before  it  became 
law  ?  Was  there  anything,  then,  so  novel 
and  80  monstrous  in  the  proposition  that 
the  House  of  Lords  must  pass  the  Bill 
before  it  became  Jaw  that  the  mere  state- 
ment of  that  fact  should  condemn  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  his  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  ?  The  Government 
were  making  rapid  strides.  They  now 
thought  that  the  fundamental  and  ori- 
ginal laws  of  the  country  were  so  ab- 
surd  that  it  was  only  necessary  to  state 
them  in  order  to  make  them  appear 
ridiculous  in  the  eyes  of  their  fol- 
lowers. He  was  sure  that  no  speech 
had  been  made  in  the  course  of 
these  prolonged  debates  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Franchise  Bill  which 
would  be  received  in  the  country  with 
more  disappointment  than  the  speecli  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  Those  hon.  Gentle- 
men who,  like  himself  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour), 
had  listoacd  silently  to  the  debate  on  the 
second  reading,  had  been  struck  with 
one  peculiarity  more  forcibly  than  an- 
other—namely, that  the  Front  Benches 
had  been  largely  occupied  in  compli- 
menting each  other  on  their  moderation 
of  speech.  Ho  thought  that  moderation 
was  admirable.  He  thought  that  a 
spirit  of  conciliation  w^as  admirable; 
but,  so  long  as  it  was  merely  confined  to 
words  and  phrases,  of  what  possible  use 
was  it?  What  was  gained,  in  the 
cause  of  peace,  by  the  Prime  Minister 
coming  down  on  the  second  reading,  and 
making  the  softest,  the  mildest,  and  the 
most  conciliatory  speech  that  could  be 
conceived  if,  directly  any  proposition  waa 
made  that  would  have  the  effect  of  solv- 
ing at  once  oil  their  difficulties,  he  came 
down  to  the  House  ond  rejected  it  a» 
absolutely  impossible,  and  as  a  thing 
which  he  could  not  even  take  Boriously 
into  consideration  ?  The  only  interpre- 
tation which  could  be  put  in  the  country 
upon  speeches  of  that  kind  was  that  the 
Government,  or  that  certain  Mi»mber8  of 
the  Government,  at  all  events,  were  very 
much  more  anxious  to  get  political 
capital  by  fastening  a  quarrel  on  the 
House  of  Lords  than  they  were  of  pass* 
ing  a  Franchise  Bill ;  because  he  waa 
perfectly  certain  that  there  waa  not   a 
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single  man  sitting  on  those  Bencliefi  who 
did  not,  in  his  heart,  know  tbat  if  his 
real  and  primary  object  was  to  enfran- 
chise 2,000,000  of  people  as  soon  as  he 
could,  tho  best  way,  the  most  certain 
way,  and  the  qnickest  way,  was  to  adopt 
the  Amendment  of  his  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend. 

Mr.  albert  Q-REY  said,  that,  per- 
sonally, he  very  much  regretted  that  the 
right  bon.  Gentloman  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  had 
not  seen  his  viny  to  meet  the  challenge 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  to  make  a 
declaration  as  to  what  the  views  of  the 
Opposition  were  in  regard  to  redistribu- 
tion. The  right  hon*  Gentleman  seemed 
actually  indignant  at  the  very  thought 
that  an  Opposition  should  have  any 
opinions  at  all ;  and  it  appeared  to  him  to 
be  monstrous  that  the  Opposition  should 
give  those  opinions,  if  they  had  any, 
to  the  world.  He  (Mr.  Albert  Grey) 
thought  the  circumstances  which  had 
occurred  during  the  last  few  days  ren- 
dered it  very  desirable  that  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  should  say  what  the 
views  of  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
wore  on  this  question  of  redistribution. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hert- 
ford (Mr.  A,  J.  Balfour)  told  the  Com- 
mittee that  there  was  no  divergence  and 
no  inconsistency  between  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  tho  Member  for  Wood- 
Btock  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  and 
that  of  the  right  hon,  Geotleman  the 
Member  for  North  Devon.  If  that  was 
the  case,  they  must  search  for  the  opi- 
nion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
speeches  of  the  noble  Lord  j  and  he  (Mr. 
Albert  Grey)  happened  to  have  an  ex- 
tract from  a  speech  of  the  noble  Lord, 
which,  with  the  permission  of  the  Cono- 
mittee,  he  would  read.  The  noble  Lord 
said,  on  Friday  evening  last — 

"For  my  own  part,  I  beheve  that  a  redistri- 
hution  which  is  ha3ed  upon  tho  population  prin- 
ciple wiO  ho  inoro  hkely  to  unite  the  two 
Parties." 

That  declaration  must  be  taken  in  con- 
junction with  the  former  declaration  of 
the  noble  Lord  at  Carlisle,  when  be 
said — 

**  I  believe  myst^lf  that  the  scheme  of  rodia- 
tnbatioD  most  likely  to  secure  the  assent  of 
Parliamentj  and  the  approval  of  the  country,  ia 
one  which  approximates  most  nearly  to  repre- 
sentatioii,  based  solely  upon  numbers,  and 
which,  whibt  preserving  the  distinction  be- 
tween tho  manufacturing  and  agricnlturtd  die- 

Mr.  A.  J,  Balfour 


tricts»  e&tahliBhes,   as  a  general  rule,   sin^le^ 
Member  electoral  arecia/* 

He  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon*  Gentle 
man  theMemberfor  NorthDe  von  w  hethe 
he  assented  to  those  views?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  the  House  a  ^^r-  ^ 
feet  right  to  believe  that  he  did  assent  \ 
them,  because  the  Prim©  Minister  hadl 
distinctly  challenged  him  on  the  point. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  pointed  to  the 
fact  that  tho  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Woodstock  had  given  expression  to 
this  doctrine  in  his  speech  on  Friday 
night,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  had  thus  an 
opportunity  of  disowning  and  disavowing 
that  view ;  but  the  right  hon,  Gentlemaa] 
had  taken  very  great  care  not  to  take  ( 
advantage  of  it.  He  had  carefully  re-  i 
fused  to  accept  the  challenge  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  had,  by  his  silence, 
given  the  Committee  the  right  to  believe 
that  he  gave  his  assent  to  the  riew  of 
the  noble  Lord.  ["No!"]  They  had 
a  perfect  right  on  that  side  of  the 
House  to  suppose  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
sitting  on  the  other  side  had  views  in  re- 
gard to  redistribution  which  went  in  the 
direction  of  representation  based  npon 
number Sj  and  based,  also,  on  a  system  of 
single-Member  electoral  districts.  He 
wished  to  put  to  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man the  diihculty  in  which  he  (Mr. 
Albert  Grey),  as  an  independent  Mem- 
ber, was  placed,  owing  to  his  silence  on 
the  subject.  He  would  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  was  one  of  those 
MembtTs  on  the  Liberal  side  of  the 
House  who  had  from  the  first  attached 
great  importance  to  the  connection  be* 
tween  the  extension  of  the  franchise  and 
redistribution ^not  such  a  connection  aa 
would  insist  upon  including  both  aub- 
jects  in  one  Bill,  or  upon  the  simultaneous 
treatment  of  the  two  Bills ;  but  such  a 
connection  as  would  bo  provided  by  the 
insertion  in  the  Franchise  Bill  of  a  pro- 
vision which  would  give  Parliament  a 
full  and  ample  opportunity  of  carrying 
a  fair  and  just  Eedistribution  Bill  be- 
fore the  Franchise  Bill  came  into  full  and 
active  operation.  His  reasons  for  wish- 
ing to  have  such  a  provision  inserted  in 
the  Franchise  Bill  were  these.  He  re- 
cogoiieed  that  the  existing  system,  which 
caref  uUy  maintained  a  broad  distinction 
between  the  town  and  county  franchise*, 
afforded  the  country  ample  security  for 
that  variety  in  the  representation  which 
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was  regarded  as  so  essential  to  the  com- 
poBition  of  a  good  House  of  Commoua  ; 
and  he  also  recogmzt^d  that  as  soon  as, 
by  a  uniform  franchise,  they  swept  away 
that  security,  they  were  bound  to  provide 
another  security  as  vital  but  leas  objeo- 
tionable  than  the  old  security  they  had 
decided  to  remove.  Now,  the  only  other 
security  which  he  believed  could  be  put 
up  was  that  which  was  proyided  by  a 
wide  and  vigorous  application  of  the 
principle^  of  proportional  representation 
to  our  electoral  system.  It  was  be- 
cause he  had  believed  that  there  was 
a  greater  chance  of  obtaining  support 
for  tho  principle  of  proj>ortional  repre- 
sentation from  the  present  Parliament 
than  from  a  Parliament  elected  by  the 
new  and  unredistributod  constituencies 
that  he  had  been  anxious  to  provide  for 
the  settlement  of  redistribution  before 
the  Franchise  Bill  came  into  force.  But 
now,  if  he  was  to  understand  that  the 
Tiews  of  the  noble  Lord  were  those  of 
the  Oonservalive  Party — and  the  silence 
of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  left 
him  no  other  choice — then  he  saw  great 
danger  in  the  settlement  by  this  Parlia- 
ment  of  the  question  of  redistribution. 
The  danger  of  the  passage  of  a  liedis- 
tribution  Bill  baaed  on  the  principle  of 
single-Member  districts,  which,  at  its 
worsts  was  only  probable  in  the  event  of 
redistribution  being  settled  by  the  new 
electorate,  became  almost  oertalu  in  the 
event  of  redistribution  being  settled  by 
the  present  Parliament,  What,  there- 
fore, he  had  wished  for  most  yesterday 
he  wished  for  least  to-day.  After  what 
had  taken  place,  he  was  no  longer 
anxious  for  a  close  connection  between 
the  two  Bills.  It  rested  with  the  right 
hon.  Qentlem^an  opposite  (Sir  Stafiford 
Northcote)  to  set  him  right  if  he  was 
wrong;  but,  unless  he  repudiated  the 
view  of  the  noble  Lord,  he  believed  that 
they  had  a  better  chance  of  obtaining  a 
wide  and  vigorous  application  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  proportional  representation  in 
the  coming  Eedistribution  Bill  if  they 
dissolved  on  the  extended  franchise 
before  the  passing  of  a  Eedistribution 
Bill  than  they  had  if  they  proceeded 
to  settle  the  Redistribution  Bill  now. 
The  strides  that  the  Conservative  Party 
were  taking  were  very  rapid.  It  looked 
very  much  as  if  the  game  of  1867 
were  to  be  played  over  again ;  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  well  if  those  on 
"  5th  sides  of  the  House  who  had  pinned 


their  faith  to  the  principle  of  proportional 
representation  were  to  look  carefully  to 
the    declarations  of   the    Conservative 
Loaders  during  the  last  few  days,  other 
wise  they  might  be  left  in  the  lurcb  i 
much  as  they  were  before. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man  the  Member  for  South  Northumber- 
land (iVtr.  Albert  Grey),  who  had  just 
sat  down,  no  doubt,  thought  he  had  cast 
a  most  ingenious  fly  for  his  right  hon* 
Friend  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  to 
jump  at  He  (Mr.  Chaplin)  sincerely 
hoped,  however,  that  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
that  side  of  the  House  would  decline 
altogether  to  enter  into  a  discussion  of 
the  details  of  a  Eedistribution  Bill  which 
was  not  before  the  House,  and  which 
ought  not  to  bo  before  the  House  at  all, 
until  it  was  introduced  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  What  was  the  position  in 
which  the  Committee  were  placed  ?  He 
really  thought  the  proposals  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Northumberland  were 
the  most  unpreoedented  he  had  ever 
heard  put  forward  in  that  House,  A 
Government,  supported  by  an  immense 
majority,  after  due  deliberation,  after 
holding  conferences  in  all  parts  of  Eng- 
land, had  come  to  the  decision  that  it^ 
was  their  duty  to  introduce  a  Eeform' 
Bill  into  Parliament.  They  had  told 
the  House  that  both  parts  of  the  question 
must  be  dealt  with,  and  that,  although 
they  proposed  to  introduce  the  franchise 
first,  they  felt  themselves  bound  to  deal 
with  redistribution  as  well.  That  being 
80,  the  hon.  Member  for  South  North- 
umberland got  up  in  his  place,  and 
coolly  prop*>8ed  that  the  Opposition 
should  introduce  the  Eedistribution  Bill, 
instead  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
whose  duty  it  was.  The  hon.  Member 
could  not,  surely,  be  serious  in  his  pro* 
position.  What  he  proposed  to  the 
House  was  absolutely  without  precedent, 
and  preposterous  in  the  highest  degree. 
He  (Mr,  Chapbn)  did  not  understand 
why  a  complaint  was  made  of  the  conduct  j 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  tbel 
House  in  regard  to  the  representation  of 
proportional  majorities.  He  was  not 
aware  that  that  question  had  ever  yet  J 
come  on  for  discussion  j  and  it  would  h%\ 
time  enough  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
make  a  charge  against  the  Opposition 
when  they  had  expressed  some  decided 
view  upon  the  question.  As  to  their 
views  upon  redistribution,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ought  to  know  that  it  would  bo  uao- 
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less  for  the  Opposition  to  formulate  them 
after  what  tho  Prime  Minister  had  told 
them  that  night.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wound  up  his  statement  by  a 
declaration  to  the  Committee  that  no 
imaginable  Bill  could  be  introduced  on 
the  subject  of  redistribution  which  would 
not  give  rise  to  Party  contention  ;  and, 
therefore,  it  wae  impossible  for  the  Go- 
vernment, under  those  circumstances,  to 
take  the  course  of  introducing  a  Bill, 
He  should  like  to  know  why  ?  He  did 
not  agree  with  the  Prime  Minister,  al- 
though he  presumed  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  A.  Grey)  did.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  said 
the  Opposition  were  disagreed  on  the 
question.  How  did  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman know  they  were  disagreed  ? 
There  had  been  no  discussion  upon  it, 
and  they  were  not  called  upon  to  state 
their  views  until  the  Government  did 
that  which  was  their  duty,  and  placed 
their  Bill  before  the  House,  He  shared 
the  regret  which  had  been  expressed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.J. 
Balfour)  at  the  attitude  which  had  been 
taken  by  the  Prime  Minister  upon  this 
question.  He  was  quite  sure  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  must  acknowledge  and  admit 
that  the  Opposition  had  gone  as  far  in 
the  direction  of  conciliation  as  it  was 

foeaible  for  Gentlemen  to  do  ;  and  they 
ad  been  met  by  a  declaration  from  the 
Prime  Minister  that  night,  which  he 
fMr.  Chaplin)  could  only  regard  as  the 
death-warrant  of  his  Bill.  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  alluded  to  vows  on 
the  question  of  Beform  being  made  in 
pain,  he  should  like  to  ask  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  limited  those  vows  to 
that  side  of  the  House  alone  ?  It  was 
not  so  very  long  ago  that  the  Prime 
Minister  himself  either  voted  against, 
or  refused  to  vote  for,  a  Motion  of  pre- 
cisely the  same  character  as  this,  when 
it  was  brought  forward  in  that  House 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  was 
now  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  (Mr.  Trevelyan).  He  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  would  like  to  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  the  vows  he  had 
made  on  the  subject  since  then  were 
TOWS  made  in  pain  ?  What  was 
tihe  case  of  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartinffton)  ?  It  was 
only  in  the  last  Parliament  that  the 
noble   Marquess,  on  two  or  three  dif* 

Mr.  Chaplin 


ferent  oocasiona,  found  it  neeeesary 
walk  out  of  the  House  on  this  question 
of  Eeform.     He  (Mr.  Ohaplin)    would 
like   to   know  what  sort  of   vows  tbe| 
noble  Marquess  had  made  since  then ; 
and  whether  they  were  mad«)  in  pain  of 
in  ease  ?     He  only  noticed  this  matte? 
because,  he  thought,  taunts  of  that  sort^ 
were  totally  out  of  place ;  and,  if  they 
were  to  be  indulged  in  at  all,  they  ap* 
plied  to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the   other 
side  of  the  House  quite  as  much  as  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  upon  that.     The  Amendment 
of   his  right  hon.  and  gallant   Friend 
(Colonel  Stanley)  raised  the  whole  ques- 
tion  which  was  at  issue  between  the  two  , 
sides  of  the   House;  and  personally  hdJ 
was  glad  that  his  right  hon.  and  gallant! 
Friend  had  moved  the  Amendment  that] 
night,  because  a  sort  of  idea,  somehow 
or  other,  seemed  to  have  spread  abroad 
that  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House  had  decided,  to  some  extent,  to 
abandon  the  attitude  they  had  formerly 
assumed.     There  could  not  be  a  greater 
mistake  as  to  the  present  intentions  of  j 
the  Conservative  Party  as  a  whole.   They  ] 
had  not  departed,  and  they  did  not  in-  f 
tend  to  depart,  in  the  slightest  degree  \ 
from  the  position  they  had   taken  up 
from  the  first.     Why  should  they  ?    No- 
thing had  occurred  dui-ing  the  Keceas  to 
induce  them  in  the  least  to  alter  their 
opinion.     The  Prime  Minister  said  they 
had  had  a  clear  indication  of  the  feelings 
of  the  country,  alluding,  he  auppoaedj 
to  the  Division  they  bad  the  other  night 
It  was  quite  true  that  there, was  a  ^eatl 
majority  ;  but  he  (Mr.  Chaphn)  was  not| 
in  the  least  concerned  at  that  majority. 
It  did  not  follow  in   the  least   that   aj 
large  majority  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons at  the  close  of  a  Parliament  neces-1 
sarily  represented    the   feeling   of    the 
nation.     Past  experience  taught   them 
exactly  the   reverse.     He  remembered 
the  large  majonties  in  that  House  which 
supported   the  foreign   policy   of   Lord 
Beaconsfield — a  much   larger  majority 
than  that  now  enjoyed  by  the  Govern- 
ment.    He  remembered  when  the  noble 
Lord  in  that  House  commanded  double, 
treble^  and  quadruple  his  normal  ma* 
Jority,  time  after  time,  on  questions  of 
supreme  importance   to  the  welfare  of 
the  Empire,  yet,  if  he  could  judge  from 
what  followed  in  that  case,  he   could 
only  reckon  upon  the  comparatively  small 
majority  of  the  right  hon.  Gen  tie  man 
diBappearing  and  being  swept  away  alto- 
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getber  when  lie  made  his  appeal  to  the 
country.  Some  stress  had  been  laid 
upon  the  fact  that  Conservative  Mem- 
bers  were  now  heartily  adopting  views  to 
which  they  had  formerly  been  in  opposi- 
tion upon  this  question ;  but  he  thought 
that  Conservatives  were  entitled  to  lay 
some  stress  upon  the  majority  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  War  wick  shire 
(Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd)  had  obtained  at 
the  recent  election.  It  was  desirable 
that  they  should  remember  that  South 
"Warwicksbire  was  the  county  in  which 
the  movement  on  behalf  of  the  agricul' 
tural  labourers  originated.  It  was  the 
home  of  Mr.  Arch.  The  labourers  had 
had  the  advantage  of  hearing  the  views 
of  the  ConservativG  Party  during  the 
contest;  and  it  was  remarkable  that, 
although  it  had  been  perfectly  possible 
for  the  agricultural  labourers  in  that 
county  to  make  their  feelings  known, 
and  to  show  that  they  disapproved  the 
course  taken  by  the  Opposition^  not  only 
bad  there  not  been  any  striking  mani- 
festations in  that  direction,  but  they  had 
bIiowd  their  approval  by  returning  the 
hon.  Gentleman  by  a  very  large  ma- 
jority. His  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
had,  at  the  commencemont  of  his  speech, 
asked  if  these  difficulties  wero  insur- 
mountable, and  he  (Mr.  Chaplin)  would 
repeat  that  question.  He  was  unable 
to  see  why  they  should  be  so  ;  but  this 
be  knew^ — that  if  the  Prime  Minister 
maintained  the  attitude  he  had  taken 
up,  there  would  be  no  possibility  of 
settling  this  question  in  a  satisfactory 
manner;  and  tho  responsibility  would, 
therefore,  rest  upon  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  bis  Party. 

Mb,  WABDY  said,  in  consequence  of 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Chaplin)  he  de- 
aired  to  say  but  a  very  few  words.  They 
had  been  told  that  the  Conservative 
Party  had  not  changed  their  minds»  and 
that  they  did  not  mean  to  change  them. 
It  was  clear,  therefore,  that  the  con- 
ciliation which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
wanted  was  expected  to  come  from  one 
aide  alone.  Now,  the  Liberal  Party  had 
a  sincere  desire  for  conciliation;  they 
had  tried  it  with  the  Opposition  earnestly 
during  last  Session,  and  it  did  them  no 
good.  Since  then  both  Parties  bad  been 
before  the  country.  The  Conservatives 
were  not  pleased  with  the  result;  the 
Liberals  were,  and  they  had  seen  Uxe 
clearest  indication  that  the  one  point 
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that  was  settled  last  Session  in  tha^ 
House  was  a  settled  point  in  the  coun- 
try. To  that  point  they  must  hold,  and 
the  only  fear  of  hon.  Members  on  those 
Benches  was  that  there  might  be  too 
much  conciliation.  They  wished  to  press 
upon  their  Leaders  that  they  should  not 
be  too  ready  to  conciliate  in  a  quarrel  of 
which  they  well  knew  the  result,  and  of 
which  result  they  were  not  in  the  slightest 
degree  afraid. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  109; 
Noes  194  :  Majority  85. — (Dlr,  List, 
No.  10.) 

Amendment  negatived. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Tenure  of  house  by  office  or 
service  not  to  invalidate  vote). 

Me.  MAOFAELANE  asked  whether 
the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  would  give  the 
franchise  to  workmen  in  factories,  quar- 
ries, and  similar  places,  whose  rent  was 
deducted  by  their  employers  from  the 
weekly  wages  paid  to  them  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  that  if  rent  were 
deducted  from  wages  in  the  way  de- 
scribed by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  such  de- 
duction would  be  equivalent  to  payment 
which  would  entitle  the  individual  to 
vote. 

Clause  agreed  to, 

Frohihition  of  MttUiplieaiion  of  Fotee, 

Clause  4  (Restriction  on  fagot  votes) 
agreed  to. 

Assimilation  of  Occupation  QuaUficaiion. 

Clause  5  (Assimilation  of  occupation 
qualification)  agreed  to. 

Supplemental  Frovisioni* 
Clause  6  (Voter  not  to  vote  for  county 
in  respect  of  occupation  of  property  in 
borough) ;  Clause  7  (Definition  of  house- 
hold and  lodger  qualification,  and  other 
franchises,  and  application  of  enactmenta 
relating  thereto) ;  and  Clause  8  (Defini- 
tion of  **  Representation  of  the  People 
Acts'*  and  **  Registration  Acts  *')  seve- 
rally agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Definition  and  application  of  . 
Bating  Acts). 

SiB  ALEXANDER  GORDON  taid, 
he  believed  the  wording  of  the  part 
of  this  clause  which    he  proposed  to 
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amend  was  purely  the  result  of  inad- 
vertence in  drafting  the  Bill.  Ho  would 
not  dwell  upon  that  point  further  than 
to  express  a  hope  that  the  matter  would 
bo  rectified.  The  Amendment  he  was 
about  to  move  did  not  touch  the  merita 
of  the  Bill,  as  far  as  it  wont;  but, 
unless  it  were  adopted,  the  Bill  would 
liave  the  effect  of  inflicting  great  injury 
upon  a  large  class  of  tenants  who  were 
about  to  be  enfranchised— that  waa  to 
say,  the  small  tenants  of  under  £4  valua- 
tion would  have  to  be  inserted  in  the 
Valuation  Boil,  and  would,  thereforei 
become  liable  to  assessment.  Now,  the 
custom  in  Scotland  was  not  to  put 
Bueh  tenants  on  the  Yaluation  Boll ;  the 
proprietor  paid  the  rates,  and  got  the 
amount  back  from  the  tenant  if  he 
thought  proper.  In  the  thi-ee  or  four 
pages  of  the  Yaluation  Roll  of  bia  own 
county,  which  he  hold  in  his  hand, 
there  were  several  entries  of  the  kind 
he  was  alluding  to^first,  of  12  tenants 
of  under  £4  valuation,  and  10  of  a  total 
valuation  of  £2  6^.  \\d.^  for  whom  the 
proprietor  was  rated  and  paid  the  amount 
in  one  sum.  But  if  the  Bill  remained 
as  it  now  stood,  these  tenants  could  be 
assessed  by  the  Local  Authority  and  the 
School  Board.  Further  on  in  the  Valua- 
tion Eoll,  there  were  entries  of  three 
tenants  of  under  £3,  and  four  of  under 
£4  valuation  I  and  on  the  next  page  he 
obseiTed  in  one  entry  no  less  than  44 
tenants  of  under  £4  valuation.  As  he 
had  ab^ady  pointed  out,  the  tax-gatherer 
received  the  rates  on  this  property,  not 
from  the  tenant,  but  from  the  proprietor ; 
but,  as  the  Bill  stood,  the  whole  of  these 
small  tenants  would  become  liable  to  pay, 
a  result  which  would  make  the  measure 
very  unpopular  amongst  the  does  who 
were  now  asking  that  it  might  be  passed. 
The  Bill  provided  that  a  separate  column 
should  be  added  to  the  Valuation  Boll. 
for  the  purpose  of  including  these  ten- 
ants. He  asked  that  a  separate  list  might 
be  used  instead  of  a  separate  column. 
Another  effect  of  this  Bill,  as  it  stood, 
would  be  that  the  size  of  the  Rate  Book, 
already  very  large,  would  be  enormously 
increased  j  and  this  would  have  to  be  con- 
stantly altered  on  account  of  the  large 
number  of  labourers  who,  in  Scotland, 
changed  their  residences  about  every  18 
months.  The  book  would,  in  fact,  have 
to  be  altered  every  year.  There  were 
in  the  Valuation  Boll  of  his  county  no 
less  than  23,000   entries  at  tho  present 
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time;  but  if  the  Bill  passed  in  its  pre- 
sent form  there  would  be   no   less   than 
about  40,000  entries.     Tn  Aberdeenshire 
alone     there     were    49,800     inliabited 
houses,    and,    deducting    females^   there 
would     be     probably     40,000      voters. 
Another    difficulty    was    that     the    one 
column  which  the  Bill  provided  for  would 
not  be  sufficient  to  give  the  information 
necessary    to    make    up    the     Sectoral 
Roll      The  very  form  which     the   Bill 
called  upon  proprietors  to  fill  up    had 
three  columns  in  it,  and  the  information 
contained  in    it    must   be    inserted    ic 
the  Valuation  Roll  if   it  was  to  be  of 
any  use.     He  therefore  ventured  to  b&j 
that  unless   the  alteration  he  proposed 
were  made  in  the  Bill^  instead   of  bene- 
fiting the  tenants  in  question  it   would 
be  a  very  great  inconvenience  to  t1 
Then    there    was    another   result 
would  follow  from  tho  Valuation    lioll 
being  encumbered   with   the    names   of_ 
these  tenants.     In  some  villages  of  T       ^ 
land  the  same  name  constantly  repeat 
itself.     For  instance,  in  one  village 
his  own  constituency,  under  the  present 
franchise,    there    were  16   men   of   the 
name  of  (Stephens ;   in  another  village, 
18  of  the  name  of  Stephens  ;   in    an* 
other,  24  men  of  the  name  of  Noble  ;  and 
in  one  village  there  had  not  long'  ago 
been  only  two  names  amongst  the  in- 
habitants.    This  recurrence  of  the  same 
name    would    necessarily    cause    grea 
difficulty  in  identifying  the  individual 
when  they  came  to  be  put  on  the  Roll  i 
voters  in  large  numbers.     It  was   diiS*! 
cult  to  identify  them  under  the  presen 
arrangement,  and  that  difficulty  wouW 
be    enormously   increased   by  the    va 
augmentation  of  the  list  required  by  thd 
Bill.      He   also   held  in  his   hand   th© 
Electoral  Roll  of  his  Division;  and  hoot^ 
Members  who   had  studied  the  subjec 
would  know  how  difficult  it  was  to   g€ 
a  correct  Electoral  Roll   with    a   sma' 
number  of  columns.     There  were  in  thi 
Roll  six  columns  to  each  name  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  fraud  ;  and  it 
easy  to  perceive  how  careful  it  would 
necessary  to  be,  when  there  were  ttpoil^ 
the  Roll  four  times  the  present  nunjl>er 
of  names,  in  order  to  prevent  impositioi^j 
and  wrong.      Then    there  was  anothc 
very  important    change    introduoed   ill" 
this    paragraph  —  namely,    that    pro* 
prietors   of  holdings  were  required 
give  a  list  of  persons  residing  on  the 
property  who  were  entitled  to  be  re 
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tered    as    voters.      Now,    those   words 
were    not    in    the  Bill    when  it   vrent 
through  Committee  last  Session;   they 
were   put  in  on  the  Report  ^   and    the 
effect  of  them  was  that  the  proprietor 
would  have  to  state,  under  a  penalty, 
whother  a  man  was  entitled  to  be  regis* 
tered  as  a  voter  or  not.     But  how  could 
he  state  that;   could   he  guarantee  the 
age  and  qualifications  of  every  one  out 
of,   eay,  44  tenants,  which,  os  he  had 
pointed  out,  were  on  the  property  of  one 
proprietor  in  hie  county  ?     It  was  next 
to  an  impossibility  that  he  should  do  so  ; 
and  yet»  if  ho  did  not,  the  Bill  proposed 
to  fine   him   for  a    pure    inadverten(?e. 
Thoobjectof  his  Amondraent  was  that,  so 
far  as  related  to  Scotland,  a  separate  list, 
to  be   attached  to   the   Roll,  might   be 
flubstitnted  for  the    additional    column 
required  by  the   Bill     The   Valuation 
Roll  was   prepared   under  statute^   ob- 
viously and  purely  for  rating,  nod  not  for 
electoral   purposes*   the   Commissioners 
and  persons  who  prepared  that  Roll  not 
being  responsible  for  the  Electoral  Roll, 
Agaia,  the  proposed  change  would  open 
the  door  to  a   good   deal    of   trickery. 
Proprietors    might,    for    instance,    put 
dowu  the  names  of  tenants  whom  they 
believed  to  be  favourable  to  their  views^ 
excluding  others  for  the  opposite  reason, 
and  in  that  way  great  injustice  might 
he  done.     There  was   only  one    other 
matter  to  which  he  wished  to  call  at- 
tention.    The  Bill   provided   an  alter- 
Dative  mode   of  collecting  rates.     The 
assessors,    or  rating    authority,    might 
apply  to  the  tenant,  or  the  landlord,  as 
they  thought  fit.   Now,  that  would  result 
in  there  being  three  different  systems  of 
collecting  rates.     The  clause  as  it  stood 
would  cause  very  great  inconvenience, 
both  to  those  who  had  to  prepare  the 
Roll  and  also  to  the  small  tenants  ;  and, 
therefore,  he  hoped  the  right  h on.  and 
learned     Lord    Advocate    (Mr.    J.    B. 
Balfour)  would  agree    to   the  Amend- 
ment, an  Amendment  which  did  not  in 
the  least   interfere  with   the  principle 
of  the  Bill  as  it   stood.     The  Amend- 
ment simply  amounted  to  an  addition, 
which  would  give  great  facility  for  car- 
rying on  the  business  of  rating,  and  also 
lor  preparing  the  Electoral  Roll.     He 
begged  to  move  that  the  words  which 
stood  in  his  name  be  added  to  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed, 
In  pa^  6,  line  11^  &fier  the  word  **  book/'  to 
insert  "  m  Scotland  a  eeparato  Uflt  inBtead  of  & 


separate  colamn  ma^  he  added  for  such  entnes.*^ 
— {Sir  Alej^andfr  Gordon.) 


Question  proposed, 
be  there  inserted.'^ 


'  That  those  wordu 


Sir  JOHN  HAT  said,  he  did  not  wish 

to  detain  the  Committee;     but,  as   he 
moved  an  Amendment  of  this  character 
in  the  Spring,  he  was  very  anxious  to 
support  the  proposition  of  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  (Sir  Alexander  Gordon). 
He  would  not  go  into  the  details  the 
hon.  aBd  gallant  Gentleman  had   gone 
into;  but  merely  point  out  the  dilBeul- 
ties  which  would  arise  under  the  service 
franchise,  if  it  were  necessary  that  the 
names  of  those  entitled  under  that  fran- 
chise should  be  inserted  in  the  Valua- 
tion Roll  of  the  counties.     In  the  two 
counties  with   whicli  he  had  to  do,  ho 
had  heard,  both  from  the  assessors  and 
other  authorities,    that  if  the  names  of 
electors    under    the    service    franchise 
were  to  be  added  every  year — and,  of 
course,  there  would   !»♦>  great  changes 
every  year — the  expense  of  reprinting 
the  Valuation  Roll  would  be  very  great 
indeed.     It    seemed    to    him   that  the 
proposition    of  the    hon.    and    gallant 
Gentleman  was  a  very  wise  one^ — ^namely, 
that  the  Valuation  Roll  for  rating  pur- 
poses should  continue  as  at  present,  and 
that  a  subsidiary  lifet  of  those   persons 
who  would  vote  under  the  service  fran- 
chise, and  who  were  not  rated,  should  be 
printed  and  circulated  for  the  purposes 
of  registration.     Xho  great  cost  to  the 
counties  of  printing   the  Valuation  Roll 
in  f>aoh  3'ear,  and  added  thereto  twice 
the  number  of  names  of  persons,  none  of 
whom    would    be    necessarily    on    the 
Valuation    Roll    for    the    purposes    of 
assessment,  seemed  to  ho  a  charge  on 
the  counties  of  Scotland  it  was  unneces- 
sary they  should  incur.     He  trusted  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  would,  by  the  accept- 
ance of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon,  and 
gal  lout    Gentleman,    or    some    similar 
Amendment,  save  the  counties  of  Scot- 
land   the     unnecessary    expense    they 
would  be  obliged  to  incur  under  the  Bill 
as  it  now  stood* 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoitr)  said,  he  hoped  that  a  very 
few  words  of  explanation  would  lead  his 
hon,  and  gallant  Friends  (Sir  Alexander 
Gordon  and  Sir  John  Hay)  to  see  that 
the  reasons  which  had  led  them  to  sup- 
port this  Amendment   were  not  valid. 
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There  were  two  classes  of  persons  whom 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  to  which  the 
Amendment  had  reference,  affected,  and 
of  whom  it  would  T  therefore,  be  necessary 
to  say  a  word.  These  classes  were,  firstly, 
the  small  tenants  with  holdings  under 
£4  ;  and,  secondly,  those  persons  who 
would  ccme  on  the  Holl  under  the  service 
franchise.  The  cases  were  distinct ;  and 
he  would,  therefore,  explain  in  a  few  sen- 
tences how  they  respectively  stood.  As  re- 
garded the  first  class  of  persons,  the  gene- 
ral scheme  of  the  Valuation  Act  of  1854 
was  to  make  eA^ery  holding  or  every  oc- 
cupancy appear  on  the  Roll ;  but  there 
was  a  Proviso  at  the  end  of  Section  2 
which  enacted  that  it  should  be  in  the 
power  of  the  Commissioners  of  Supply, 
— the  authorities  who  made  up  the  Roll 
— if  they  thought  fit,  not  to  insert  in  any 
Valuation  Roll  under  the  Act  the  names 
of  the  tenants  or  occupiers  of  any  lands 
or  heritages  let  for  a  shorter  period  than 
one  year,  or  let  for  a  rent  not  amounting 
to  £4  per  annum.  The  leading  idea  of  the 
Act  was  that  all  holdings,  whether  under 
or  over  £4,  should  appear  on  the  Roll ;  but 
the  fact  was  that  in  Scotland  the  prac- 
tice varied  very  much.  In  some  coun- 
ties the  authonties  put  on,  and  in  other 
counties  they  omitted  from  the  Roll  all 
holdings  under  £4.  The  Valuation 
Roll  in  Scotland  was  the  basis  of  the 
Voters*  Roll ;  and,  accordingly,  inasmuch 
as  this  was  not  a  Registration  Bill,  and 
as  they  had  to  take  the  existing  ma- 
chinery and  work  upon  it,  the  problem 
came  to  be  what  should  be  done  with 
respect  to  the  Proviso  to  which  he  had 
referred*  They  had  not  only  very  good 
reason  in  principle,  but  they  had  prece- 
dent in  the  Burgh  Reform  Aofc  of  1868, 
which,  in  substance,  wiped  out  the  Pro- 
viso, and  made  it  compulsory  to  put  on 
the  Roll  the  names  of  all  those  occupying 
holdings  under  £4.  The  effect  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  as  they  stood, 
was  simply  to  make  the  Roll  in  all  the 
counties  the  same  as  in  the  burghs, 
and  the  same  as  it  was  then  in  very 
many  counties.  So  far,  therefore,  they 
were  simply  adopting  and  carrying  out 
the  scheme  of  legislation  which  existed 
down  to  1868,  It  was  seen  that  if,  in 
doing  away  with  that  Proviso,  it  would 
still  be  competent  to  rate  as  previously, 
there  would  be  a  defect.  Accordingly, 
by  Sub-section  6,  provision  was  made  to 
the  effect  that  in  every  county  in  Scot- 
land the  Commissioners  of  Supply,  or  the 
Parochinl  Board  of  every  pari><h,  or  ony 
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rating  authority  entitled  to  impoM 
assessments  according  to  the  Valuation 
Roll,  might,  if  they  thought  fit,  levy 
such  assessment  in  respect  of  Ian  da  and 
heritages  held  for  a  shorter  term  than 
one  year,  or  let  for  less  than  £^4,  in  the 
same  manner,  and  for  the  same  pur- 
poses, as  if  the  names  of  the  tenants  or 
occupiers  were  not  in  the  Valuation  RolL 
The  combined  effect,  thereforo,  of  the 
various  provisions  of  the  Bill  as  it  atood 
was,  that  while  it  was  compulsory  to 
put  tenants  undt-r  £4  on  the  Roll — and 
if  they  did  not  appear  on  the  Roll  they 
would  not  get  the  vote — there  was  a  Pro- 
viso which  made  them  not  rateable  on 
that  account.  These  provisions  were  the 
result  of  careful  consideration,  not  only 
with  the  assessoiB,  but  with  the  represen- 
tatives interested  in  small  holdings  undo 
£4,  and  the  persons  consulted  were  pe 
fectly  satisfied  with  the  suggested  pr 
visions.  He  was  persuaded  that  whfl 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (S 
Alexander  Gordon)  perceived  the  effe 
of  the  provisions  of  the  BiU  as  they 
present  stood,  he  would  not  press 
Amendment,  which  he  could  not  h 
thinking  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gently 
man  had  made  under  some  misapprf 
hension.  Then,  again,  in  regard  to  th 
service  franchise,  his  hon.  and  gal  la 
Friend  had  said  that  the  duty  of  makic 
up  the  Returns  was  not  a  duty  whic 
ought  to  be  laid  on  the  overseers, 
if  this  objection  were  a  valid  one,  it 
was  common  to  England,  Scotland, 
Ireland  alike.  He  apprehended  tha 
when  the  matter  was  looked  into, 
would  be  found  it  was  quite  as  eesentin 
in  regard  to  the  service  franchise  a^ 
was  with  regard  to  the  tenants  under . 
that  they  should  get  the  names  on 
Valuation  Roll,  which  was  the  on^ 
basis  there  was  for  the  Voters'  Roll. 
Then,  again,  it  would  have  been  a  de- 
fect if  they  had  not  taken  care  that  I 
persons  coming  on  under  the  eerrid 
franchise  were  not  rendered  liable  fd 
rates.  They  had  provided  for  that.  Hi 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  could  not  haf 
read  the  Bill,  or  else  ho  would  hav 
found  that  by  Sub-section  5  it  was  pra 
vided  that,  if  a  man  was  entered  on  tl 
Valuation  Roll  by  virtue  of  any  offic 
service,  or  employment,  the  entry  sliou 
not  make  him  liable  to  be  rated.  Ani 
one  who  read  the  Bill  would  see  tl 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  was  undori 
total  misapprehensioTi  when  hetmagini 
that  it  would  be  possible  to  rate 
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viints.  The  next  point  of  complaint  of 
his  lion,  and  gallant  Friend  was  tbat  it 
was  not  reasonable  to  ask  the  holder  of  a 
large  estate  to  give  a  return.  There  was 
no  difficulty  in  giving  a  return.  It  was 
iiecessaiy  to  get  a  return  from  someone ; 
and  who  would  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  aek  to  furnish  it,  if  not  the 
proprietor  in  whose  employment  the 
servants  were?  He  now  came  to  the 
question  whether  the  pei>ionH  entitled 
under  the  service  franchise  should  go  on 
a  separate  list.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  a 
separata  list  would  not  be  consistent 
with  the  scheme  of  a  Valuation  EolL 
The  only  advantage  of  a  separate 
list  that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
and  the  right  hon.  and  gaUant  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Sir  John  Hay)  had 
pointed  out  was  that  there  would 
be  a  great  saving  in  printing.  That 
matter  was  considered  when  the  Bill 
was  passing  through  the  House  last  Ses- 
sion. There  were  two  modes  in  which 
the  Valuation  Roll  or  the  Electors^  Roll 
might  be  dealt  witli.  The  one  which 
had  previously  prevailed  in  boroughs 
was  that  the  list  should  be  reprinted 
annually,  and  the  one  which  previously 
prevailed  in  counties  was  that  only  the 
alterations  in  the  list  were  printed  annu- 
ally. Hitherto,  no  doubt,  the  changes 
in  counties  were  few  ;  but  when  the  fran- 
chise was  extended  to  householders  in 
counties  the  changes  would  be  mani- 
fold J  in  short,  the  County  RoUs  would 
then  assume  very  much  the  character  of 
the  Town  Rolls,  and  the  reasons  which 
led  to  the  Town  Rolls  being  printed  an- 
nually would  come  to  obtain  in  the  case 
of  the  County  RoUs.  It  was  after  consul- 
tatioui  not  only  with  hon,  Members  re- 
presenting counties,  who  aided  the  Go- 
vernment with  many  suggestions,  but 
after  personal  consultation  with  the  as- 
sessora,  who  were  accustomed  to  make 
up  the  Valuation  Rolls  of  the  most  popu- 
lous counties  in  Scotland,  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  as  they  now  stood, 
were  introduced.  The  Government  saw 
no  reason  for  doubting  that  they  were  the 
best  provisions.  He  could  not  think  that 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  would  improve  matters.  In  the 
first  place,  he  thought  it  was  moved 
under  a  misapprehension  ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  it  would  tend  to  com- 
plexity, and  would  not  have  the  advan- 
tages which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman held  out.     He  had  omitted  to 


notice  what  his  hon,  and  gallant  Friend 
said  with  reference  to  the  similarity  in 
names.  No  doubt,  in  Scotland  there 
were  in  the  one  village  many  men  of  the 
same  name.  In  Sub-section  3»  however, 
the  overseers  were  required,  besides 
giving  the  name,  to  describe  the  situa- 
tion, or  give  a  description  of  the  dwelling- 
house,  in  respect  of  which  the  man  was 
entitled.  There  might  bo  throe  Charles 
.Smiths  in  the  same  street ;  but  to  meet 
a  case  of  that  kind  the  overseer  was  re- 
quired to  specify  which  Charles  8mith 
was  intended. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

CoLoxEL  NOLiVN  said,  the  Amend- 
ment which  be  had  to  bring  to  the  at- 
tention of  the  Committee  was  one  which 
ho  sincerely  hoped  would  meet  with  the 
acceptance  of  the  Government,  because 
some  such  provision  as  was  therein  em- 
bodied was  very  much  ueeded  in  the 
case  of  Ireland.  The  object  of  his 
Amendment  was  to  provitle  against  the 
disqualification  of  a  man  who  accepted 
mctdical  relief  under  the  Poor  Law. 
The  Amendment  might,  with  very  good 
effect,  be  applied  to  Great  Britain  as 
well  as  to  Ireland;  but  he  should  bo 
quite  content  that  its  operation  were 
limited  to  Ireland.  It  would  be  ex- 
tremely hard  on  the  new  voters  if  the 
majority  of  them  found  themselves  dis- 
qualified— it  would  be  very  hard,  for  in- 
stance, if  15,000  men  in  his  county  were 
made  new  voters  by  the  action  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  that,  for  the  want 
of  a  little  Amendment  like  his,  10,000 
of  them  were  disquahfied  under  the  Dis- 
pensary Act  in  force  in  Ireland.  If  the 
Bill  did  not  provide  that  man  should 
hold  the  franchise  although  they  received 
dispensary  or  medical  relief,  the  effect 
would  be  very  serious.  The  system  of 
medical  relief  in  Ireland  was  this — the 
Poor  Law  Authorities  appointed  a  cer- 
tain number  of  doctors,  and  these  doctors 
were  supposed  to  attend  everybody  in 
the  districts  to  which  they  were  ap» 
pointed,  unless  the  patients  were  well- 
to-do  farmers,  or  persons  in  a  compara- 
tively affluent  position.  The?  system  hnd 
got  such  a  hold  on  the  country  parts  of 
Ireland  that  the  people  never  thought 
of  employing  an  independent  practi* 
tioner.  Now»  a  man  might  be  very  well 
able  to  exercise  the  francbist',  although 
he  did  accept  medical  relief.  In  his 
opinion,  it  would  be  very  hard  if  a  man 


ReprMmtatim  of         { COMMONS } 


1431 

who  accepted  dispensary  relief,  or  con- 
sulted the  Poor  Law  doctor  about  a 
toothache,  or  if  his  wife  had  a  cold  and 
saw  the  doctor  at  the  dispensary,  were 
to  be,  in  consequence,  disfranchised. 
What  would  it  lead  to?  In  the  first 
place,  a  large  number  of  men  would  be 
disfranchised  without  knowing  it ;  and, 
in  the  second  place,  many  would  say — 
**  We  do  not  want  to  be  disfranchised, 
and  therefore  we  will  not  go  to  the  doctor." 
They  would  not  pay  for  an  independent 
doctor,  so  that  it  was  not  at  all  unlikely 
that  people  would  die,  owing  to  the 
want  of  attention.  The  dispensary 
system  had  so  grown  in  Ireland  that 
everybody,  except  tolerably  affluent 
men,  availed  themselves  of  it.  Everyone 
considered  himself  entitled  to  go  to  the 
dispensary  doctor,  and  get  a  ticket  for 
medical  assistance.  It  was,  therefore, 
highly  desirable  that  the  Government 
should  let  it  be  clearly  understood  that 
application  for  medical  assistance  would 
not  disenfranchise  a  man.  When  the 
question  came  to  be  thoroughly  under- 
stood in  Ireland,  it  would  become  a  most 
important  one  ;  and,  therefore,  he  hoped 
the  Committee  would  consent  to  his 
Amendment,  which  was  to  add  to  the 
clause — 

**  Provided,  That  the  right  to  vote  established 
or  conferred  under  this  Act  shall  not  be  an- 
nulled or  in  abeyance  from  the  fact  of  a  voter 
or  householder  having  applied  for  or  received 
for  himself  or  his  family  any  medical  assist- 
ance, relief,  or  comfort,  or  sanitary  assistance 
from  the  poor  law  authorities." 

The  Committee  would  notice  that  he 
had  used  the  words  '*  sanitary  assist- 
ance." He  was  the  Chairman  of  a  large 
Union,  and  was,  consequently,  well  versed 
in  these  details.  Sometimes  the  autho- 
rities ordered  that  a  man's  house  should 
be  whitewashed,  possibly  without  the 
man's  consent.  They  certainly  tried  to 
make  the  man  pay  for  it ;  but  if  he  did 
not,  it  would  never  do  that  the  man 
should  lose  his  vote  on  account  of  the 
course  pursued  by  the  authorities  in  the 
interest  of  the  public  health. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  6,  line  11 ,  at  end,  to  add,  "  Provided, 
That  the  right  to  vote  established  or  conferred 
under  this  Act  shall  not  be  annulled  or  in  abey. 
ance  from  the  fact  of  a  voter  or  householder 
having  applied  for  or  received  for  himself  or 
his  family  any  medical  assistance,  relief,  or 
comfort,  or  sanitary  assistance  from  the  poor 
law  authorities." — {CoUmel  Nolan,) 

Question  proposed,  *' That  those  words 
be  there  added." 
Colonfi.l  Nolan 
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Mb.  WABTON  rose  to  Order.  Jn 
his  opinion,  this  point  could  not  be 
raised  on  this  clause  at  all.  He  took 
the  liberty  of  suggesting  to  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Nolan)  the 
propriety  of  withdrawino^  his  Amend- 
ment, and  of  proposing  it,  possibly,  on 
the  next  clause. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  was  obliged 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton)  for 
laying  down  the  law  on  this  matter.  He 
(Colonel  Nolan)  was  tolerably  well  ao- 
quainted  with  the  Poor  Law  system,  and 
with  the  system  under  which  men  ao- 
quired  their  votes.  He  was  quite  certain 
that  this  was  the  exact  place  in  which  to 
introduce  his  Amendment.  The  clause 
provided  that  the  overseers  should  put 
certain  names  on  the  list ;  and  if  a  man 
was  disqualified  by  reason  of  his  hav- 
ing accepted  medical  relief  his  name 
would  be  kept  off  the  list.  He  (Ck)lonel 
Nolan)  wished  to  provide  against  any 
such  disqualification. 

The  CHAIEMAN :  On  the  point  of 
Order  raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  (Mr.  Warton),  I  am  bound  to 
say  I  cannot  see  how  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
(Colonel  Nolan)  is  out  of  Order. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GENERAIi  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  he  had  a  great  deal 
of  sympathy  with  much  that  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Gal  way  (Colonel  Nolan); 
but  he  was  sorry  that  he  could  not,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  accept  the 
Amendment.  This  matter  was  discassed 
at  great  length  when  the  Bill  was  in 
Committee  last  Session.  A  similar 
Amendment  to  the  present  was  then 
moved  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Eoscommon  (Mr.  Commins),  and 
the  same  arguments  were  then  advanced. 
On  that  occasion  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  who 
unfortunately  was  not  now  present^made 
a  statement  which  was  received  with 
unanimous  approval,  and  in  consequence 
of  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Eoscommon  (Mr.Commins)  withdrew 
his  Amendment.  In  the  first  place,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  this 
was  a  broad  question,  inasmuch  as  the 
Amendment  included  all  medical  relief 
— not  only  dispensary  relief,  but  all 
medical  relief  granted  by  Poor  Law 
Guardians.    The  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
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further  pointed  out,  very  properly,  that 
if  the  Amendnu'nt  were  adopted,  the 
inducement  to  many  persons  who  were 
not  absolutely  jmupers,  but  who  were 
very  poor,  to  belong  to  friendly  and 
provident  societiea  would  be  removed. 
Men,  unquestionably,  did  join  provident 
asaoLaations  in  order  that  they  should 
not  lose  their  votes,  by  having  recourse 
to  medical  assistance.  It  was  clear  that 
if  the  Amendment  were  adopted,  the  in* 
ducement  to  join  friendly  and  provident 
societies  would  be  taken  away  ;  besides 
which,  a  great  blow  would  be  struck  at 
those  societies,  and  also  at  the  cultiva- 
tion of  those  i>rovident  habit-^  which  he 
was  sure  the  hon.  nod  gallant  Gentle* 
man  himself  (Colonel  Nolan)  wished  to 
see  encouraged-  Last  Session  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lei- 
cestershire  (Mr,  PeU),  who  took  a  great 
interest  in  our  Poor  Law  system,  asked 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Eoscomnioii  not  to  press  his  Amend- 
ment, especially  after  the  satisfactory 
statement  then  made  by  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board.  He 
(the  Attorney  General)  did  not  know 
whether  the  hon,  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man's attention  was  called  to  the  de- 
bate on  the  subject  which  took  place 
during  the  last  Session  of  Parliament ; 
if  it  was,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man would  recollect  that  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  made  a 
statement  as  to  the  course  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  pursue.  The  right 
hon*  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  compulsory 
removal  to  hospitals  of  persons  suffering 
from  infeetious  diseases;  and  he  also 
referred  to  vaccination,  and  said  that 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Oommins) 
thought  fit  to  introduce  a  Bill  dealing 
with  such  instances  of  relief,  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  willing  to  co-operate 
with  him  in  passing  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke)  pointed  out  that  this  was  a  ques- 
tion which  must  be  considei-ed  from  a 
sanitary  point  of  view,  and  that  the 
Government  were  willing  to  deal  with 
the  question  so  far  as  they  thought  it 
oould  be  safely  dealt  with,  and  give 
medical  relief  where  it  was  required  in 
the  public  interest  without  its  atfecting  a 
man  s  right  to  vote.  But  now  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  made  the  broad 
pr«jp08ition  that  medical  relief  under  all 
circumfitancefi  should  not  prevent  a  per^ 


son  from  voting.  That  was  further  than 
the  (]^oveniment  were  prepared  to  go. 
They  must,  therefore,  oppose  the  Amund- 
ment;  but  he  hoped  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  would  not  think  he  had 
treated  the  Amendment  in  a  hostile 
manner. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  was  quite 
awaro  that  there  were  these  provident 
societies  in  England,  and  that  they  ex- 
tended to  large  towns  in  Ireland — to 
Dublin,  for  instance,  where,  proportion- 
ately to  its  size,  they  existed  probably 
as  extensively  as  they  did  in  London. 
In  the  country  districts  of  Ireland,  how- 
ever>  they  were  not  heard  of.  In  his 
own  county  of  Gal  way,  and  in  Mayo — in 
fact,  throughout  the  Provinces  of  Con- 
naught  and  Munster — such  things  were 
unknown.  What  the  Government  were 
proposing  to  do  was,  in  reality,  to  give 
men  a  vote  with  one  hand,  and  to  take 
it  away  with  the  other.  lie,  however, 
had  been  advised  not  to  divide  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  matter,  and  he  was  in- 
clined to  follow  the  advice.  Still,  he 
thought  the  aubjeot  was  one  of  great 
importance ;  and  believed  that  this  was 
an  example  of  the  manner  in  which 
English  Membera,  legislating  for  Ireland^ 
fell  into  grievous  mistakes  through  their 
endeavour  to  adapt  the  circumstances 
of  England  to  Ireland.  The  explanation 
they  had  had  of  the  way  in  which  these 
societies  worked  showed  that  England 
was  pointed  to.  In  Ii-eland  the  societies 
were,  practically,  non-existent.  The  dia* 
pensary  method  worked  through  the 
whole  social  system,  and  it  would  be  a 
most  serious  thing  to  interfere  with  it. 
He  believed  the  resolution  of  the  Go- 
vernment would  cause  a  great  deal  of 
ti'ouble  in  Ireland.  He  ought  to  force 
his  Amendment  to  a  Division;  but  he 
would  not  do  so,  as  he  had  no  hope 
of  support  from  the  English  Members. 
No  doubt,  all  the  Irish  Members  would 
be  ready  to  support  him  ;  but»  with  their 
votes  alone,  he  would  not  be  iible  to 
eaiTy  his  Amendment.  He,  therefore, 
should  not  press  it. 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  lay  down  the  law,  or  dispute  the 
decision  arrived  at.  He  wished  to  point 
out,  however,  that  the  2Dd  sub-section 
was  one  dealing  only  with  a  certain 
class  of  voters— namely,  those  who  wore 
other  than  the  owners  or  holders,  and 
that  the  words  proposed  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Memner  would  include  per- 
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sons  who  were  actually  owners.  The 
2nd  sub -section  was  limited  to  a  par- 
ticular class  of  voters  other  than  those 
rated,  or  liable  for  rating. 

The  chairman  :  Does  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment? 

Colonel  NOLAN:  Yes;  but  I  have 
another  of  the  same  nature. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  one  before 
the  Committee  must  be  withdrawn  first. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  wished  to 
move,  in  page  6,  line  11,  after  "book," 
to  insert— 

"  Provided,  That  no  right  to  vote  established 
or  confirmed  under  this  Act  shall  he  annulled 
or  impaired  from  the  fact  of  a  voter  being  in 
arrear  of  any  payment  under  the  Seed  Act 
(Ireland).'* 

When  the  Seeds  Act  was  originally 
brought  in,  it  was  expressly  provided 
that  the  acceptance  of  relief  under  it 
should  not  affect  a  man's  vote  ;  but  some 
of  the  Poor  Law  Unions  connected  this 
Seed  Rate  with  the  other  rates,  and  the 
consequence  was  that  some  of  the  people 
in  difficulties  had  got  into  arrear.  Look- 
ing at  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  Ire- 
land, he  did  not  think  it  would  be  right 
to  deprive  a  man  of  his  vote — to  dis- 
qualify him — through  being  in  arrear 
under  the  Seeds  Act.  The  object  of  the 
Seeds  Act  was  not  so  much  to  relievo 
the  people— although,  of  course,  that 
was  an  object  indirectly — but  to  change 
the  seed  in  Ireland ;  and  that,  he  was 
glad  to  say,  had  been  effectually  done. 
He  would  submit  to  the  Government 
that  they  should  insert  in  the  Act  a 
provision  declaring  that  the  fact  of 
being  in  arrears  under  the  Statute  in 
question  should  not  disfranchise  a  man. 
The  iirovision  should,  of  course,  apply 
to  England. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  6,  line  11,  after  "book,"  to  insert 
•'  Provided,  that  no  right  to  vote  established  or 
confirmed  under  this  Act  shall  be  annulled  or 
impaired  from  the  fact  of  a  voter  being  in 
arrear  of  any  payment  under  the  Seed  Act 
(Ireland)." — {Colonel  Nolan.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  the  reason  the  Go- 
vernment could  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment was  a  very  simple  one.  Under  the 
Act  of  1880,  a  contribution  was  to  be 

Mr.  Warion 


levied  for  seed  as  part  of  the  poor  rate; 
and  before  a  man  could  vote  lie  most 
have  paid  his  poor  rate.  If  the  course 
proposed  were  adopted,  they  would,  by 
omitting  the  necessity  of  payment  of 
these  arrears  to  qualify  for  the  exercise 
of  the  franchise,  be  conferring  an  ad- 
vantage on  one  person,  whilst  they 
withheld  it  from  another.  The  Seed  Rate 
now  was  at  an  end;  but  it  might  be 
necessary  to  renew  it.  He  hoped  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  would  not  press 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  the  form  of  the  Amend- 
ment was  peculiar.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Memoer  spoke  of  voters  bemg 
<< disqualified"  and  ''disfranchised.'^ 
He  presumed  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  referred  to  disqualifying  and 
disfranchising  persons  having  a  right 
to  vote.  At  present  the  persons  in  ques- 
tion had  no  such  right. 

Coloxel  NOLAN  said,  he  would  not 
put  the  Oommittee  to  the  trouble  of  a 
Division. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Remaining  Glauses  agreed  to. 

Schedules  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to 
be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HI0K8  -  BEACH 
asked  what  Business,  if  any,  the  Go- 
vernment  would  take  on  Wednesday  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  not 
quite  sure  that  they  would  be  able  to 
turn  Wednesday  to  account  for  Supply, 
because  the  House  must  have  some  little 
Notice. 

POOR    LAW   GUARDIANS  (IRELAND) 

BILL.— [Bill  9.] 
{Mr.  John  Redmond,  Mr.  &Brien,  Mr.  Oretg^ 
Mr.  Barry.) 
SECOND  READING.     [ADJOURNED   DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [5th  Novemberl, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  secona 
time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  could  not  allow 
this  Bill  to  pass  the  second  reading  with- 
out making  two  or  three  obsenratioos 
on  the  view  he  took  of  its  provisions. 
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Tli0  Bill  proposed  to  make  very  large 
changes  in  tbo  mode  of  election  of  Poor 
Law  Guardians  in  Ireland,  and  in  the 
powers  they  would  possess,  and  in  the 
differont  classes  that  would  use  them .  In 
reference  to  .some  of  the  broader  changes, 
as  to  the  mode  of  allowing  Guardians  to 
hold  office  for  three  yeare*,  eleoting  by 
ballot^  and  giving  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  enlarged  powers,  and  also 
the  regulation  of  questions  arising  on 
the  validity  of  elections,  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  say  anything.  But  to  the  pro- 
visions  of  the  Bill  for  the  abolition  of  the 
right  of  proxy  voting,  he  thould,  unless 
amended,  give  his  strenuous  opposition- 
That  clause,  as  drawn  up  at  present,  did 
not  assimilate  the  law  in  Ireland  with  the 
law  in  England;  for  the  law  in  England 
did  not  contain  any  such  drastic  provi- 
sions in  dealing  with  Poor  Law  elections 
in  this  country.  The  history  of  this 
clause  was  very  curious.  It  was  proposed 
two  t>r  three  years  ago,  and  was  met  by 
a  very  considerable  amount  of  opposi- 
tion. In  that  opposition  he  believed 
most  jieople  recognized  a  great  deal  of 
substance  and  fairness.  The  right  to 
proxy  voting  was  a  right  which  was  to 
a  great  extent  necessary  for  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  fair  claims  of  property. 
It  was  not  a  mere  right  of  convenience 
to  enable  a  man  to  vote  by  proxy  be- 
cause he  would  not  take  the  trouble  to 
vote  in  person,  nor  was  it  a  luxury  or 
privilege.  It  was  the  necessary  machi- 
nery whereby  property  could  alone  in 
many  cases  obtain  adequate  representa- 
tion. In  the  case  whore  an  owner  had 
land  in  several  Unions^  it  was  necessary 
that  ho  should  be  able  to  vote  by 
proxy.  No  matter  what  arrangements 
were  made  by  the  Local  Government 
Board,  it  was  practically  impossible 
for  a  man  to  vote  in  more  than  one 
Union  on  one  day,  and  this  was  in  itself 
a  great  and  a  gross  injustice.  It  should 
be  remembered  that  in  Ireland  property 
had  to  bear  a  great  proportion  of  the 
rates,  and  that  where  it  was  under  £4 
rating  it  had  to  bear  the  whole,  and  it  was 
right  that  it  should  have  full  representa- 
tion. He  objected  also  to  Sub-eection  5 
of  Clause  25,  limiting  the  number  of 
ix  tifficio  Guardians.  It  seemed  ns  if  it 
had  been  thought  that  the  landlords 
were  too  powerful  already  and  must  be 
checked.  Both  the  right  hon.  Gentlo- 
nmu  the  Chancellor  of  the  DitcLy  of 
Lancaster    (Mr,    Trevelyan)    and    the 


right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Oampbell- 
Bannerman)  had,  in  former  speeches  on 
the  subject,  seemed  to  be  proud  of  the 
way  the  noble  I^rd  (Lord  Fitzgerald) 
had  presented  this  question  in  the 
House  of  Lords  last  Session;  but  the 
noble  Lord  had  expressed  his  regret 
that  the  Bill  was  deformed  by  these  two 
clauses.  He  should  not  oppose  the  Bill 
as  a  whole  on  the  present  occasion,  but 
should  reserve  his  opposition  on  the 
points  he  had  indicated,  as  well  as  his 
detailed  criticism,  until  the  stage  of 
Committee  on  the  Bill. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN, 
having  congratulated  Irish  Members  on 
the  Bill  coming  on  so  early  in  the  even- 
ing (t*  o'clock),  said,  the  Government 
were  very  much  of  the  same  opinion  to- 
wards it  as  they  were  last  Session.  They 
considered  its  provisions  were  reason- 
able, politic,  and  wise.  With  regard  to 
the  clause  dealing  with  €x  officio  Guar- 
dians, he  believed  that  the  wording  did 
not  really  convey  the  idea  of  thu  provi- 
sion. The  general  idea  was  that  fix  officio 
Guardians  should  not  be  more  than  one- 
third  of  the  whole  body ;  whereas  this 
clause  p^o^4ded  for  not  more  than  one- 
third  of  the  elected  members.  But  he 
did  not  wish  now  to  go  into  detail ;  and 
ho  hoped  it  would  suffice  for  him  to  say 
that  the  Government  maintained  their 
adhesion  to  the  Bill,  and  would  do  all  in 
their  power  to  secure  its  passing  into 
law.  lie  thought,  however,  that  it  was 
hardly  possible  that  this  Bill  could  come 
into  action  in  February,  as  it  was  now 
late  in  the  year. 

Mr.  sexton,  after  commenting  on 
the  change  in  the  spirit  of  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  (Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 
nerman),  with  regard  to  this  Bill,  said, 
he  hoped  this  change  would  be  main- 
tained until  the  Bill  had  passed  through 
the  House  of  Lords. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  seccmd  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  To-morrow, 

MO  no  1^8. 

PnOMlXLOATION  OF   BTATTTTES   (iBELANi 

'■  '  '  That  it  ia  oxpedteat  that  the  recojn* 
ni  ntaintid  in  the  Heport  of  tho  Com- 

rii!  Mted  by  His  EiceUency  the  Lord 

Li  t  Ireland,  on  the  application  of  the 

8n  i  Stat©  for  the  Home  Departmi?nt, 

to  con«id^  and  r«vi8e  the  XAni  of  1801  for  the 
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Promulg^ation  of  the  Statutes  in  Ireland,  and 
the  Revised  List  contained  in  the  said  Eeport, 
should  he  adopted ;  and  that  the  Controller  of 
Her  Majesty*8  Stationery  Office  should  be  autho- 
rized and  directed  to  cause  the  printing  and 
delivery  of  copies  of  the  Public  General  Statutes 
and  the  Public,  Local,  and  Private  Acts,  accord- 
ing to  the  mode  of  distribution  contained  in 
the  said  Report  and  Revised  List;  and  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with  the  sanction 
of  the  Treasury,  may  vary  the  distribution 
authorized  by  the  said  Revised  List  from  time 
to  time. — {Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman,) 

PARLIAME17TABY     FBAKCHISE    (EXTENSION 

TO  women)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Woodall,  Bill  for  oonfere 
ring  the  Parliamentary  Franchise  on  duly-quali- 
fied Women,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
WooDALL,  Mr.  Jacob  Bright,  Mr.  Colerzdob 
Kexnard,  Mr.  Stansfeld,  Baron  Henrt  Db 
Worms,  and  Mr.  Yorke. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Eight  o'clock. 


Amendmen  i  Bill 


lAAO 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Tuesday i  lUh  November,   1884. 


MINUTES.]— Public  hu.m— Second  Reading 
—Justices  Jurisdiction  (2) ;  Law  of  Evi- 
dence Amendment  (3). 

NEW  PEERS. 

The  Right  Honourable  John  George 
Dodson  having  been  created  Baron 
Monk  Bretton  of  Conyboro  and  of  Hurst- 
pierpoint  in  the  county  of  Sussex — Was 
(in  the  usual  manner)  introduced. 

Sir  Walter  Charles  James,  Baronet, 
having  been  created  Baron  Northbourne 
of  Betteshanger  in  the  county  of  Kent 
and  of  Jarrow  Grange  in  the  county 
palatine  of  Durham — Was  (in  the  usual 
manner)  introduced. 

Arthur  Saunders  William  Charles 
Fox,  Earl  of  Arran  in  the  Peerage  of 
Ireland,  having  been  created  Baron 
Sudley  of  Castle  Gore  in  the  county  of 
Mayo — ^Was  (in  the  usual  manner)  intro- 
duced. 

John  Robert  William  Viscount  de 
Yesci  in  the  Peerage  of  Ireland,  having 
been  created  Baron  de  Vesci  of  Abbey 
Leix  in  the  Queen's  county — Was  (in 
the  usual  manner)  introduced. 


JUSTICES'  JURISDICTION  BILL. 
( The  Lord  Bramwell,) 
(no.  2.)    BEooio)  BBADnra. 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Lord  BRAMWELL,  in  rising  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond  time^ 
said,  its  object  was  to  enable  Justices  at 
Quarter  Sessions  to  try  cases  of  burglary. 
The  Bill  had  been  already  passed  by  their 
Lordships'  House  in  a  former  Session,  as 
also  had  the  other  Bill  on  the  Notice  Paper 
which  he  was  about  to  ask  their  Lord- 
ships to  read  a  second  time.  Both  Bills 
were  sent  down  to  the  other  House,  and 
heard  of  no  more,  and  he  supposed  that 
would  be  their  fate  again.  He  did  not 
say  they  had  been  treated  with  con- 
tempt, as  had  been  charged  against 
their  Lordships  by  a  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man with  reference  to  their  treat- 
ment of  the  Custody  of  Infcuits  Bill. 
He  was  quite  sure  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  made  that  statement 
had  known  the  facts  of  the  case,  he 
would  have  seen  that, it  was  utterly  un- 
true. He  appealed  to  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  who  had  charge  of  the 
Bill  (Lord  Fitzgerald),  and  to  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  on  the  Woolsack,  to 
say  whether  there  was  anything  like 
contempt,  or  anything  but  proper  re- 
spect shown  on  the  occasion  of  the  dis- 
cussion on  that  Bill  ?  He  hoped  he  had 
given  a  sufficient  reason  for  makings  that 
statement  to  their  Lordships. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
•—{The  Lord  BramwelL) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

LAW  OF  EVIDENCE  AMENDMENT 
BILL.— (No.  3.) 
{The  Lord  BramwelL) 
SECOND      BEADIKO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

LoBD  BEAMWELL,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  that  its  object  was  to  remove  the 
disability  of  all  persons,  including  mar- 
ried women,  to  give  evidence  in  Courts 
of  Justice. 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\ 
^{The  Lord  BramweU.) 
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Lord  FITZOEEALI)  eaid,  ia  refer- 
ence to  wbat  had  fallen  from  the  noblo 
and  learned  Lord  as  to  the  Custody  of 
Infants  BUI,  he  quite  agreed  that  it  was 
not  treated  w  ith  the  slightest  contempt 
in  their  Lordships*  House,  It  was  in- 
troduced in  the  House  of  Commous  in 
February  last,  and  was  not  brought  up 
to  their  Lordships*  House  till  the  4th  of 
August.  It  had  passed  through  the 
other  House  after  much  discussion, 
and  its  rejection  was  moved  on  more 
than  one  occasion.  No  doubt  it  came 
up  to  their  Lordships  with  the  very  high 
sanction  of  the  Law  Officers  of  England 
and  Scotland,  and  of  Sir  R,  Assheton 
Cross  and  other  leading  Members  of 
Parliament*  and  he  undertook  the 
charge  of  it  in  that  House.  It  was  a 
Bill  dealing  with  a  very  important  mat- 
ter, as  it  proposed  to  alter  the  law  in 
reference  to  the  custody  of  infants.  Ob- 
jections were  taken  to  the  Bill  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
Cairns),  who  asked  him  not  to  press  it 
on  at  that  late  period  of  the  Session^  as, 
if  he  did»  he  should  be  obliged  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee.  He  (Lord  Fitzgerald)  felt 
the  force  of  the  observations  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl,  and  could  not  resist 
a  Motion  to  refer  the  measure  to  a  Com- 
mittee upstairs.  It  was  only  in  conso- 
queue e  of  the  late  period  of  the  Session 
that  he  felt  compelled  to  withdraw  the 
Bill,  He  had  hoped  to  introduce  the  Bill 
again  this  Session,  and  would  have  done 
so  if  he  knew  that  there  would  be  an 
Adjournment,  and  not  a  Prorogation, 
At  all  events,  he  hoped  to  introduce 
it  next  Session. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  it 
was  certainly  somewhat  irregular  for 
a  conversation  of  this  sort  to  take 
place  on  the  Bill  before  the  House, 
as  it  was  irrelevant  to  it;  but  as 
they  had  not  much  to  do  that  evening* 
and  as  they  had  excused  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  so  he  hoped  their  Lord- 
ships would  excuse  him  if  he  made  a 
few  observations  in  reference  to  the 
statement  made  hy  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Bramwell).  He  confessed 
that  he  shared  in  the  disappointment 
very  naturally  felt  by  those  who,  with 
great  labour  and  pains,  had  conducted 
the  Custody  of  Infants  Bill  thi*ough  the 
Hnuse  of  Commons  almost  against  hope. 
After  the  best  study  that  he  (the  Lord 
Chancellor)  could  give  to  the  Bill,  he 

YOL.    CCXCIII.      [TfllRD    iBftlESj 


thought  that  the  general  object  and  prin- 
ciples of  theBill  weresound,  audits  provi- 
sions wellconsidered,  and  thattheir  Lord- 
ships* House  would  be  justified  in  pass- 
ing it.  He  would,  therefore,  have  been 
very  glad  if  his  noble  and  learned 
Friends,  whose  assistance  the  House 
looked  for,  had  been  as  far  advanced  ia 
their  judgment  upon  the  merits  of  the 
BiQ  as  himself  But  he  could  not  but  say 
that  it  appeared  to  him  improper  to  deny 
the  right  of  such  great  authorities  as  hia 
noble  and  learned  Friends  to  have  time 
for  the  deliberate  consideration  of  changes 
in  the  law  on  a  subject  of  such  great 
importance.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friends  thought  at  that  time  —  the 
Session  being  close  at  an  end — that 
there  was  not  sufficient  time  for  con- 
sideration. He  felt,  therefore,  unable 
to  resist  the  proposal  of  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (Earl  Cairns)^  that  tha 
Bill  should  be  postponed,  because  he 
did  not  think  it  would  be  reasonable — or, 
indeed,  possible — to  press  the  matter  at 
that  time  against  the  opinions  of  hia 
noble  and  learned  Friends. 

The  JklAHQUEsa  of  SALISBURY  said, 
that  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Earl 
Cairns),  who  was  not  then  present,  was 
himself  very  much  influenced  by  the 
fact  that  the  Bill  had  not  undergone  any 
careful  or  exhaustive  discussion  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  that  it  had 
passed  through  its  several  stages  at  very 
lake  hours  of  the  night.  He  had  thought 
that  the  subject  was  not  one  of  trifling 
importance,  because  the  Bill,  if  passed, 
might  have  made  a  revolution  in  the 
domestic  concerns  of  a  vast  number  of 
famiJies  in  this  countiy.  Therefore,  hia 
noble  and  learned  Friend  thought  that 
under  those  circumstances  it  would  not 
be  seemly,  right,  or  safe  to  put  upon  the 
Statute  Book  a  law  of  this  kind,  with- 
out the  certainty  that  it  had  been  fully 
considered  by  at  least  one  of  the  Houfles 
of  Parliament. 

Motion  Qgrtid  to  ;  Bill  read  2»  acoord- 
ingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  TTiunday  next. 

IRELAND— THE    NEW    KUSEUM    OF 

SCIENCE    AND  ART,  DUBLIN. 

QUESTION. 

Vi3C?oT7NT  PC  WERSCOURT,  in  rising 
to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government^  The 
reason  for  the  delay  in  commenciug 
the  works  for  the  new  Dublin  Science 
3  A 
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and  Art  MusGum  ?  said,  he  had  received 
private  information  that  the  matter  had 
been  settled ;  and,  therefore,  he  need  not 
detain  their  Lordships  about  it.  But 
the  Dublin  public  were  very  anxious  on 
the  subject,  and  they  would  be  glad  to 
have  a  public  intimation  that  the  build- 
ing was  about  to  be  commenced. 

Lord  CAELINGFORD  (Lobd  Presi- 
DEirr  of  the  Council),  in  reply,  said,  that 
there  were  questions  raised  by  the  Trea- 
sury upon  the  designs  for  the  new  build- 
ing, and  that  they  had  involved  a  good 
deal  of  correspondence  between  the  dif- 
ferent Departments ;  but  those  questions 
were  now  settled.  He  was  glad  to  tell 
his  noble  Friend  that  all  was  now  going 
smoothly,  and  that,  at  the  beginning  of 
this  month,  the  Treasury  had  sent  their 
order  to  the  Board  of  Works  in  Dublin 
to  enter  into  a  contract  for  the  erection 
of  the  remaining  buildings. 

THE  DUKE  OF  WELLINGTON'S  STATUE 

—THE  SITE  AT  ALDERSHOT. 

QUESTION. 

VisooTTNT  ENFIELD  asked,  Whether 
any  steps  had  been  taken  towards  re- 
erecting  the  statue  of  the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington in  a  suitable  spot  at  Alder  shot 
Oamp ;  and,  when  the  work  in  question 
was  likely  to  be  completed  ? 

Lord  SUDELEY  :  In  reply  to  the 
noble  Viscount,  I  have  to  state  that 
the  statue  of  the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton is  now  safely  housed  at  Aldershot, 
where  it  will  be  erected  in  the  course  of 
next  year.  His  Eoyal  Highness  the 
Prince  of  Wales  proposes  shortly  to  visit 
Aldershot,  in  order,  m  conjunction  with 
the  Military  Authorities  there,  to  select 
an  appropriate  site. 

The  Earl  of  LONGFORD  said,  that 
this  was  an  instance  of  the  inconvenience 
of  dealing  with  a  question  by  halves.  The 
Question  of  the  noble  Viscount  (Viscount 
Enfield)  only  referred  to  half  the  matter 
— the  re-erection  of  the  statue — and  it 
did  not  take  into  consideration  the  com- 
pletion of  the  alterations  and  improve- 
ments at  Hyde  Park  Comer.  He  would 
remind  their  Lordships  that  last  Session 
they  had  also  the  assurance  given  them 
that  there  should  be  no  unreasonable 
delay  in  re- erecting  the  statue  in  a 
suitable  manner,  and  yet  the  delay 
had  occurred.  It  was  obvious  now 
that  the  object  was  to  clear  the 
q^e  in  order  to  make  room  for  futare 
statuary  and  other  ornamental  decora- 
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tions  at  Hyde  Park  Comer,  and  that 
those  things  were  much  more  in  the 
mind  of  those  who  had  promoted  the 
scheme  than  any  honour  to  the  Duke  of 
Wellington. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday^  llth  November y  1884. 


MINUTES.]— New  Wkit  Isbubd— -For  Hack- 
ney, t;.  the  Kight  honble.  Henry  Fawcett, 
deceased. 

I'uBLic  Bills  —  Second  Reading  —  Salmon 
Weekly  Qose  Time  (Ireland)  [17],  debate 
adjourned. 

Committee — Report  ^l^oot  Law  Guardians  (Ire- 
land [9]. 

Third  Reading — Representation  of  the  People 
[I],  dJi^paeeed, 

QUESTIONS. 


NAVY— THE  DOCKYARDS— HAND- 
DRILLERS  AT  PORTSMOUTH. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
the  Board  have  yet  received  the  peti- 
tion from  the  hand-drillers  in  Ports- 
mouth Dockyard ;  and.  whether  the 
same  isheing  considered  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  BRASSEY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  no  such  petition  had  heen  re- 
ceived by  the  Admiralty. 

SEA  AND  COAST  FISHERIES  (IRELAND) 
— TRAWLINQ  IN  GALWAY  BAY. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  If  he  has  made  the  inquiries 
promised  on  the  drd  November,  as  to 
whether  a  majority  of  the  fishermen 
and  coast  inhabitants  of  Galway  are 
anxious  to  have  trawling  forbidden  as 
before  in  the  inner  portion  of  Galway 
Bay ;  if  he  has  made  these  inquiries, 
what  are  the  result ;  and,  will  he  obtain 
the  prohibition  of  trawling  as  is  now 
the  case  in  Dublin  Bay  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNERM  AN  : 
I  have  looked  further  into  this  matter. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  the  Claddah 
fishermen  and  other  persons  on  both 
sides  of  Galway  Bay  are  opposed  to  the 
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perniissiau  uf  trawling;  but  no  valid 
reason  in  support  of  this  objection  haa 
ever  been  given  at  any  inquiry  held  by 
the  Inspectors,  This  local  feeling  on 
the  subject  was  fully  before  them,  when^ 
after  careful  and  protracted  investiga- 
tions, they  arrived  at  the  conclusions 
which  were  acted  on  iu  1877,  and  which 
they  have  not  since  seen  any  reason  to 
alter. 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question  from 
Colonel  NoLAif, 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEilAN: 
Well,  Sir,  I  have  stated  before  that 
these  inquiries  were  carried  out  at  great 
length,  and  such  fishermen  as  desired 
made  suggestions  on  the  subject.  The 
Board  do  not  propose  io  make  any  altura- 
tton. 

Ma.  KENNY:  Will  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  kindly  say  whether  he  has 
any  objection  to  give  the  reasons  of  the 
Fishery  Commissioners,  and  lay  them 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  Reports 
ai^e  published ;  but  I  will  inquire. 

NATIONAL  EDUOATION  (IRELAND)— 
TEACHERS  IN  THE  COLE  RAVINE  DIS- 
TRICTS—RESULTS FEES, 
Ma,  BIGOAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieuteoaut  of  Ireland, 
What  is  the  amount  of  Results  Fees  paid 
in  tlie  Coleraine  District  each  year  since 
the  present  Ins^pector  of  National 
Schools  took  charge,  and  the  amounts 
j  for  an  equal  number  of  years  during 
his  Predecessor's  tenure  of  office ;  if  the 
reduction  is  occasioned  by  the  adoption 
of  too  high  a  standard,  or  by  fewer 
pupils  being  presented  for  examination, 
or  by  deterioration  in  the  teaching  staff  j 
if  it  is  not  a  fact  within  the  experience 
of  the  Commissioners  of  National  Edu- 
cation in  Ireland,  and  borne  out  by  the 
statistics  and  records  of  the  Education 
Office,  that^  w^hen  inspectora  of  compara- 
tively limited  experience  in  inspection 
and  examination  of  schools  are  trans- 
ferred to  a  new  district,  the  Results  Fees 
are  cut  down  by  one-third  or  one*half ; 
whether  it  frequently  happens  that 
schools  obtaining  a  high  and  satisfactory 
per- rentage  of  passes  one  year  are  re- 
ported on  next  year  as  insulHcient  and 
unsatisfactory  under  a  new  inspector ; 
what  gaaranteea    do  the   rules  of  the 


Commissioners  of  National  Education 
provide  to  secure  their  teachers  from  the 
whinia  and  prejudices  of  the  Board's 
officers;  and,  whether  the  records  of  the 
Education  Office  do  not  show  that,  if  a 
teacher  takes  any  action  against  his  in- 
spector in  ordt>r  to  assert  his  rights,  he 
becomes  a  marked  man  amongst  the 
official  staff,  and  that  his  professional 
career  continues  to  be  reported  ever  after 
as  unsatisfactory  ? 

Mr,  CAMPBELL -BANN^ERMAN, 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  Commissioners  of 
National  Education  entirely  objected  to 
the  production  of  Eeturna  having  for 
their  object  comparison  of  the  results 
examination  by  different  Inipeotors. 
Such  a  course  the  Commisaiontsrs  be- 
lieved would  be  a  sovere  blow  to  the  in- 
dependence of  the  Inspectors.  In  that 
view  he  entirely  concurred.  The  Com- 
missioners had  taken  elaborate  precau- 
tions to  secure  absolute  fairness  in  the 
examination.  No  new  Inspector  was 
commissioned  to  take  charge  of  a  district 
until  he  had  mastered  all  details  con- 
nected with  his  duties  under  two  or 
three  experienced  Inspectors.  He  might 
mention  that  in  the  Coleraine  dietriot 
the  test  examinations  showed  almost  an 
identity  of  judgment.  The  puhlio  rules 
of  the  Commissioners  prorided  for  ap- 
peal on  the  part  of  any  manager  or 
teacher  who  felt  aggrieved  by  the  results 
examinations.  He  was  assured  that 
the  suggestions  in  the  last  part  of  the 
Question  were  absolutely  without  foun- 
dation, 

THE  MAGISTRACY   (IRELAND)— 

COUNTY  CA VAN-POSTPONEMENT  OP 

PETTY  SESSIONS. 

Mb.  BIGQAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tory  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  in  county 
Cavan  it  often  happens  that  cases  have 
to  be  postponed  at  Petty  Sessions  from 
the  scarcity  of  Local  Justices  of  the 
Peace;  and»  whether  he  will  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  the 
subject,  with  a  view  of  remedying  the 
defect  ? 

Ma,  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN : 
From  inquiry  I  find  it  to  be  the 
case  that  several  Petty  Sessions  have 
been  adjourned  owing  to  a  suflicient 
number  of  magistrates  not  being  in  at* 
tendance.  The  attention  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  will  be  called  to  the  matter 
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PRISONS  (IRELAND)— REPORT  OF  THE 
CO^IMISSION. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  any  steps 
have  been  taken  to  carry  out  any  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
Biou  on  Irish  Prisons ;  and,  if  so,  what 
steps  have  been  so  taken  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERM AN: 
The  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission 
has  been  only  a  few  weeks  in  the  hands 
of  the  Government,  and  the  evidence 
upon  which  it  is  based  has  not  yet  been 
issued.  I  can,  however,  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  tbe  valuable 
and  important  recommendations  of  the 
Oommission  are  receiving  careful  con- 
sideration on  the  part  of  the  Irish 
Government,  and  that  no  time  will  be 
lost  in  coming  to  a  conclusion  with  re- 
ffard  to  them. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  allow  me  to 
point  out  that  there  was  a  very  strong 
recommendation  with  regard  to  those 
prisoners  kept  in  confinement  for  a  long 
period  before  their  trial  ?  With  regard 
to  these  prisoners  it  would  seem  import- 
ant that  their  cases  should  be  taken  into 
consideration  as  soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN: 
The  point  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man refers  to  was  taken  into  eonsidera- 
tion,  and  will  be  immediately  dealt  with. 
But  it  will  be  necessary,  in  the  first  place, 
to  consult  as  to  what  had  best  be  done 
with  regard  to  them.  I  have  the  Report, 
which  I  only  received  yesterday. 

Mb.  HASTINGS :  I  will  put  to  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  a  Question,  of 
which  I  have  given  him  private  Notice. 
I  would  ask  him  whether,  in  view  of  the 
serious  disclosures  contained  in  the  Re- 
port of  the  Irish  Prisons  Commissioners, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be 
willing  to  receive  a  deputation  who  are 
prepared  to  lay  before  him  additional 
facts  and 'representations  with  regard  to 
the  existing  administration  of  prisons  in 
Ireland  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
Yes;  I  shall  be  glad  to  communicate 
with  my  hon.  Friend  in  the  matter. 

CHOLERA  HOSPITALS  ACT,  1884— 
MOVABLE    HOSPITALS    (IBELAND). 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord    Lieutenant    of 


Lieland,  If  there  are  any  temporary  and 
movable  hospitals  now  in  the  possession 
of  the  Local  Government  Boajrd,  or  any 
other  body  in  Ireland ;  and,  in  what  time 
such  a  hospital  could  be  delivered  at  a 
railway  station  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
There  are  no  temporary  movable  hos- 
pitals in  the  possession  of  the  Local 
Government  Board ;  but  there  are  a  few 
Constabulary  huts  obtainable,  which 
might  be  purchased  by  Sanitary  Autho- 
rities in  cases  of  emergency,  and  which 
could  be  delivered  without  any  delay. 
Under  the  Cholera  Hospitals  Act  of  last 
Session  local  Sanitary  Authorities  have 
power  to  take  sites  compulsorily,  and  the 
Local  Government  Board  ascertained  and 
reported  in  July  last  that  iron  hospitals 
can  be  put  up  in  a  short  time  by  Messrs. 
Maguire  and  Son,  of  Dublin,  and  by 
Messrs.  Brady  and  Co.,  of  Euston  Road, 
London  ;  also  that  they  are  kept  in  stock 
by  Humphreys,  of  Albert  Gate,  and  can 
be  supplied  immediately  when  ordered. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  Could  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  name  the  number  of 
hours  which  would  be  required  to  move 
one  of  these  huts  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-  BANNERMAN : 
No ;  I  cannot  name  the  number  of 
hours. 

Colonel  NOLAN:  I  will  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  can  he  inquire 
and  name  the  number  upon  next  Thurs- 
day ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
IwiU. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  I  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  is  aware  whether 
any  ''Land  League  huts"  are  avail- 
able? 

[No  reply.] 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (METROPOLIS)— DTS- 
TURBANCE  AT  VICTORIA  PARK 

TABERNACLE,    HACKNEY  —  "  THE 
EX-MONK  WIDDOWS." 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  With 
regard  to  a  serious  disturbance  recently 
at  the  Victoria  Park  Tabernacle,  Hack- 
ney, on  the  occasion  of  ''a  lecture  on  the 
fallacies  of  the  Church  of  Eome  "  by  a 
person  describing  himself  as  ''the  ez- 
Monk  Widdows/'  whether  the  police 
have  inquired  into  the  antecedents  of 
this  person ;  whether  he  formerly  loc- 
tared  against  Protestantism  in  Canada , 


r449 


Sooiland^The  (NovEiniER  11,  1884J      Crofters  and  Cottars,      1450 


was  the  cause  of  a  riot  in  Toronto,  and 
underwent  an  imprisonment  of  eight 
months  in  the  gaol  of  that  city  for  a 
felomous  offence ;  and,  whether  any 
stepa  will  be  taken  to  prevent  him  from 
oon tinning  to  obtain  money  by  faLse 
pretences,  and  to  cause  breaches  of  the 
public  peace  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  :  I  am 
informed  that  there  was  a  disturbance 
at  a  lecture  given  by  a  peraon  who  seems 
to  bear  this  name  ;  but  I  have  no  power 
to  prevent  persons  in  this  country  from 
lecturing  either  for  or  against  Protes- 
tantism ;  and  if  people  attack  them  it 
can  hardly  be  said  that  the  lecturers 
cause  the  disturbance  of  the  peace.  I 
cannot  see  how  I  can  interfere  in  this 
matter ;  but  I  have  given  instructions 
to  the  police  to  prevent  a  breach  of  the 
peace  in  future,  should  there  be  a  likeli- 
hood of  disturbance  occurring. 

Mb.  sexton  :  If  this  impostor  at- 
tempts again  to  lecture,  and  if  there  is 
a  reasonable  probability  of  his  attempt- 
ing to  do  so  leading  to  a  breach  of  the 
peace,  has  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  no 
power  of  interfering  ? 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET:  What 
the  hon.  Gentleman  asks  me  to  do  is 
rather  beyond  my  power,  and  certainly 
a  very  difficult  task — namely,  to  prevent 
any  impostor  from  leoturing* 

SCOTLAND-^THE  CROFTERS  ANB  COT- 
TARS IN  THE  HIGHLANDS  AND 
ISLANDS— LAND  LAW  EEFORM— 
DISTURBANCES  IN  SKTE, 
Me.  sexton  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther Major  Fraaer,  the  landlord  upon 
whose  estate  the  movements  of  the 
Crofters  took  its  rise,  is  a  member  of 
the  Board  of  Commissioners  of  Supply 
at  Inverness,  and  whether  this  Board  is 
responsible  for  the  despatch  of  the  body 
of  police  which  came  into  collision  with 
the  Crofters  ;  whether  the  Crofters  have 
hitherto  abstained  from  violence,  and 
that  their  demands  are  nothing  more 
than  *'a  fair  rent,  and  the  restoration 
of  the  sheep  land  of  which  they  were 
deprived  many  years  ago ;  **  whether  the 
Government  have  considered  the  ex* 
pediency  of  creating  a  public  tribunal 
to  fiic  the  rents  t^  be  paid  by  tenants  in 
the  exceptional  condition  of  Crofters  in 
the  Highlands  and  Islands ;  and.  whe- 
ther the  intimation  of  the  Eight  honour* 
able  Gentleman  that   the    Government 


are  considering  the  Eeport  of  the  Hoyal 
Commission,  with  a  view  to  act  upon  it, 
may  be  interpreted  to  mean  that  the 
Government,  at  the  opening  of  the 
ensuing  Session,  will  ask  the  House  to 
legislate  on  this  aubjoct  ? 

Sin  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  :  These 
Questions  seem  to  invite  me  to  express 
the  opinion  that  there  is  some  palliation 
or  justification  for  the  defiance  of  the 
law  and  the  breach  of  the  peace  which 
have  unhappily  occurred  at  Skye,  I  can 
give  no  answer  at  all  in  that  sense.  I 
regard  these  proceediags  as  entirely  un- 
justifiable and  without  extenuation,  If 
there  are  grievances  there  are  other 
means  of  redressing  them;  and  the 
first  duty  of  the  Government  in  these 
matters  is  to  take  measures  to  support 
law  and  order  and  maintain  the  publio 
peace.  So  far  from  *'  the  Crofters  having 
hitherto  abstained  from  violence,"  that 
is  entirely  contrary  to  the  information 
which  I  possesB  on  the  subject.  With 
regard  to  the  latter  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member,  I  have  already  stated  that 
the  Government  will  feel  it  to  bo  their 
duty  to  take  action  at  the  earliest  poa- 
eible  time,  so  far  as  they  can,  upon  the 
Eeport  of  the  Eoyal  Commission .  I  have 
already  given  the  reasons  for  not  making 
any  further  statement  at  present  on  the 
eubject. 

Ma,  SEXTON :  Will  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  be  good  enough 
to  answer  the  first  part  of  the  Question  ? 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAECOUET:  I  do 
not  know  whether  it  is  so  or  not.  I  do 
not  know  how  that  affects  the  question. 
There  is  no  reason  why  the  police  should 
not  act  because  one  individual,  whose 
house  was  burned  down,  was  on  the 
Police  Committee. 

Mk.  SEXTON  :  I  put  the  Question  as 
to  whether  the  person  who  p asset!  for 
the  landlord  had  not  used  his  position  on 
the  Board  of  Commissioners  in  order  to 
provoke  these  disturbances  by  sending 
the  police, 

Sia  WILLIAM  HAECOUET :  If  it 
is  suggested  that  the  action  of  the 
Police  Committee  was  the  action  of 
Major  Fraser,  I  have  no  reason  to  be- 
lieve it  was  BO.  On  the  contrary,  I  have 
reason  to  believe  it  was  not  so,  and  that 
the  action  of  the  Police  Committee  was 
called  for  apart  from  the  case  of  Major 
Fraser. 

:Mr.  MACFAELANE  :  May  I  ask  tho 
right  hon,   and  learned    Gentleman  if 
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there  lias  been,  in  the  locality  to  which 
the  military  and  police,  it  is  said,  are 
being  sent,  a  single  failure  in  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Civil  Law  ?  Has  any  civil 
process  been  stopped  by  violence  which 
it  is  necessary  to  carry  out  by  the  em- 
ployment of  additional  police  ? 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAECOURT:  There 
has  been  an  open  and  flagrant  defiance 
of  the  law.  Threats  were  used  towards 
persons  in  that  district  that  made  it  ne- 
cessary. I  think  it  proper  that  the  Po- 
lice Committee  should  have  acted  as  they 
had  in  not  allowing  the  people  in  the 
district  to  declare  that  there  should  be 
no  police  in  the  district,  and  that  they 
should  by  force  turn  the  police  out  of 
the  district.  I  think  they  have  acted 
quite  properly  in  supporting  the  police. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  answered  my 
Question.  [Of>«  of  **  Order !  "  and  In- 
terruption,'] If  I  am  not  entitled  to  put 
zny  Question,  the  Speaker  will  rule  me 
out  of  Order.  I  will  repeat  the  Ques- 
tion to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  Is 
there  a  single  instance  of  the  failure  of 
the  operation  of  the  Civil  Law  in  the 
district  to  which  the  police  are  being 
Bent? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET :  Yes, 
Sir.  What  I  have  told  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  that  there  have  been  all  sorts  of 
petty  outrages.  I  have  already  said 
the  Papers  will  be  laid  before  the  House. 
But,  quite  apart  from  that,  it  is  not  pos- 
sible that  a  district  can  be  allowed  to 
say  it  will  not  allow  the  Local  Autho- 
rities to  place  in  that  district  whatever 
police  they  may  think  necessary.  That 
IS  what  has  been  done — the  police  were 
going  there,  and  they  were  forcibly  ex- 
pelled. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  Is  there  any  chance 
of  these  Papers  being  presented  before 
Friday,  when  there  is  to  be  a  debate  on 
the  subject? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  lam 
afraid  they  cannot  be  presented  before 
Friday. 

Subsequently, 

Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELL  asked 
the  Home  Secretary  if  he  could  state 
whether  the  very  serious  accounts  in  the 
Scottish  papers  of  the  state  of  afl'airs  in 
the  Island  of  Skye  were  substantially 
correct,  and  especially  whether  it  was 
true  that  three  hundred  marines  were 
on  their  way  to  the  Island  ? 

Mr.  Macfarlane 
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Sir  WILIjIAM  HARCOURT  :  I  rap- 
pose  the  hon.  Member  was  not  in  the 
House ;  but  I  have  already  made  a  state- 
ment in  answer  to  the  Questions  put  to 
me  upon  that  subject,  and  I  do  not  think 
that,  in  so  grave  a  matter,  the  hon. 
Member  ought  to  ask  me  to  say  whe- 
ther I  entirely  endorse,  or  entirely  deny, 
the  statements  in  the  newspapers.  It  is 
far  too  grave  a  matter  to  be  dealt  with 
in  that  way.  The  official  Report  on  the 
subject  we  are  about  to  lay  on  the  Table. 
I  have  also  stated  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  decided  to  take  ener- 
getic measures  to  support  the  police  in 
Skye  in  the  execution  of  their  duty. 

EGYPT— THE  EXPEDITION   UP   THE 
NILE. 

SiE  HENRY  TYLER  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  any, 
and,  if  so,  what  preparations  have  been 
made,  and  what  plans  and  route  have 
been  decided  on,  for  withdrawing  the 
garrisons  and  refugees  from  the  Soudan, 
on  the  arrival  at  Elhartoum  of  the 
British  Expedition  now  proceeding  up 
the  Nile  ?  He  wished,  further,  to  ask 
whether  any  confirmation  had  been  re- 
ceived by  the  Government  as  to  the 
rumours  of  the  fall  of  Khartoum,  which 
had  appeared  in  The  Times  of  that 
morning  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
No  confirmation  of  the  rumours  in  ques- 
tion has  been  received  either  at  the  W'ar 
Office  or  the  Foreign  Office.  With  re- 
gard  to  the  Question  on  the  Paper,  I 
have  to  say  that  it  is  quite  impossible  to 
form,  at  the  present  time,  a  definite  and 
final  decision,  still  less  to  announce  that 
decision  on  matters  which  must  be  con- 
sidered in  the  various  circumstances 
which  may  arise.  A  great  deal  must 
depend  upon  the  General  commanding 
on  the  spot  in  order  to  make  the  best 
arrangements. 

Sib  henry  TYLER  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  his  own 
information  confirms  the  reports  which 
have  been  published  of  the  delay  and 
difficulties  experienced  in  transporting 
the  troops  ana  stores  of  the  Souoiui  ex- 
pedition by  row-boats  along  the  Nile, 
and  the  length  of  time  and  labour  that 
such  a  system  must  entail;  and,  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  will  now 
take  further  into  consideration  the  ques- 
tion of  constructing  a  Railway  ttom 
Suakim  to  the  Nile,  such  as  may  be  of 
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nee  in  sstablialiing  communieation  with 
Khartoum,  with  drawing  the  gairisona 
and  refugees  from  the  Soudan,  and  form- 
ing a  permanent  route  for  eommerne 
with  Central  Africa  ? 

The  Marqtjess  of  HA.BTINGTON: 
We  have  received  no  official  Report  of 
any  greater  delay  or  difficulties  than  we 
anticipated  in  transporting  troops  and 
stores  by  means  of  row-boate.  The  Go- 
vern ment  are  not  of  opinion  that  it  is 
necessary  to  reconsider  the  question  of 
constructing  a  Railway  from  Suakin  to 
Berber.  These  matters  will,  however, 
be  more  conveniently  discussed  when  the 
Vote  in  connection  with  the  Expedition 
18  moved. 

INDIA  (BOMBAY)— T1XE  CIVIL  SER- 
VICE. 

Mr.  GIBSON  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  What  is  the 
number  of  high  (or  gazetted)  appoint- 
ments in  the  Bombay  Oivii  Service 
having  a  salary  of  400  rupees  and  up- 
wards per  mensem,  now  held  by  the  fol- 
lowing classes  respectively  ; — (a)  Cove- 
nanted ci\dlians ;  (b)  Natives  of  India 
(other  than  Covenanted);  (c)  Military 
officers  ;  (d)  Uncovenanted  Europeans  ? 

Me.  J.  K.  CROSS :  According  to  The 
Bombay  Civil  LiH,  there  were,  on 
July  1,  1884,  633  Civil  appointments  in 
the  Bombay  Presidency,  with  salaiiea  of 
400  rupees  and  upwards  per  mensem. 
They  were  distributed  as  follows ; — 169 
were  held  by  Covenanted  Civil  Servants, 
113  by  Natives  of  India  (other  than 
Covenanted),  98  by  Military  offioer.^  and 
263  by  Uncovenanted  Europeans.  There 
were  also  67  Civil  Medical  appoint- 
ments, of  which  50  were  held  by  Mili- 
tary Surgeons,  five  by  Natives  of  India, 
and  two  by  Uncovenanted  Europeans. 


CONSTABULARY  —  RE^ 
PLACABDS   AT   DEOO- 


HOYAL    lEISH 
MOVAL    OF 
HEDA. 
Mr,  GBAY  asked  the  Chief  Secsretary 

to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  that,  on  the  7th  instant, 
a  policeman  at  Drogheda  publicly  re- 
moved from  the  shop  window  of  one  of 
the  principal  newsagents  of  the  town  the 
coloured  cartoon  supplement  of  The 
Weekly  Freeman^  and  of  United  Irshnd, 
and  threatened  him  with  prosecution  in 
the  event  of  its  being  again  exhibited  ; 
whether  this  was  done  by  the  authority^ 
or  with  the  approval,  of  the  Govern- 
ment \  whether  it  ia  true  that  on  former 


occasions,  when  similar  conduct  on  the 
part  of  constables  was  complained  of  in 
this  House,  the  representative  of  the 
Irish  Government  stated  that  the  acta 
were  done  without  authority,  and  that 
steps  would  be  taken  to  prevent  their 
repetition  ;  and,  whether,  in  the  event 
of  the  constable  having  acted  without 
authority,  and  proceedings  being  taken 
against  him,  he  will  be  defended  at  the 
public  expense  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAN: 
Tlie  cartoons  were  posted  up  outside  a 
shop  window  in  a  very  narrow  thorough- 
!  fare,  and  caused  an  obstruction  by  col- 
lecting persons  at  that  point.  It  was  on 
this  account  they  were  interfered  with, 
and  not  because  of  anything  in  their 
character.  The  newsvendor  had  pre- 
viously received  several  cautions  as  to 
obstructions  at  his  door ;  and  on  this  oc- 
casion tbe  person  in  charge  of  the  shop 
was  asked  to  remove  the  cause  of  the 
obstruction  before  the  police  interfered 
with  it.  If  the  obstruction  was  real, 
the  police  acted  within  their  iustruo- 
tions,  which,  as  regards  placards,  are, 
that  they  must  not  allow  them  to  be 
posted  in  situations  where  persons  col* 
lected  to  read  them  intercept  the  passen- 
gers. The  former  cases  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  refers  were  not,  I  think, 
analogous,  there  havinsr  been  no  ques- 
tion of  obstruction.  With  regard  to  the 
last  paragraph  of  the  Question,  the  rule 
is  that  when  proceedings  are  taken 
against  the  police  for  alleged  violation 
of  duty,  they  are  required  to  defend 
themselves;  and  the  question  of  reim- 
bursement depends  upon  whether  or  not 
it  is  shown  they  are  to  blame. 

Ma.  JESSE  COLLINGS :  Was  tha 
placard  outside  the  shop,  or  placed  in- 
side the  window,  in  the  ordinary  way*? 

Me.  CAMPBELL -BANNEBMAN: 
It  was  posted  outside  the  window- 

Mtt.  CALLAN  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  ia  the 
fact  that  for  the  last  10  years  the  same 
newsvendor  has  posted  placards  in  that 
same  identical  spot,  and  has  never  been 
even  summoned  by  the  police  ? 

Mfi.  CAALPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  the  same 
newsvendor ;  but  it  could  not  have  been 
the  same  placard. 

Ma.  T.  P.  O^OONNOB  :  Then,  am  I 
to  understand  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  it  is  the  character  of  the  last 
placard  that  ia  objected  to  ?  If  1  under- 
stand aright,  the  right  hon.  GentLeQi^\^ 
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did  not  deny  the  statement  of  my  hon. 
Friend  tbat  this  newsvendor  has  posted 
these  placards  without  any  opposition 
from  the  police  for  the  last  1 0  years,  and 
that  exception  was  taken  to  it  for  the 
first  time  in  the  case  of  the  last  placard. 
Further,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  right 
hon*  Gentleman  if  he  is  aware  that  no 
person  in  existence,  except  himself,  be* 
lieyes  the  explanation  of  the  polioe- 
constabl©  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL- bank ERM AN: 
I  do  not  think  the  last  QQestion  is  in- 
teaded  to  be  answered.  In  answer  to 
the  previous  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I  have  no  information  as  to  what 
has  taken  place  dnnng  the  last  10  years. 
I  have  read  the  Heport  received  on  the 
subject,  and  which  gives,  primd  facie , 
anfficient  reasons  for  what  has  been  done* 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)  —  THE 
MESSRS.  KYNNOTT,  CtX  ARMAGH. 
Mr.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  a  Topoit  in  The  Irish  Times  of  the  7th 
November  of  the  case  of  Mark  8,  Syn- 
nott  V,  ilai'garet  Murphy,  heard  before 
the  Queen's  Bench  Uivieion,  in  wLieh 
Mr.  Justice  O'Brien  is  reported  to  have 
stated  that  there  had  been  a  gross  fraud 
upon  the  Treasury  ;  whether  he  has 
made  himself  acquainted  with  the  facts 
of  this  case,  and  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  persons  implicated  in  this  mat- 
ter, namely,  Mr.  Mark  8.  Synnott  and 
Bdr.  Parker  G.  Synnott  are  both  in  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace  for  the  county 
of  Armagh,  and  the  former  also  a  deputy 
lieutenant ;  and,  whether  it  is  intended 
to  direct  a  prosecution  against  them  for 
this  alleged  fraud,  or  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  it? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENEBAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  :  Perhaps 
the  hon.  Member  will  allow  me  to  answer, 
I  have  seen  the  Report  referred  to ;  but 
I  am  informed  that  what  Mr.  Justice 
0*Brien  said  was  that  a  fraud  would  be 
practised  on  the  Treasury  if  the  sale  was 
allowed  to  stand.  The  proceedings  under 
the  Arrears  Act  were  quite  regidar,  and 
no  prosecution  could  be  sustained  under 
that  Act,  The  action  of  the  landlord 
consisted  in  endeavouring  to  execute  a 
judgment  which  was  in  legal  effect  satis- 
fied. There  may,  no  doubt,  be  a  civil 
remedy  for  this  against  the  landlord ; 
but  it  is  not,  in  our  opinion,  a  case  in 
which  a  criminal  prosecution  could  be 

Mr.  J.  p.  O'Connor 


brought,  or  the  matter  should  be  referred 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

B(3ARB    OF    TRADE    RETURNS,  No.    258 
(SHIP  INSURANCE)— MR.  MAC  IFER. 
Mr.  mac  IYER  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  ho  can  givsi 
any   explanation   of    the   circunofitancoar' 
under  which  the  name  of  Mr.  Mac  Iver, 
M.P.,  was  inaccurately  inserted  in  Par- 
liamentary Return  No.  258,  in  connec- 
tion with  the  loss  of  the  steamer  Sfrojw- 
bolij  amongst  a  'Mist  of  Delegates  and 
Members   of    Parliament    who,    during 
the  five  years  ended  1882,  lost  65  shipa^} 
with  867  lives ; "  whether  it  is  within  ihB 
knowledge  of  the  Board  of  Trade  thalj 
the   Strontholi  belonged  to  the  Cunai" 
Company  at  the  time  of  her  loss,  aui 
that  Mr.  Mac  Iver,  M.P.  had  absolutely 
nothing  to  do  with  her,  having  sold  hie 
interest  in  the   Cunard   steamers,    and 
retired  from    the  firm   of    D,    and    0. 
Mao  Iver  on  the  30th  September  1S74, 
some  five  years  previous  to  the  disaster ; 
and,  if  it   is  true   that  the    Board 
Trade»  upon  being  asked  to  correct  the! 
mistake,  not  merely  omitted   to  do  eO|| 
but  wrote,  attributing  to  Mr.  Mao  IverJ 
M,P,  the  loss  of  the  steamer  ThenaijfA 
which  had  not  been  lost,  and  BUgge«t^l 
ing  that  he  might  write  to  the  newvf 
papers  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  The  com- 
pilers of  the  Return  were  not  awor©  at 
the  time  that  the  hon.  Member  tut 
Birkenhead  had  ceased  to  belong  to  the 
firm  of  D.  and  C.  Mac  Iver  or  Burns  and 
Mac  Iver,  and  the  StromhoH  was  en* 
tered  in  the  Return  as  having  been 
wrecked  j  but  in  the  Return  the  namtJ 
of  **C.  Mac  Iver"  was  entered  in  thirl 
column  for  name  and  address  of  ownerif 
and  the  hon.  Member*s  own  name  wftii 
only  entered  as  a  delegate.  As  regarda 
the  Thestaiy,  she  did  belong  to  Mr.  D. 
Mac  Iver,  and  she  was  reported  as 
wrecked ;  and  her  crew  were  taken  oOF 
by  another  vessel.  She  was  what  is 
known  as  a  *' constructive  *'  total  loaai 
for  it  appears  that  she  was  BubBequentljr^ 
got  off  the  rocks  and  repaired.  She 
was,  however,  reported  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  and  the  Registrar  General  of 
Shipping  as  a  wreck,  and  her  certificate 
registry  was  cancelled  in  consequence, 
A  full  Return  of  the  loss  of  ships  during 
the  last  five  years,  with  the  names  of 
the  owners,  has  been  ordered,  on  the 
Motion  of  the  bun.  Member  for  O&niftr* 
vonshire  (Mr,  Rathbone).    In  this  B««.i 
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turn  I  will  take  care  that  the  name  of 
the  ship  which  was  lost  during  its  owner- 
ehip  by  Mr.  D,  Mac  Iver  is  correctly 
stated  as  the  Theisaly^  and  not  the 
tStromhoIi. 

Mb.  MAO  IVEB  :  I  am  eiire  that  the 
House  will  allow  me  to  say  that  it  ih  not 
true  that  the  Theualti  was  ever  a  oon- 
Btructive  total  loss,  though  ehe  was  on 
the  rocks.  She  was  the  property  of  the 
Company  of  which  I  was  Oh  airman, 
and,  as  far  as  I  know,  she  is  in  perfect 
safety  at  the  present  moment. 

Me.  chamberlain  :^  The  state- 
meot  of  the  hon.  Member  ia  not  incon- 
sistent with  my  own.  It  i%  a  peculiarity 
of  constructive  total  losses  that  in  many 
cases  after  the  vessel  bas  been  returned 
as  lost  it  is  again  repaired.  The  boo. 
Member  himself,  in  a  letter,  states  the 
steamer  Theanalt/  was  stranded  in  1879, 
and  was  consequently  removed  from  the 
Ileg:ister. 

Mb.  MAO  lYEE :  I  think  I  may  be 
allowL»d  to  say  that  a  constructive  total 
loss  means  that  a  ship  has  been  seriously 
damaged  and  has  been  handed  over  to 
the  underwriters.  The  ship  in  question 
met  with  a  serious  disaster ;  but  she  was 
got  off  the  rocks,  and  I  myself  paid 
more  than  one-fourth  of  the  cost.  She 
was  distinotly  not  a  constructive  total  loss. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELANDj- 
ACaUITTAL  OF  MR.  TITZGERALD. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether,  consider- 
ing the  determination  of  the  Orown  to 
put  Mr.  P.  N,  Fitzgerald  on  his  trial 
before  trying  the  eleven  Tubbercurry 
prisoners,  and  the  fact  that  Mr.  P.  N. 
Fitzgerald  was  yesterday  acquitted,  the 
Crown  will  now  immediately  cause  the 
discharge  of  the  eleven  Tubbercurry  pri- 
Boners  from  custody? 

The  solicitor  aENEBAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  was  under- 
stood to  reply  that  he  had  telegraphed 
for  information,  and  had  not  yet  received 
any  reply. 

ORmiNAL  LAW— APPEAL  IN  CAPITAL 
CASES. 
Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
considering  recent  discussions  in  which 
suspicions  have  arisen  that  innocent  per- 
sons have  been  sentenced  to  death  and 
to  long  terms  of  servitude,  Her  Majesty's 
(Jovernment  are  prepared,  in  the  pend- 


ing Session,  to  introduce  a  measure  pro- 
viding for  appeal  in  cases  of  sentences 
of  death  and  of  ponal  servitude  for  long 
periods  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  In  reply  to  this 
Question,  I  have  to  say  that  in  1883 
Her  Majesty* 8  Government  made  pro- 
posals upon  this  subject,  and  a  Bill  was 
submitted  to  the  Grand  Committee  and 
passed  by  that  Committee;  but,  owing 
to  the  opposition  which  was  manifested 
on  the  other  side  of  the  Houso^ — I  do 
not  know  whether  it  was  confined  to 
that  side  of  the  House — the  Bill  was  not 
prosecuted  during  that  Session.  The 
Government  have  not  since  then  arrived 
at  any  new  decision  on  the  subject ;  but  it 
will  be  their  duty  to  consider  the  matter 
before  the  time  comes  round  for  ar- 
ranging the  annual  Business. 

Mr.  WAIiTON  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  whether  the  reason  why  the 
Bill  he  had  referred  to  could  not  be 
brought  before  the  House  was  because 
it  waa  linked  by  the  Attorney  General 
to  a  large  measure  for  the  codification 
of  the  Criminal  Law  ? 

Mh,  GLAD8T0NK:  I  must  refer  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  the  At* 
tomey  General  for  an  answer  to  that 
Question. 

PARLUMENT  —  BUSINESS    OF    THE 
H0U8E^ SUPPLY— THE  EARL  OF 

NORTHBROOK*S  MISSION. 
Mr.  GLADSTONE:  In  pursuance, 
Sir,  of  an  engagement  which  I  entered 
into  yesterday,  in  reply  to  a  Question 
put  to  me  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote),  I  wish  to  refer  to 
the  proceedings  which  we  propose  in 
Supply,  and  also  with  regard  to  Lord 
North  brook' 8  Mission.  With  regard  to 
Su^iply  I  partially  answered  the  Ques- 
tion last  night — that  when  we  get  through 
the  Franchise  Bill  we  shall  proceed  with 
Supply.  We  now  propose  to  take  Supply 
on  Thiirsday.  and  the  necessary  Notice 
of  the  Supplementary  Estimates  which 
will  then  be  moved  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table.  A^B  far  as  we  are  concerned,  we 
shall  proceed  with  respect  to  them  as  wo 
should  proceed  with  respect  to  other 
Supplementary  Estimates,  and  move 
them  in  the  aame  way.  It  is  our  in- 
tention also  to  be  prepared  to  proceed  on 
Friday  if  we  are  able^  but  wo  do  not 
intend  on  Friday  next  to  interfere  with 
the  Friday  Rule.  Should  it  bo  necessary, 
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however,  to  do  anything  to  expedite 
financial  business,  we  shall  not  hesitate 
to  make  a  proposid  on  the  subject.  With 
regard  to  Lord  Northbrook's  ;Mission, 
his  Beport,  properly  so  called,  is  not  yet 
in  form;  but  his  Colleagues  are  suffi- 
cieutly  cognizant  of  his  general  plans 
to  take  them  into  consideration,  which 
they  will  do,  and  on  some  day  in  the 
coming  week  I  hope  to  state  to  the  House 
the  course  that  we  propose. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
I  understand  that  it  is  in  the  contempla- 
tion of  the  Government  to  propose  a 
Vote  for  Sir  Charles  Warren's  Expe- 
dition to  Bechuanaland.  If  that  is  so, 
I  would  express  a  hope  that  before  the 
Vote  is  proposed  to  the  House  we  may 
be  furnished  with  the  instructions  given 
to  Sir  Charles  Warren.  There  have 
been  rumours  on  that  subject  of  a  very 
grave  nature,  and  I  think  the  House 
ought  to  have  them. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  shall  see  that 
that  matter  is  considered.  I  was  not 
aware  there  was  any  question  on  the 
subject. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  COWEN:  I  would  like 
to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  if  he  contem- 
plates the  House  taking  any  other  Busi- 
ness during  the  Autumn  Session  save  that 
which  arises  out  of  the  Franchise  Bill 
and  the  Votes  for  South  Africa  and  the 
Nile  Expedition,  and  the  discussion  on 
Lord  Northbrook's  proposals  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  There  has  been 
no  change  in  the  general  intention  of 
the  Government,  which  was  to  make 
this  Autumn  meeting  subservient,  as  far 
as  they  could,  to  purposes  connected  with 
the  Franchise  Bill.  Then  there  has 
arisen  the  necessity  in  connection  with 
the  Expedition  up  the  Nile  and  the  mili- 
tary preparations  having  reference  to 
Bechuanaland.  That,  of  course,  the 
Government  must  take  upon  themselves, 
and  whatever  grows  naturally  out  of  it. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred  to  the 
discussion  upon  Lord  Northbrook's  Ee- 
port  under  his  commission.  With  respect 
to  that  matter  the  Government  have 
nothing  to  propose  to  Parliament  at  the 
present  moment.  I  have  already  said 
that  we  shall  be  prepared  to  refer  to 
the  matter  next  week.  With  respect  to 
anything  beyond,  I  think  our  under- 
standing was  this — ^that  the  Government 
did  not  contemplate  at  this  Autumn 
meeting — did  not  consider  this  Autumn 
meeting  the  proper  time,  or  would  last 
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sufficiently  long,  for  the  proseoution  of 
the  general  legislation  of  tne  year.  That 
proposition  we  adhere  to.  At  the  same 
time,  it  will  be  readily  understood  that 
occasionally  subjects  arise  with  regard 
to  which  there  may  be  some  peculiar 
pressure,  and  the  scope  of  wLidi  is  not 
of  any  great  extent,  on  which,  if  the  Go- 
vernment see  cause,  they  may  make  an 
exception.  There  is,  for  instance,  the 
subject  referred  to  at  the  close  of  last 
Session — the  federation  of  the  Australian 
Colonies.  Undoubtedly,  as  regards  the 
general  Business,  our  views  are  as  already 
stated  ;  and  I  should  say  in  the  excep- 
tions I  have  made,  and  for  which  I  have 
left  the  door  open,  I  spoke  of  Business 
which,  besides  being  small  in  character, 
is  what  may  be  called  of  a  non-con- 
tentious nature. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY:  I  hope  the  Navy 
is  not  going  to  be  neglected. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  There  is  a  pledge 
that  a  Government  statement  shall  ho 
made  on  that  subject,  which  pledge 
holds  good.  I  am  obliged  to  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  for  men- 
tioning the  matter. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE: 
There  is  an  expression  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister which  I  do  not  quite  understand. 
Speaking  of  Lord  Northbrook's  Beport, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  there  was 
no  proposal  which  the  Government  would 
have  to  make.  [*•  No,  no  !  "]  That  is 
just  what  wants  clearing  up.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  would  give  us 
some  information ;  and  I  should  wish  to 
know  whether  he  means  that  the  Go- 
vernment do  not  at  this  moment  con- 
template calling  attention  to  Lord  North- 
brook's  Beport,  or  whether,  having 
considered  it,  it  would  not  be  necessary 
to  make  any  proposals  at  all?  If  he 
contemplates  having  proposals  to  make 
hereafter,  we  should  he  glad  to  know 
when  we  shall  be  furnished  with  any 
Papers  on  the  subject;  and  also  whe« 
ther  we  shall  have  further  Papers  as  to 
the  Expedition  up  the  Nile  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  As  regards  the 
Expedition  up  the  Nile,  I  am  not  in  a 
condition  to  answer.  I  am  not  aware 
that  there  are  such  Papers.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  made  reference  to 
Lord  Northbrook's  Mission,  the  allusion 
to  which  arose  out  of  the  Question  of 
my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J.  Oowen).  This 
Question  assumes  that  the  Goremment 
would  have  something  to  propose ;  and 
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all  I  wished  to  convey  was  that  that 
asBumption  was  premnturi?.  I  do  not 
mean  to  convey  either  that  wo  had  or 
had  not  anything  to  propose.  My  in- 
tention was,  as  I  have  said,  to  state  that 
the  matt*^r  was  under  our  consideration, 
and  that  I  hoped  to  be  able  to  annontioe 
the  course  we  shall  take.  With  regard  to 
the  Papers,  I  will  bear  in  mind  what  has 
been  said  by  the  rip^ht  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sm  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  Aa  the 
Vote  for  the  Soudan  is  to  be  laid  on  the 
Table  this  evenings  and  aa  there  may 
be  some  delay  oq  the  part  of  the  printers, 
perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
state  what  the  amount  will  be? 

Mr,  GLADSTONE  :  It  is  no  part  of 
my  duty  to  deal  with  Votes  in  the  nature 
of  Supplementary  Estimates.  These  are 
entirely  under  the  charge  of  the  Minis- 
ters of  Departments ;  and  as  I  believe 
there  are  a  considerable  number  of  Votes 
charged  under  different  heads,  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  possible  to  enter  upon 
particulars,  nor  do  I  think  it  would  be 
convenient  in  anticipation  of  the  Vote* 

WESTMINSTER  HALL  (RESTORATION). 
In  reply  to  Mr.  Mitchell  Hbnry, 
Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVKE  said,  the  re- 
moval of  earth  in  front  of  the  buttresses 
on  the  west  side  of  Westminster  Hall 
was  merely  for  the  purpose  of  levelling 
the  ground.  No  money  would  be  spent 
on  the  structure  until  the  Committee  had 
reported,  and  it  would  not  be  necessary 
to  replace  the  earth  whatever  was  done. 

QUEEN^S   SPEECH  —  HER    MAJESTY*8 
ANSWER  TO  THE  ADDRES. 

The  COMPTEOLLEE  of  the 
HOUSEHOLD  (Lord  Kenmington)  r-*- 
porttd  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Ad- 
dress, as  followeth  : — 

/  r4c*ip0  with  mmh  MHs/aetmt  your  hyal  and 
dutiful  AddrHi, 

I  rtbj  with  eon/td§Hw  oh  y^ur  aaurnnet  tAat 
ths  Mfaturex  which  tuay  h§  MuhmitUd  to  tfon  wlil 
rtceivt  ymtr  mo»t  cartful  tonsidntration, 

Tou  may  count  on  My  cordial  cO'Ojftmtwn  in 
your  mdfuvourt  to  promote  the  httppinetif  mtd  con* 
tmttm^Ht  of  My  I^sopte, 

CRIME    AND    OUTRAGE     (IRELAND)^ 

THE  MAAJilTRASNA  MURDERS^CON. 

MICTION     OF     MYLES    JOYCE    AND 

OTHERS. 

Mr.  O'BBIEN  (for  Mr.HzAi^y)  asked 
Air.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 


ther  the  dying  depositions  of  the  two 
men  executed  with  Myles  Joyce  were 
taken  by  and  before  a  resident  magis- 
trate ;  whether  each  deposition  was  made 
independently  by  each  of  the  condemned 
men  in  his  own  cell  without  any  know- 
ledge or  communication  of  what  the  other 
had  said  or  done;  and,  whether  any 
copies  of  the  depositions  have  been 
made,  in  whose  custody  do  tlie  origioala 
remain  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GKNEBAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  :  There  were 
no  '*  depositiona "  taken;  but  state- 
ments of  the  two  men  referred  to  were 
made  before  a  Resident  Magistrate, 
They  are  in  the  custody  of  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment, and  will  remain  there.  As 
the  Government  have  declined,  for  rea- 
sons ahead y  fully  stated,  to  produce 
those  fit  a  tern  en  ta,  I  must  respectfully 
decline  to  give  any  further  information 
regarding  them. 

Me.  MITCHELL  HENRY  :  Are  we 
to  understand  that  these  deposiiions 
were  sworn  depositions? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  :  On  the  con^ 
trary,  I  have  conveyed  that  tbey  were 
not  sworn, 

Mr.  O'BRIEN :  Might  I  point  out  to 
the  hon,  and  Jearaod  Gentleman  that  he 
has  not  answered  the  most  important 
portion  of  my  Question — whether  each 
of  the  depositions  was  made  indepen- 
dently by  each  of  the  condemned  men 
in  his  own  cell  without  any  knowledge 
or  communication  of  what  others  had 
Riud  or  dona  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  I  Mr.  Walker)  :  I  have  an- 
swered all  that  I  could  consistently  with 
the  statements  already  made^  and  as  far 
as  the  Irish  Government  are  prepared 
to  answer. 

LAW   AND    POLICE-^THE    CLEATOR 
MOOR   RIOTS,   CUMBERLAND. 

Mb.  0*BRIEN  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  The 
Carlisle  Journal,  of  November  the  4tli, 
with  reference  to  the  evidence  of  Super- 
intendent Sempill  at  the  Cumberland 
Aesizes ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  tho 
Journal  states  that,  on  reference  to — 

**  Another  and  perfectly  independent  report 
of  tho  aamo  portion  of  ^Ir.  Sempiil's  evidence," 

ad   that  impugned  in  the  case  cf  tho 
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Journal  report,  it  was  foand  to  read  aa 
follows : — 

*'  There  was  also  a  constable  from  Longtown 
named  Tomer.  Tomer  waa  brought  downb^cang© 
ho  was  an  experienced  detective  officer ;  " 

whether  he  has  observed  that  the  learned 
judge  in  summing:  up  the  case  showed 
that  he  was  under  the  same  impression 
as  to  the  evidence  in  the  following  re- 
marks in  reference  to  Mr.  Sempiirs  evi- 
dence : 

**  I  think  it  would  have  been  better  if  tbe 
Deputy  Cliief  Conatabla  had  candidly  admitted 
what  tho  object  of  the  proceeding  waa*  IziBtead 
of  that  he  Homewhat  instilta  our  underBtanding 
by  telling  ua  that  he  got  thia  experienced  de- 
tective fiim  a  distance  for  the  purpose  of  ascer. 
taining  the  state  of  the  man's  mind,  and  wbe. 
ther  he  waa  likely  to  injure  himself  in  hiA 
ceU;- 

and,  whether,  under  these  circumstances, 
further  inq^uiry  will  be  made  into  the 
matter  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in 
reply,  said,  that  he  did  not  see  how  he 
could  make  any  further  inquiries  that 
would  lead  to  any  different  result  than 
he  had  already  stated.  The  Superin- 
tendent of  Police,  Superintendent 
Sempill,  had  informed  him  that  the 
man  referred  to  in  the  Question  was 
not  a  detective,  but  an  ordinary  police- 
oonstable,  and  he  had  had  a  statement 
to  the  like  effect  from  the  man  himself. 
That  being  so,  he  did  not  see  that  there 
was  any  use  in  making  further  in- 
quiries, 

ORDERS     OF    THE    DAT. 


REPRESENTATION   OF   TOE  PEOPLE 

BILL.— [BiLL  1.] 

r.  Qladatone,  Mi\  Attorney  General ^  Mr.  Tre* 

veipan^  The  Lord  Advocate >) 

THIBD  BBADnra. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time."— (iTr.  Gladitom.) 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Before  this  Bill 
passes  to  *'  another  place  *'  I  wish,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  to  make  a 
few  observations.  No  one  can  fail  to 
have  been  struck  by  the  fact  that  yester- 
day there  was  a  change  of  tone  in  all 
parts  of  this  House  on  thia  matter,  and 
that  the  hopes  of  a  very  speedy  arrange- 
ment, satisfactory  to  all  Parties  and  to 
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the  country  at  large,  seemed  yesterday 
to  be  more  distant  than  they  had  dane 
before.     Any  regret  which  I  may  feel 
for  the  fact,  whether  or  not  it  his  an 
echo  on  either  side  of  the  House,  is,  1 
feel  sure,  shared  by  a  great  many  pertons 
out-of-doors.     And  in  proportion  as  they 
see  the  prospect  both  of  these  measures — 
the  Franchise  BiH  and  the  Redistribution 
Bill— being  passed  by  the  present  Govern* 
ment,    and  the  present  Parliament  re- 
ceding from  view,  so  there  will  be  a  very 
great  regiet  that  this  Parliament  has  not 
been  able  to  arrive  at  that  solution  which, 
I  believe,  the  country  desires^     I  should 
like  to  ask  what  is  the  cause  of  the  change 
that   seemed  to   come   over  the  House 
of  Commons  with  regard  to  this  matter 
yesterday  ?     Was  it  that  tho  Hotise  con- 
sidered that,  after  the  hints  and  the  sug- 
gestions which  had  been  made  by  the 
responsible    Leaders  of    both    Partial^ 
there  was  less  hope  than  there  was  be* 
fore  that  some  agreement  might  be  ar- 
rived at  ?     Or  did  it  appear  that  th^re 
was  less  proepectof  agreeing^  to  a  Rr^dts- 
tribution  Bill  when  that  Rod istribution 
BiJl    had   been    introduced  ?      Or    was 
it    that    one     isolated     political     evefjt 
out-of-doors   80  changed  the   op" 
of    hon.     Members    opposite  —  [ 
oh  !  **  from   the    Op^oiirion'] — ^that    that 
which  they  seemed  to  approve  of  before 
was  not  approved  of  yesterday  f     I  call 
the   attention  of  the  House,    not  only 
to  the  speeches,  but  to  the  cheers  and 
the  demeanour  of  hon.  Members  op[>o- 
eite.      yLavghter.']     I   do   not  see  why 
hon.  Members  opposite  should  indulge 
in  merriment  at  that  suggestion,  and  I 
do  not  think  that  the  pait  I  have  taken 
with  regard  to  this  measure  should  dis- 
incline hon.  Members  opposite  to  liM^n 
to  my  observations.     If  I  now  venture 
to  address  hon.  Members  opposite,  I  have 
not  shrunk  from  speaking  frankly  to  my 
own  Friends ;   and  it  is  not  in  any  ^iril 
of  opposition,  but  it  is  because  I  feel 
certain  that  the  country  will  regret  the 
prospect  of  a  solution  of  this  questitin 
receding,  that  I  venture  to   make  this 
appeal.     I  do  trust  that  the  OonserVA* 
tive  Party  will  not  think  that  they  are 
serving  the  cause  they  have  at  b^-.^-f    ..^ 
that  they  will  strengthen  the  \  \ 

the  House  of  Lords,  or  that  Uxt^y  wiii 
promote  that  solution  which  they  so  much 
desire — namely,  the  speedy  intr    '  a 

of  a  Redistribution  Bill  —by  gi  \ 
to  any  feeling  which  may  arise  m  Uieir 
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minds  that  their  euooeas  at  an  isolated 
election  means  that  tho  country  endoraea 
the  position  whieli  they  have  taken 
up.  Supposing  f  hat  that  were  so — sup- 
posing that  that  election  had  been  fought 
on  the  ground  that  the  Lords  had  done 
right,  and  that  the  election  had  been 
won  on  that  ground— and^  indeed,  for 
my  part,  I  believe  there  was  much  force 
in  the  remark  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill),  that  the  action  of  the  House 
of  Lords  has  brought  the  question  of  re- 
distribution nearer  than  it  was  in  the 
last  days  of  August ;  that  we  are  now 
standing  in  a  ditferent  position  from 
what  we  were  then  j  and  that  wo  have  a 
greater  certainty  tliat  it  will  be  dealt 
with,  and  greater  guarantees,  and  more 
prospect  of  performance,  than  we  had 
before.  Nevertheless,  even  if  the  late 
election  expressed  that  opinion,  I  think 
distinctly  it  would  be  a  great  pity  if  the 
prospect  of  other  elections,  such  as  South 
Warwickshire,  wtre  to  change  in  any 
respect  the  conciliatory  attitude  which  I 
understood  the  Conservative  Party  to 
assume  on  Thursday  and  Friday  last.  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  position  of  the 
Government  has  been  thoroughly  and 
correctly  understood ;  but,  to  my  mind, 
their  position  is  this — not  that  they  in- 
vite the  opposite  Party,  as  has  been  repre- 
sented, to  introduce  or  sketch  a  Hedistri- 
bution  Bill  themselves,  but  that  the  Go- 
vern meet  are  prepared  at  the  very  earli- 
obt  date  to  introduce  their  Kedistribution 
Bill,  provided  they  only  have  some  in- 
dications — not  formal,  not  complete  in- 
dicatioDs,  but  some  indications  of  the 
attitude  which  the  other  side,  or,  rather, 
which  the  whole  House,  is  likely  to  take 
with  regard  to  these  proposals.  [  Cries 
0/  *•  Oh,  oh  I  "  and  **  What  are  they?**l 
I  will  tell  hon.  Members  what  they  are 
are.  They  are,  that  the  Eedistribution 
Bill  shall  not  bo  founded  simply  upon  the 
principle  of  population ;  that  in  the  Bo- 
dtfctribution  Bill  the  principle  of  com- 
munities as  against  hidividuals  shall  be 
maintained;  and  that  the  Eedistribution 
Bill  is  to  be  fair  and  just  as  between 
rural  and  urban  districts.  All  these  in- 
dications have  been  given  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  speaking  on  behalf  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government ;  but  tho 
House  has  had  no  indication,  the  coun- 
try has  had  no  indicatioa  whatever,  of 
the  attitude  which  will  be  taken  by  the 
Conservative  Party  with  regard  to  any 


one  of  these  great  principles,  and  so  I  un- 
derstand the  position  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  be,  that  they  invito  some 
indication  of  opinion,  being  convinced 
in  their  otrn  minds  that  they  are  going 
to  propose  a  Redistribution  Bill  which 
will  be  satisfactory  to  hon.  Members  op* 
posite.  I  am  afraid  that,  standing  in 
this  place,  it  is  incidental  to  political 
human  nature  to  express  oneself  with 
more  warmth  than  one  would  desire  j 
but  what  I  wish  to  suggest  to  hon. 
Members  opposite  is  simply  this — that 
they  should  return  to  the  frame  of  mind 
in  which  they  were  on  Thursday  or 
Friday  last.  \Oppo$ition  tau^hter,  and 
cfiia  of  **  No,  DO  !  ^*  from  hehw  th$  Iltnit' 
Urial  Oangtoay.^  I  r[uito  understand 
**  No,  no  !  **  coming  from  that  quarter, 
and  it  is  because  I  understand  it  so  well 
that  I  make  my  appeal  to  hon.  Mem* 
bers  opposite.  Why  have  hon.  Mem- 
bers apposite  wished,  and  why  have 
some  of  us  wished,  that  these  two  Bills 
should  be  carried  together  ?  Because 
they  consider,  and  I  agree  with  them, 
tliat  the  present  Parliamont  is  a  fit  Body 
to  deal  with  this  question  of  redistribu- 
tion, and  will  deal  with  it^  possibly,  in 
a  fairer  spirit  than  the  now  ©lectorato 
would  before  redistribution  has  taken 
place.  But  there  is  a  danger  that  13 
equal  to  that  danger,  and  that  is  this — 
that  we  should  now  embark  upon  a  con- 
troversy between  the  two  Parties  who, 
in  the  heat  of  an  election,  will  produce 
rival  schemes  of  redistribution.  For 
my  parti  I  think  that  the  whole  of  that 
subject  will  be  dealt  with  in  a  fairer 
spirit,  and  in  a  manner  much  more 
representative  of  the  true  interests  of 
the  country,  and  with  a  consideration 
for  all  sides,  if  it  is  done  by  a  friendly 
arrangement  after  the  manner  suggested 
by  the  Prime  Minister  through  the  action 
of  the  whole  House,  than  if  we  were  to 
go  to  the  country  with  each  side  making 
this  question  of  redistribution  one  of 
the  planks  in  its  political  platform,  and 
with  both  sides  bidding  against  each  other 
in  order  to  secure  popular,  and  even  de- 
mocratic, support  for  their  proposals.  I 
do  not  think  that  the  Conservative  Party 
will  6nd  that  their  views  will  be  sub- 
served by  such  a  course,  because  it 
appears  to  me  that  even  Conservatives 
will  go  much  further  in  the  heat  of  elec- 
tion, and  even  in  a  bye-election,  when 
they  publish  their  addreeses,  than  they 
will  do  when  they  are  sitting  in  this 
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House  and  carefully  considering  the 
question  like  statesmen.  On  the  sub- 
ject of  redistribution  Lord  Salisbury 
says  that  he  has  been  misrepresented 
when  it  is  said  that  he  has  adopted 
the  principle  of  population  as  the  basis 
of  representation.  In  his  article  in  The 
National  Review^  which  circulates  in 
clubs,  and  which  is  read  in  society,  he 
complains  that  any  reference  on  his  part 
to  the  four  rules  of  arithmetic  before 
popular  audiences  is  considered  as  show- 
ing that  he  is  in  favour  of  making  popu- 
lation the  basis  of  representation.  But, 
certainly,  if,  on  a  public  platform,  the 
noble  Lord  says  that  a  district  is  en- 
titled to  so  many  Members  in  propor- 
tion to  its  population,  it  is  highly 
probable  that  that  district  will  think 
that  that  means  business.  You  cannot 
dangle  these  arithmetical  problems 
before  an  excited  audience  without  their 
drawing  their  own  deductions  from  them, 
and  it  is  not  by  any  kind  of  explanations 
in  The  National  Review  that  the  efifect  of 
such  statements  will  be  diminished.  But 
the  moral  of  that  appears  to  be  that  we 
must  make  every  effort  to  deal  with  this 
question  of  redistribution  before  a  Gene- 
ral Election.  Hon.  Members  opposite 
will  see,  I  trust,  that  it  is  with  no  feeling 
against  them  that  I  make  these  remarks. 
I  believe  that  statesmanlike  and  gteady 
principles  will  be  more  likely  to  be  in- 
troduced into  the  Redistribution  Bill, 
which  I  trust  may  be— and,  indeed, 
which  must  be — introduced  within  the 
next  few  weeks.  [An  hon.  Member  :  The 
next  few  days.]  Very  well,  the  next 
few  days  —  [loud  Opposition  cheers'] — 
which  I  trust  will  be  introduced  within 
the  next  few  days,  after  the  invitation 
of  this  side  of  the  House  has  been  met, 
and  hon.  Members  opposite  have  some- 
what lifted  the  veil  with  regard  to  their 
views  concerning  redistribution,  which 
we,  on  this  side  of  the  House,  have  been 
unable  to  penetrate.  But  as  long  as 
hon.  Members  opposite  do  not  give  us 
the  slightest  indication  as  to  what  degree 
of  favour  the  sketch  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister  is  likely  to  be  met  by  with  among 
hon.  Members  on  that  side,  so  long  it  is 
difficult  and  almobt  impossible  for  Her 
Majesty *s  Government  to  produce  their 
Bill.  I  was  about  to  say  that  I  see  in  the 
very  language  the  Prime  Minister  has 
used  this  night  that  he  intends  to  reserve 
this  Session  for  the  question  of  redistri- 
bution as  well  as  of  the  franchise.   There 

Mr.  Ooschen 


were  words  carefully  chosen,  too,  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  which  indicated  the 
same  thing ;  and  I  implore  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  to  do  what  they  can  in 
order  that  that  which  they  themselvea 
have  hitherto  wished  may  be  brought 
about,  and  that  the  country  may  see 
that,  to  the  credit  of  this  Parliament^ 
we  are  able  to  carry  out  the  wishes  of 
the  people,  which  I  belieye  to  be  that 
both  these  great  questions  may  be  dealt 
with  forthwith.  By  doing  so  I  believe 
that  we  shall  best  vindicate  the  prac- 
tical character  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  that  we  shall  also  vindicate 
the  position  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
which  will  be  saved  from  an  agitation 
which  cannot  be  to  its  advantage ;  and, 
above  all,  it  will  be  possible  tranquilly 
and  quietly  to  consider  that  scheme 
upon  which  the  future  of  England  must 
depend,  and  which  we  ought  to  be  able 
to  consider  in  this  House  like  men  of 
business,  and  putting  the  interests  of  the 
public  above  the  interests  of  Party,  rather 
than  in  the  heat  and  turmoil  of  a  con- 
tested election.  In  that  spirit  we  might 
be  able  to  consider  that  scheme  of  redistri- 
bution which,  if  both  sides  would  only 
approach  each  other  and  pass  over  that 
small  interval  which  still  seems  to  sepa* 
rate  them,  I  believe  could  be  devised  to 
the  satisfaction  of  both  Parties  in  this 
House  and  to  the  great  advantage  of 
the  country. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS:  I  am  dis- 
posed to  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  the  expression  of  his  regret 
at  the  change  of  tone  which  was  per- 
ceptible in  the  debate  of  yesterday  ;  but 
I  think  that  it  is  necessary  to  make  this 
qualification— that  that  change  of  tone 
was  only  recognized  after  my  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
North  Lancashire  (Colonel  Stanley)  re- 
sumed his  seat.  There  was  no  change 
of  tone  m  his  speech,  which  was  mode- 
rate and  temperate  ;  the  change  of  tone 
was  only  perceptible  in  the  reply  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  and  in  what  I 
venture  to  call  the  hectoring  speech 
of  the  Home  Secretary.  If  there 
was  such  a  marked  change  of  tone  in 
the  speeches  we  heard  yesterday  from 
the  Treasury  Bench,  and  equally,  un- 
doubtedly, on  this  side,  the  House  and 
the  country  out-of-doors  must  place  their 
own  construction  upon  the  causes  of 
that  change.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  invited  us  to  recur  to  the  frame  of 
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mind  m  which  he  supposes  we  were  on 
Thursday  and  Friday  last.  I  wish  to 
give  the  right  hoti.  Geutlt^mnu  every 
e at isf action  in  my  power,  and  if  I  oould 
recur  to  the  frame  of  mind  in  which  I 
was  on  those  days  I  would  endeavour  to 
do  so  ;  but  the  fact  is  that  I  am  in 
exactly  the  same  frame  of  mind  now  as  I 
then  was,  I  am  quite  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand  what  the  right  hoa.  Gentle tnan 
means  when  he  says  that  not  only  the 
language  but  the  demeanour  of  the 
whole  Consei^^ative  Party  has  under- 
gone some  wonderful  change  since 
Thursday  and  Friday  last.  I  cannot 
enlighten  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as 
to  the  causes  of  a  fact  wliich  has  no  ex- 
istence. But  the  right  hon*  Gentleman 
proceeded  to  refer  to  three  possible 
causes  for  that  change  of  language  and 
demeanour.  The  first,  and,  as  I  assume 
in  his  opinion,  as  he  dwelt  the  longest 
upon  it,  the  most  important,  of  those 
causes  is  the  result  of  a  recent  contested 
election.  But  there  have  been  one  or 
two  contested  elections  lately ;  and  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the 
change  in  the  whole  demeanour  of  the 
Conservative  Party  of  the  House  is  pro- 
bably to  be  attributed  to  the  results  of  a 
single  bye-election,  I  feel  disposed  to 
aalr  him  to  which  bye-election  ho  refers, 
because,  if  I  am  right  in  ray  assumption 
that  the  change  of  tone'is  on  the  Minis- 
terial side  of  the  House  and  not  on  this, 
then  it  must  be  the  Scarborough  and 
not  the  South  Warwickshire  Election  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  refers. 
What  inducement  does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  hold  out  to  us  to  depnrt 
from  the  position  and  principle  which 
we  have  hitherto  inQexibly  maintained  ? 
The  right  hon.  Geatlomaa  eaya  if  you 
will  only  kindly  tell  the  Government 
what  your  general  scheme  of  redistri- 
bution is,  and,  more  than  that,  if  every 
section  of  this  House  will  kindly  tell 
the  Government  what  their  scheme  of 
redistribution  is,  then  he  has  little  doubt 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
forthwith  proceed  to  introduce  a  mea- 
Bure  which  will  satisfy  everybody  and  will 
discontent  nobody.  Was  ever  so  extra- 
ordinary a  proposition  submitted  to  the 
House  ?  Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  communicated  his  schomo  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  have  his 
hon.  Friends  who  sit  around  him — the 
highly  respectable,  but,  I  fear,  the  some- 
Lwhat   dioiimshing*    Whig  Party— com- 


municated to  Her  Majesty*s  Government 
what  scheme  will  find  favour  in  their 
eyes;  and  has  that  banded  phalanx  of 
the  enthusiastic  supporters  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  who  sit  below  the 
Gangway  on  this  side  of  the  House  com- 
municated to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment the  scheme  of  rGdiatribution  which 
they  will  support?  I  might  also  go 
through  every  Bench  below  the  Gang- 
way on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House,  and  ask  whether  the  hon.  Mem^ 
hers  who  sit  upou  them  have  told  the 
Government  what  their  scheme  of  re- 
distribution is  ?  No,  Sir;  the  appeal  is 
really  made  to  Her  Majesty's  Opposi- 
tion, and  to  Her  Majesty's  Opposition 
alone. 

"  *  Will  yon  walk  into  my  parlour  ?  *  sitid  the 
spider  to  the  fly," 

Now,  Sir,  had  it  not  been  for  the  rather 
lugubrious  tone  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  was  rather  disposed  to  congratu- 
late you,  and  the  House  at  large  upon  our 
impending  relief  from  the  vexations  and 
troubles  of  what  obviously,  feinco  the 
speeches  from  the  Government  Benches, 
is  about  to  be  a  ban-en  and  a  fruitless 
Session.  I  think  this  House  and  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  and  the 
country  ought  to  know  that,  while  on 
some  occasions  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
can  speak  in  honeyed  accents,  and  ap- 
pear to  be  in  the  most  amiable  of  minds, 
in  reality  they  intend  not  to  budge  one 
single  inch  from  the  position  they  have 
taken  up ;  and  that^  while  they  insist 
upon  this  isolated  measure  being  placed 
on  the  Statute  Book,  they  will  not  take 
this  House  nor  the  country  into  their 
confidence  as  to  the  corresponding  mea* 
sure  of  reconstruction  which  this  Bill 
renders  absolutely  necessary.  For  I 
must  contend  that  while  the  Government 
are  complimented  upon  the  simple  cha- 
racter of  this  Bill  and  upon  its  enfran- 
chising qualities,  there  is  another  as- 
pect and  another  character  of  it  to  which » 
I  think,  too  little  attention  has  been 
directed,  and  that  is  its  disfranchising 
influence.  This  is  a  Bill  in  reality — ^and  I 
am  not  sure, that  the  same  thing  was  not 
pointed  out  last  night  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Northumberland  (Mr.  A* 
Groy) — which  logically  and  practically 
destroys  the  existing  system  of  the  bo- 
rough representation  of  the  Three  King- 
doms ;  and  this  is  a  Bill  which  anni- 
hilates practically  the  existing  county 
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coDslituencies  of  the  Three  Kingdoms. 
It  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  this  Bill 
throws  down  the  Parliamentary  walls  of 
every  borough  which  does  not  contain  a 
population  of  above  60,000.     And  this 
Bill,  by  merging  those  towns  in  the  ad- 
jacent counties,  and  by  the  emancipation 
of  county  voters  by  its  other  provisions, 
does  substantially  disfranchise,  as  far  as 
political  power  is  concerned,  the  existing 
constituencies  of  the  counties.  "Well,  Sir, 
these  being  the  two  disfranchising  effects 
of  this  measure,  I  would  ask  what  are 
the  proposals  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  the  way  of  reconstruction?  What 
they   do  in  the  way  of    destruction  is 
patent  and    obvious.     What  they  are 
prepared  to  do  in  the  way  of  reconstruc- 
tion, I  say,  has  always  been,  and  still 
remains,   vague,  indefinite,  and  uncer- 
tain.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  resumed  hid  seat  has  told  us 
that  nothing  could  be  clearer  or  more 
definite  than  the  principles  of  reconstruc- 
tion laid  down   by  the  Prime  Minister. 
I  take  exception  to  that  statement  en- 
tirely.    I  should  say  that,  compared  with 
the  statements  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man last  Session,  those  which  we  heard 
with  respect  to  reconstruction  the  other 
night  are  still  more  vague  and  still  more 
indefinite.   Now,  let  me  take  one — and  I 
take  one  only — of  these  five  principles, 
as  I  think  the  right   hon.   Gentleman 
called    them — perhaps    some    will  call 
them  propositions,  some  perhaps — cer- 
tainly nobody  in  this  House — might  be 
tempted  to  call  them  Parliamentary  pla- 
titudes—but   whether   principles,    pro- 
positions, or  platitudes,  I  will  test  by 
one,  and  by  one  only,  what  they  really 
mean,  and  what  construction   anybody 
can  place  upon  them.     I  will  take  the 
fourth.     Last    Session    the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was,   I  thought,   clear  and 
distinct   on   the   subject  of  that  fourth 
proposition— the  proportional  represen- 
tation   between    the  Three  Kingdoms. 
Ireland  was  to  keep  the  whole  of  her 
present  representation ;  Scotland  was  to 
gain  new  Members;  and  England  was 
to    lose     Members    unless    Parliament 
should  agree  to  an  increase  of  Members 
of  this  House.    I  am  sure  some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen will  remember  the  sort  of  shudder 
which    passed    through     the    crowded 
Benches  when  it   was  proposed  to  in- 
crease the  numbers  who  were  to  sit  upon 
them.     This  Session  all  that  is  dropped. 
Now,  what  is  the  fourth  proposition  or 

Lord  John  Manners 


principle  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  P 
It  comes  in  these  words — 

**  Further,  and  to  this  I  attaoh  immenM  im- 
portance, it  must  be  equitable  and  liberal,  as 
between  the  great  divisionB  of  the  oountry ;  and 
in  speakinfir  of  these   great   divisions  I  have 


aToided  the  term  '  the  three  coontrieB  known 
in  the  Constitution/  because  it  is  not  unnatozal 
to  speak  of  the  four  countries,  England,  8coi> 
land,  Ireland,  and  Wales." 

That  is  the  sole  amount  or  item  of  in- 
formation which  we  have  had  commani- 
cated  to  us  by  the  right  hon.  Oentleman. 
Last  Session  Ireland  was  to  keep  all  her 
Members ;  this  Session  we  are  not  told  that. 
Last  Session  Scotland  was  to  gain  Mem- 
bers ;  this  Session  we  are  not  told  that. 
But  the  proposition,  like  all  other  pro- 
positions, is  regulated  by  a  qnaliiicatu>n ; 
and  the  qualification  in  this  proposition 
is  that  it  must  be  equitable  and  liberal, 
as  between  the  great  divisions   of  the 
country.     How  are  we  to  interpret  those 
two  epithets  ?    If  we  look   at  the  first 
epithet,  and  take  it  as  the  ruling  epithet 
of  the  sentence,  we  may  be  disposed  to 
think  that,  after  all,  Ireland  and  Wales 
probably   will  not  keep  their   present 
number  of  Members.    If,  on  the  other 
hand,  we  disregard  the  epithet  **  equit- 
able "  and  think  only  of  that  which  fol- 
lows,   **  liberal,"  the  Irish   Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  may  even  hope  for  a 
considerable  addition  to  their  number. 
And  60,  Sir,  throughout  all  the  divisions 
of  the  country.     Is  Wales   to  gain,   is 
Scotland  to    gain,  is  England  to  lose? 
This  will  all  be  regulated  by  those  two 
epithets    in    conjunction    '* equitable" 
and    **  liberal."    Now,     Sir,  when   we 
press  our  well-founded  demand — from 
which  in  principle  I  apprehend  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bipon 
(Mr.  Goschen)   does  not  dissent— that 
redistribution    should    accompany    this 
scheme  of  extension    of  the  franchise, 
what  are  the  answers  which  we  received 
in  the  course   of  yesterday  from  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers?    They  were  two- 
fold.    First  of  all,  that  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred,  the 
information    which  has    already    been 
vouchsafed  to  us,  and  with  which  we 
are  told  to  be  content,  that  no  more  will 
be  afforded  to  us  until  the   Franchise 
Bill  is  placed  upon  the  Statute  Book; 
and  the  other  is  an  answer  of  the  most 
extraordinary  character  I  think  I  ever 
remember  even  in  this  House.     We  are 
told  in  answer  to  our  demands—"  Oh 
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why  do  not  you  come  forward  and  tell  us 
what  you  wish  for?"  I  object  alto- 
gether to  either  of  these  answers  beiDg 
regarded  as  satisfactory,  I  have  already 
given  the  reason  why  I  think  the  in- 
foniiation  with  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  favoured  us  is  alto- 
gether illusory  and  insufficient ;  and  with 
respect  to  the  other  argument — the  only 
new  one  which  I  heard  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  yesterday — it  was  cer- 
tainly an  injudicious  one— the  argument 
of  fear.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  in  effect — '*  I  fear  if  we  do  not  first 
of  all  enrol  the  Franchise  Bill  on  the 
Statute  Book,  something  of  a  very  un- 
pleasant Parliamentary  character  may 
ensue,  and  this  House  of  Commons  may, 
in  my  greatest  need,  desert  me,  and  on 
some  question  connected  with  Egypt  or 
South  Africa  I  may  find  myself  in  a 
minority,  and  then  what  becomes  of  the 
Franchise  Bill  ?  Why,  it  would  be  in- 
trusted to  your  suspicious*  suspected,  un- 
friendly hands,  and  that  is  a  danger 
which  I  dare  not  face,'*  Now^  I  have 
always  had  a  high  opinion  of  the  courage 
of  the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman,  but  it 
would  seem  to  be  destroyed  by  himself  if 
til  is  argument  is  admitted*  But  I  would 
bid  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  take 
encouragement  from  the  recollection  of 
what  has  occurred  during  every  Session 
of  this  Parliament.  Cannot  he  rely,  after 
all  that  has  gone  hy,  on  the  unswerving 
fidelity  and  the  dauntless  resolution  of 
his  bands  of  serried  followers.  What 
amount,  I  should  like  to  knowi  of 
humihation,  or  disgrace,  or  calamity  is 
likely  to  sever  them  from  Lis  victorious 
car  ?  The  right  bou.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  passed  an  eulogium — 
a  very  well  deserved  eulogium — on  him- 
self for  the  impartiality  and  fairness  of 
Hs  conduct  on  this  and  all  other  ques- 
tions ;  but  unless  ray  memory  deceives 
me,  the  right  hon.  GoDtleman  himself, 
on  that  very  Egyptian  Question,  con- 
demned the  conduct  of  the  Government 
in  his  speech,  but  abstained  from  re- 
cording that  unfavourable  opinion  in 
the  Division  Lobby,  No,  Sir,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  may  address  his  fol- 
lowers in  a  classical  and  well-known 
quotation — 

*•  0  pftsai  graviora*  dabit  Deoa  hia  t^uoque 
flnem," 

But,  supposing — because  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   at  least    desires    that    the 
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House  of  Commons  should  suppose,  the 
position  he  has  placed  before  them  is,  at 
any  rate,  a  possible  one — suppose  the 
catastrophe  which  he  dreads  should 
occur,  and  he  should  find  himself  in  a 
minority  on  some  crucial  foreign  ques- 
tion— what  would  happen  ?  A  change 
of  Government  would  ensue.  Would 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or  anybody  on 
the  other  side  of  the  liouae  contend  for 
one  single  moment  that  any  Government 
which  could  be  formed  in  this  House  of 
Commons  could  remain  in  OflSee  a  week 
without  an  appeal  to  the  constituencies 
of  the  country  ?  Therefore,  it  is  not 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  dreads 
this  House,  not  that  he  dreads  his  sup- 
porters or  hia  opponents  here  j  but  what 
he  dreads  is  tbat  there  must  be  under 
those  circumstances  an  appeal  to  the 
country.  He  dreads  what  sort  of  answer 
the  country  would  have  to  give  even 
upon  this  question  of  the  Franchise  BilL 
I  will  not  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  trust  to  the  honour  of  his  political 
opponents.  Let  him  think  as  meanly 
and  as  poorly  of  us  as  he  pleases.  Let 
him  suppose  that  we  are  capable,  alter 
having  accepted  the  principle  of  the 
Franchise  Bill  on  the  condition  that  the 
measure  is  accompanied  by  a  full  scheme 
for  the  redistribution  of  seats — let  him 
suppose  that  even  after  that  we  are 
mean  enough  to  throw  over  the  whole 
subject  if  we  have  a  chance.  Let  htm 
think  all  that  if  he  pleases ;  but  what 
can  be  think-  of  the  country,  of  the 
constituencies,  without  whose  consent 
or  assent,  base  as  we  might  be, 
we  could  never  hope  to  perform  so 
extraordinary  a  feat  ?  Now,  I  will 
say  a  word  or  two  on  the  other 
branch  of  the  question  which  has  been 
put  before  us— namely,  thia  new  doctrine 
of  the  duty  of  the  Opposition  to  furnish 
the  Government  with  their  views  on  the 
question  of  redistribution.  It  is  the  first 
time  during  my  long  career  in  Parlia- 
ment that  I  have  heard  such  a  proposal 
made  to  an  Opposition.  I  am  quite 
certain  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  the  last  time  he  dealt  with  the 
question  of  Hefornx  never  invited  the 
Opposition  to  favour  him  with  their 
views  on  redistribution.  At  first,  it  is 
true,  he  was  a  little  h\iy  of  introducing 
his  Eediatribution  Bill ;  but  after  awhile 
his  repugnance  was  conquered,  and  lie 
placed  before  the  House  his  scheme  of 
redistribution,  as  well  as  the  scheme  for 
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tli0  extension  of  the  franchise.  The 
present  proposal  is  a  complete  and  en- 
tire novelty,  not  likely  to  lead  to  satis- 
faotory  results,  or  to  the  due  discharge 
of  the  Ministerial  responsibilitiea  of  the 
Government.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  sincerely  auxioua — and  I  do  not 
for  a  moment  doubt  hie  sincerity  in  the 
matter^to  obtain  the  support  of  a  large 
fiecti«>n  of  the  House  for  the  scheme  of 
redistribution  to  which  he  has  given  his 
assent,  he  must  wait  for  the  exposition 
of  that  approbation  until  the  proper 
time  and  opportuuity  have  arrived,  and 
that  will  be  when  he  submits  his  scheme  on 
his  own  Ministerial  responBihility  to  the 
attention  of  Parliament.  This  is  no  new 
view  of  mine.  If  hon.  Members  will 
turn  to  the  interesting  work  with  which 
many  of  them  are  doubtless  by  this  time 
familiar — namely,  The  Memoirs  of  Mr. 
Cr^ker^  they  will  find  in  it  a  very 
admirable  letter  written  by  Sir  Robert 
Peel  on  this  question.  Somebody,  it 
appears,  in  1831,  had  made  that  sort  of 
communication  to  Sir  Robert  Peel  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Ripon  has  made  to  us  to-night,  and 
suggested  that  it  would  be  a  very  good 
thing  if  Sir  Robert  Peel  would  indicate 
in  a  friendly  sort  of  way  his  view  of  Re- 
form to  the  Government  of  the  day,  aod 
this  is  what  Sir  Robert  Peel  said  in  an- 
swer— 

**  My  fixed  determination  ia  to  keep  mye«lf 
wholly  unfettered  iu  regard  to  any  measure  of 
K^form  hroDght  forward  by  the  Government, 
and  to  declin*  all  communication,  direot  or  in- 
direct, with  the  Government  of  the  day/' 

I  think  that  Sir  Robert  Peel  expressed 
in  this  sentence  tersely  and  well  the  true 
Constitutional  position  which  Leaders  of 
the  Opposition  should  assume  towards 
the  Government  of  the  day.  The  Go- 
vernment have  deliberately,  persistently, 
and  for  their  own  purposes,  tried  to 
divorce  franchise  from  redistribution. 
They  maintain  that  position ;  and,  so 
long  as  they  maintain  it,  it  will  be  im- 
possible for  us  to  communicate^  publicly 
or  privately,  with  them  on  the  sub- 
ject of  redistribution  of  seats.  When 
the  Government  show  a  disposition  to 
qualify  that  position  the  whole  condition 
of  affairs  will  be  immediately  changed, 
But»  after  the  speeches  which  we  heard 
last  night,  I  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ripon  we 
must  reconcile  ourselves  as  best  we  can 
to  the  impending  strife  of  tongues  whioh 
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is  apparently  before  us,  and  we  muat  di 
in  our  respective  spheres  the  best  we  can 
to  maintain  and  promote  those  prin- 
ciples which,  on  one  side  of  the  House  or 
the  other,  we  have  been  sent  here  to 
maintain.  For  myself.  I  can  only 
that  every  debate  which  has  taken  pi 
on  this  subject,  every  meetiDg  which 
have  had  the  opportunity  of  attending 
nay,  that  even  the  general  result  of 
descent  by  the  Pi-ime  Minister  and  his 
Colleagues  into  the  streets  during  the 
autumn,  have,  in  my  opinion,  confirmed 
the  wisdom,  the  prudence,  and  the 
patriotism  of  the  course  which  the  Con- 
stitutional Party  in  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament and  in  the  country  have  adopted 
and  maintained.  That  being  tlie  at 
of  the  case  as  it  presents  itaeli  to 
minds,  we  shall,  when  the  Queetion 
put,  say  **No  *'  to  the  third  reading  of 
the  Bill,  animated  by  the  conviction  that 
in  so  doing  we  shall  be  simply  dis- 
charging our  plain  and  bounden  duty 
to  the  constituencies,  the  country,  ana. 
the  Constitution. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  do  not 
for  the  purpose  of  endeavouring  to  an- 
swer the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
John  Manners)  in  the  spirit  in  which  "^ 
has  been  conceived  and  delivered, 
the  contrary,  I  shall  endeavour  to 
to  it  in  a  tone  as  far  removed  froai 
as  I  can  possibly  make  it;  for  what, 
Sir»  is  the  speech  that  we  have  heard 
Irom  the  noble  Lord  ?  It  is  a  speech 
which  introduced  with  g^at  ability 
every  combative  element  and  considera 
tion  into  this  debate  which  could  tea 
to  render  it  impossible  that  anythi 
hut  a  great  Constitutional  crisis  eho 
ensue.  To  widen  a  breach,  to  insure 
conflict,  to  extinguxi^h  hopes  that  mighl 
yet  remain  of  reasonable  accommodation, 
I  admit  there  is  no  man  so  well  qualified 
aa  the  noble  Lord.  What  is  the  real 
upshot  of  the  speech  which  we  have 
just  heard ?  It  is  to  convey  to  the  mind 
of  the  House  that  it  is  idle  to  think 
aiming  at  any  union  of  minds  and  spi 
in  the  settlement  of  this  great  qu« 
and  that  an  accommodation  is  im^ 
hie ;  and,  as  if  that  were  not  enough, 
every  word  of  that  speech  has  been 
rectly  addressed  to  the  purpose  of 
dering  accommodation  impossible.  No' 
I  shall  not  deal  with  the  parts  of  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  which  m 
properly  be  called  combative,  for  th 
is  something  mors  important  at  Ui 
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to-niglit  til  an  drawing  cheers  from  those 
who  ait  upon  the  Beacbes  of  this  Hoiiae. 
There  are  greater  issues  even  than  the 
Motioa  which  you,  Sir,  have  proposed 
from  the  Ohair»  and  the  thought  which 
weighs  and  presses  upon  my  mind  is, 
who  is  to  be  responsible  for  events  that 
may  possibly  happen?  So  far,  Sir,  as 
I  am  concerned,  and  I  think  I  may  say 
fio  far  aa  mj  Colleagues  are  concerned, 
we  do  not  covet  any  share  in  that  re- 
Bponsibility ;  and  ray  duty,  therefore,  is 
to  avoid  all  topics  which,  if  I  were  to 
handle,  I  could  only  handle,  or  might 
be  tempted  to  handle,  in  the  spirit  and 
the  manner  of  the  noble  Lord.  I  come, 
then,  to  those  portions  of  bis  speech 
which  refer  to  the  course  of  actual  events, 
and  I  wish  to  see  how  far  the  noble  Ijord 
has  made  good  his  main  contentions  in 
those  portions  of  his  speech.  He  said 
that  there  had  been  a  change  in  the  tone 
and  temper  of  the  House  since  Thursday 
and  Friday  last,  and  he  regretted  that  he 
could  not  replace  himself  in  the  frame  of 
mind  in  which  he  wa<i  upon  those  days. 

LoBB  JOHN  MA.NNERS :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  entirely  misunder- 
Btood  what  I  said,  which  was,  that  I 
could  not  put  myself  back  into  that 
frame  of  mind  because  I  had  never 
€ome  out  of  it. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  I  am  afraid  I  have  an  addi- 
tional  cause  for  regret,  because  I  did 
hope  until  I  heard  that  exjdanation  of 
the  noble  Lord — which,  nevertheless, 
I  must  thank  him  for — I  did  hope 
that  on  Friday  last  ho  had  for  once 
been  in  a  paci^c  frame  of  mind,  and 
that  the  passing  state  had  been  so  short- 
lived. Then  I  will  not  refer  to  what  the 
noble  Lord  has  told  me  of  his  frame  of 
mind  on  Friday  last,  I  can  only  condole 
with  him  on  many  subjects  of  misgiving 
and  pain  which  that  evening,  I  am 
afraid,  suggested  to  him,  and  very  much 
regret  that  he  is  still  so  faithful  to  ideas 
of  a  ditferent  order.  But  the  noble 
Lord  says  there  was  a  change  of  tone 
in  the  speeches  made  last  nigbt,  but 
that  change  of  tone  never  began  till 
after  the  speech  of  tbe  rigbt  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  (Colonel  Stanley)  in 
moving  his  Amendment.  Was  the  noble 
Lord  in  his  place  last  night  ?  Did 
he  hear  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  North  Lincolnshire  ^Mr.  J, 
Lowther)  ?  la  he  not  aware  that  in 
that  epeech,  proceeding  from  the  right 


hon.  Gentleman  who  sits  in  common 
cause  and  common  council  with  the 
other  Gentlemen  on  that  Bench,  th© 
change  of  tone  to  which  we  refer  was 
more  conspicuous  —  if  I  may  say  so, 
more  violent — than  in  any  speech  which 
followed?  What  does  the  noble  Lord 
mean,  then,  when  he  says  that  this 
change  of  tone  began  with  speeches 
from  the  Treasury  Bench?  Why,  Sir, 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  North  Lin- 
colnshire (Mr.  J,  Lowther)  not  only  gave 
no  indications  agreeable  to  the  general 
tone  of  his  speeches  in  this  House,  but 
he  actually  undertook  upon  his  own  re- 
sponsibility to  efface  and  destroy  the 
effect  of  the  remarkable  declaration  that 
had  been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  now  wt- 
tiog  near  him,  on  the  subject  of  proceed- 
ing in  this  matter  by  Resolution;  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whose  pre- 
sence would  have  been  invaluable  on 
that  occasion,  was,  either  inconveniently 
or  otherwise,  absent  from  the  House 

8iB  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  was  un- 
derstood to  say  that  he  had  been  present, 

Kb*  GLADSTONE:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  in  the  House.  His 
absence  was  referred  to  at  the  time.  He 
was  not  present  in  the  body.  He  was 
not  visible  to  our  eyes.  I  shall  have 
more  to  say  on  the  subject  of  that  de- 
claration to  which  I  have  referred.  The 
noble  Lord,  declaring  that  this  change 
of  tone  proceeded  from  the  Treasury 
BoDch,  has  carefully  avoided  all  verifi- 
cation of  his  assertion.  He  has  not  re- 
ferred to  a  single  statement,  a  single 
phrase,  that  was  used  from  this  Bench. 
He  has  conveniently  overlooked  the  fact 
that  more  than  once  in  the  course  of  my 
remarks,  while  lamenting  the  change  of 
lone  that  had  been  perceptible,  I  stated 
that,  with  regard  to  the  conciliatory  ex- 
pressions that  had  been  used,  neither  I 
nor  my  Colleagues  receded  from  one 
syllable  of  them.  And  it  is  after  that 
that  the  noble  Lord  puts  out  of  view  th© 
speech  of  his  own  Friend  and  Colleague, 
and  tells  me  that  the  change  of  tone  waa 
in  speeches  from  the  Treasury  Bench.  I 
do  not  deal,  like  the  noble  Lord,  in  those 
general  accusations  which  are  so  easy  to 
throw  out  against  opponents,  because, 
from  their  general  character,  they  do 
not  admit  of  confutation  by  reference  to 
particulai-s.  But  the  whole  purpose  of 
my  speech  last  night  was  to  point  out — 
and  to  point  out  with  deep  regret — the 
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change  of  tone  which  had  tak©n  place 
in  the  spoeches  and  in  the  sentiments  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  The  noble  Lord 
haSt  no  douht,  jfone  carefully  over  the 
debate  of  yesterday,  and  haa  found  him- 
self unable  to  cite  from  my  own  deola- 
rations»  or  any  declarations  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  aoy  one  propoeition  iodi- 
cating  this  change  of  tone.  [An  hon. 
Member  :  Friday  night]  Well,  I  shall 
go  back  to  Friday  right,  and  to  our 
position  as  taken  on  Friday  night.  The 
noble  Lord  says  that  it  is  impossible 
that  there  can  be  any  communioationa, 
publicly  or  privately,  between  the  lead- 
ing Members  of  ditferent  Parties  on  this 
subject.  Did  the  noble  Lord  make  that 
declaration  for  hira«elf  ?  I  am  afraid 
not.  The  noble  Lord  is  well  able  to 
enter  into  the  debates  of  this  House 
without  any  premeditation ;  but  the 
speech  he  has  made  to-night  bears,  un- 
happily, too  many  marks  of  premedita- 
tion, espeeially  considering  that  a  very 
large  part  of  it  consisted  in  the  treat- 
ment in  detail  of  the  substance  of  yes* 
terday's  debate.  The  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord,  therefore,  does  not  permit  me  to 
believe  that  the  main  propositions  he 
has  delivered  are  the  oifspring  of  the 
thought  of  the  moment  alone.  He  lays 
down  that  there  can  be  no  communica- 
tions on  the  subject,  publicly  or  pri- 
vately,  between  the  leading  Members  of 
Parties.  He  refers  to  the  case  of  Sir 
Kobert  Peel.  I  am  glad  to  hoar  the 
example  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  quoted  in 
this  matter  from  those  Benches,  But 
the  misfortune  is  that  when  they  quote 
it  they  totally  misunderstand  and  mis- 
apply it.  The  noble  Lord  is  now  citing 
8tr  Hobert  Peel  as  his  example  and  jua- 
tification  on  this  subject  of  Parliamentary 
Beform,  especially  of  redistribution;  and 
Sir  Robert  Peel  did  decline  those  com- 
munications. But  why?  He  declined 
them  because  he  was  opposed  to  Parlia* 
mentary  Reform.  He  declined  them 
because  he  was  determined  to  be  re- 
sponsible for  no  plan  of  Parliamentary 
Reform.  May  I  refer  to  the  consequences 
of  his  declining  them  ?  Are  those  con- 
sequences so  very  satisfactory  and  so 
very  inviting  to  the  noble  Lord  ?  What 
happened  in  consequence  f  The  passing 
of  the  Reform  Act  and  the  utter  humilia- 
tion of  the  House  of  Lords.  That  was  the 
nnfortunate  consequence  of  the  course 
Sir  Robert  Peel  took  on  that  occasion ; 
but  his  course  was  honourable,  manly, 
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and  consistent.     Being  opposed 
form,  being  determined  to  be  resp' 
for  no  measure  of  Reform,  and 
that  be  could  not  disarm  that  question 
what  bethought  its  danger,  he  natural] 
and  properly  said — **  I  will  have  no  coi 
munioationsj  but  will  reserve  my  o 
absolute  freedom  on  a  subject  of  thi 
nature/*     Is  that  example  applicable  to 
the  noble  Lord  ?    Does  the  noble  Lord 
love  Reform  as  much  as  we  do  ?     Is  ho 
anxious  beyond  anything  for  the  redis- 
tribution of  seats,  that  even  the  double 
distilled  poison  of  the   Franchise   Bi 
may  be  diluted  possibly  by  virtu©  of 
Redistribution   Bill,    and  embrace  tl 
also?     To   make  the  reference   appj 
cable,  Sir  Robert   Peel   ought   to  h 
been  saying — **  I  agree  with  you  in  jour 
objects,  I  am  as  ready  as  you  are  to  pass 
a  Reform  Bill,  I  wish  to  consider  in  a 
fair  and  candii  spirit  every  object  whi 
I  conceive  to  be  of  doubtful  advanta^, 
but  I  will  hold  no  oommunieations  witf 
you,"     If  the   noble  Lord   could   have 
cited  Sir  Robert  Peel  as  saying  that 
admit  his  citation   would  have  been 
point ;  but  instead  of  that  he   has  only 
shown  how  entirely  out  of  application  is 
the  language  which  he  held.     It  is  ne 
cessary,  in  resorting  to  that  kind  of  ar 
gument,  to  make  use  of  liberal  exagj 
ration.     How  did  the  noble  Lord  trei 
the  point  when  he  came  to  say  that  we 
liad  invited  the  expression  of  opiDioaK 
He  said — **  Has  everybody  given  his  o 
nion  to  the  Government  ?    Has  the  rig 
hon.  Member  for  Ripon  (Mr.  Goschen' 
given  his  opinion  to  the  Government 
Have    the   Gentlemen   on  this   Bene 
have  the   Gentlemen   on   that  Bench 
Have  you  gone   round  the   House 
every  section  and  demanded  this  expi 
sion  of  opinion  ?  **   The  noble  I^ord  pa' 
me  sufficient   respect   not   to    pay 
slightest  regard  to  the  declarations  madJ 
by  me  on  the  part  of  the  Government.  I 
have  declaredj  in  the  most  explicit  terms, 
that,  so  far  as  the  great  majority  ol  t 
House  is  concerned,  we  were  atouo  wi 
them — that  we  felt  perfectly  confident 
to  the  principles  of  the  measure  of  red 
tribution^  that  it  will  meet  their  oheerfi 
approval  and  assent.     There  is  no  qu 
tioaof  referring  to  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
or  to  any  Gentleman  connected  with  t 
majority  of  the  House,  upon  the  subject 
the  franchise  and  redistribution.  But 
did  undoubtedly  invite  oommunteatio: 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and 
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appears  in  the  view  of  the  noble  Lord  a 
great  offencei  and  he  repudiates  it  alto- 
gether,  and  says — -**It  is  ioapossible  to 
have  these  commauications,  publicly  or 
privately."  If  that  be  so,  recollect  how 
we  stand.  Our  own  course  ia  this— to 
pass  the  Franchise  Bill,  and  then  be 
secure  of  a  fair  unobstructive  treatment 
of  the  Redistribution  Bill.  That  is  our 
plan  of  proceedings.  But  of  that  plan 
you  complain,  and  make  use  of  the 
power  which  by  sympathy  you  enjoy 
**  elsewhere/'  I  do  not  say  you  threaten— 
you  give  warning — that  the  controversy 
shall  continue,  and  you  are  ready  to  rit«k 
the  consequences.  Well,  8ir,  under 
these  circumstances,  what  we  have  sought 
is  to  consider  whether  we  could  depart 
from  our  own  plan  and  meet  your  views, 
and  instead  of  seeking  to  give  eflect  to 
our  own  political  principles  and  desires 
we  are  askingforcommunicationof  your 
ideas.  That  is  our  actually  pacific  in- 
tention, and  for  that  pacific  intention 
the  language  of  denunciation  has  been 
liburally  bestowed  upon  us  by  the 
noble  Lord.  But  the  question,  after  all, 
is,  Where  lay  the  change  of  tone  that 
has  unfortunately  cropped  up  ?  What 
happened  on  Friday  night  of  a  material 
oharacter,  and  how  far  have  the  material 
occurrences  of  that  night  been  altered  ? 
The  first  thing  that  happened  on  Friday 
night  that  was  material  was  the  speech 
of  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Cross).  The  late  Home  Secretary  did 
not  hold  this  language  at  all^of  the  im- 
propriety and  impossibility  of  commimi- 
cations  between  Parties  with  a  view  to 
an  agreement.  If  I  understood  the  ge- 
neral spirit  of  that  speech,  on  the  con- 
trary, it  was  an  encouragement  to  free 
communication.  I  do  not  presume  to 
dwell  upon  the  interpretation  of  the 
speech,  but  I  do  recollect  one  portion  of 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  it  does  not  rest  in  my  memory  alone^ 
because  it  was  specifically  noticed  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  who  followed 
him  in  the  debate.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  expressed  his  desire  that 
an  accommodation  should  be  arrived  at, 
and  his  belief  that  It  might  easily  be  arrived 
at,  he  went  on  to  say — I  think  he  said 
very  modestly — that  it  was  not  for  him 
to  determine  on  the  form  of  proceeding ; 
but  it  might  be  by  Bill  or  it  might  be  by 
Bedolutions,  and  the  choice  between  them 


was  a  question  on  which  he  did  not  think 
it  his  duty  to  enter.  Well,  Sir,  that  waa 
a  most  conciliatory  declaration  on  the 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It 
was  noticed  as  such  by  ray  right  hon. 
Friend  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
But  what  happened  last  night  ?  Why, 
in  the  absence  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  right  hon.  Member  for 
North  Lincolnshire  (Mr,  J.  Lowther) 
took  into  his  own  hands  the  entire  respon- 
sibility for  the  late  Home  Secretary, 
just  as  if  the  late  Home  Secretary  had 
been  his  ward,  and  the  right  hon* 
Member  his  guardian.  What  did  these 
words  mean,  or,  rather,  did  they  mean 
anything  at  all?  What  between  pos- 
sible defects  of  statement  and  total  de- 
fect of  apprehension  and  understanding 
on  the  other  side,  they  were  words 
which  might  never  have  been  spoken  at 
alL  But  if  the  authority  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  North  Lincolnshire  is  open 
to  some  question — although,  from  the 
seat  he  occupies  and  the  tone  he  gene* 
rally  assumes  in  this  House,  I  do  not 
see  how  it  can  be  questioned — we  have 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote).  How  did  he  en- 
deavour to  get  rid  of  this  reference  to 
"  Resolution  ?*'  By  saying  that  it  was 
an  obiter  diettim^  and  that  an  obiter  dictum 
— he  could  not  very  well  say  it  was 
equal  to  nothing  at  all,  but  he  brought 
it  as  nearly  as  possible  to  obiter  dtetum. 
I  apprehend  that  obiter  dictum  is  essen- 
tially and  by  the  very  meaning  of  the 
phrase  something  that  has  nothing  to 
do  with  the  issue  that  is  directly  before 
you.  Bat  this  had  to  do — it  was  an 
essential  part  of  the  issue  before  us.  It 
was  a  question  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
this  desire  for  accommodation  was  to  be 
brought  about  upon  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gave  his  obiUr  dictum* 
It  was  a  judicial  utterance  directly  per- 
taining to  the  mode  of  dealing  with  thia 
great  issue  between  us,  proceeding  from 
Gentlemen  in  authority,  and  couched  in 
such  a  manner  that  we  had  a  right  to 
treat  it  as  a  serious  declaration,  an  im- 
portant declaration  coming  from  a  very 
weighty  and  leading  Member  of  the 
Party,  and  distinctly  conceived  in  the 
interests  of  peace.  Was  there  no  change 
of  tone  in  the  speeches  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  when  this  most  important 
and  conciliatory  declaration  was  described 
and  accentuated  by  the  Leader  of  tho 
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'Baxty  as  ohiftr  dictum  f  But  that  was 
not  the 'only  point.  No  complaint  bad 
been  made,  as  far  as  I  remember,  from 
this  Bench  of  the  insufficiency  of  the 
declarations  from  the  opposite  Bench  or 
from  the  Leaders  of  the  opjjosito  Party 
with  regard  to  the  principles  of  redistri- 
bution. I  am  not  aware  that  euch  com- 
plaint was  made — certainly  not  by  my- 
self, and  certainly  not  by  either  of  those 
two  Colleagues  I  see  beside  me  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington  and  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke)  who  took  part  in  the  de- 
bate. But  what  I  did  presume  to  ob- 
serve was,  that  the  declarations  of  the 
minority  of  the  House  were  la  contra- 
diction with  one  another  upon  this  sub- 
ject ;  and  when  I  said  that  the  right 
hon.  Gj-entleman  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  called  across  the  House  '*  How  ?'' 
I  then  pointed  out  that  he  himself  had 
given  an  encouraging  and  sympathetic 
response  to  an  invitation  of  uij  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Rip  on  (Mr. 
Goschen)  in  favour  of  a  particular  form 
lor  the  measure  of  redistribution — a 
most  encouraging  and  sympathetic  re- 
sponse ;  but  that  form  was  initiatory, 
and  if  there  had  been  a  disposition  to 
peace  it  would  have  been  so  recognized 
and  so  treated.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
referred  to  a  Bill  which,  in  giving  great 
scope  to  the  principle  of  population , 
was  to  have  that  principle  limited  and 
its  application  varied  by  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  number  of  other  elements,  I 
said  that  was  one  form  and  one  possible 
idea  of  a  Eedistribution  BilL  But  we 
also  had  another  declaration  from  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Baudolph  Churchill),  and  that  de- 
claration, in  apparent  coincidence  both 
with  previous  declarations  of  his  own 
elsewhere  and  of  declarations  made  by 
Lord  Salisbury,  on  the  contrary,  pointed^ 
not  to  varied  and  diversified  construc- 
tion, but  to  the  application  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  population  only,  qualified  to  a 
certain  extent,  as  far  as  the  noble  Lord 
was  concerned,  by  a  division  of  rural 
and  urban  constituencies  and  pursuits. 
Then,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
asked  ''How?"  I  said — **  We  are  anxious 
to  know  the  general  tone  and  tendency 
of  your  views ;  but  they  have  been  laid 
before  us  in  terms  which  are  contradic- 
tory and  incompatible.**  I  endeavoured 
— as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  asked 
me — to  explain  my  meaning.  I  endea- 
voured to  get   at   the  meaning  of  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  asked  him 
whether  he  adopted  the  declarations  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood-^. 
stock  as  to  the  scheme  of  redistribution ! 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  main*] 
tained  a  persistent  silence.  I  again  ^ 
challenged  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
reconcile  these  indications,  both  uf  them 
rather  authoritative  and  both  g'iven  us 
from  the  Opposition,  I  .said  thoy  ftp- 
pear  ed  to  me  to  be  contradictory,  and  I 
requested  him  to  reconcile  them  and 
show  what  their  real  meaning  was.  The 
right  hon. Gentleman  deliberately  avoided 
any  attempt  to  reconcile,  and  he  resorted 
to  what  I  must  call  a  mere  Parlia- 
mentary shift^ — well  known  in  Parlia- 
mentary warfare— that  of  saying  that  I 
had  asked  him  to  lay  a  Bill,  forsoothf 
before  us,  I  had  asked  nothing  of  the 
kind,  I  had  not  stated  that  either  the  one 
declaration  or  the  other  was  instiflBcient, 
but  I  had  stated  that  the  declarations  were 
incompatible.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knew  that  they  were  incompatible,  and, 
therefore,  he  would  not,  or  at  least  hs 
did  not  J  attempt  to  reconcile  them  when 
he  had  the  opportunity  afforded  bim  and 
almost  forced  upon  him.  This  is  the 
change  of  tone  that  has  taken  place.  W»i 
can  get  nothing  in  the  sense  of  tiie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South* 
West  Lancashire;  but  I  hope*  if  hd 
speaks  to-night,  he  will  speak  in  bis  own 
sense  and  not  in  that  of  somebody  else. 
We  can  get  nothing  to  give  unity  or  in- 
telligibility to  the  two  very  different 
utterances  which  have  taken  place  on 
the  subject  of  redistribution.  That  is 
the  change  of  ton©  that  has  taken  place. 
We  are  not  a  whit  less  desirous  than  we 
were  on  Friday,  or  any  other  day,  of 
making  use  of  any  opecing  that  im 
afforded  us.  Is  it  improper  to  hold  lan- 
guage of  this  kind?  No  doubt,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knew,  when  va 
were  dealing  with  the  Franchise  Bill  the 
Members  of  the  Opposition  were  suffi- 
ciently free  in  reproaching  us  v 
vigour  and  severity  in  refusing  . 
ments.  We  stood  on  a  question  of  prin- 
ciple. We  knew  that  the  differences 
between  them  and  us  on  the  franchise 
were  very  wide,  and  the  noble  Lord's 
(Lord  John  Manner* s)  speech  is  the  last 
evidence  we  have  had  how  wide  and  how 
deep  thoy  are»  We  koew  that  on  the 
Franchise  Bill  we  could  have  no  com- 
munications of  that  kind ;  but  I  Aay 
that  where  you  have  no  reasoii  to  know 
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that  there  is  a  difference  of  principle, 
where  jou  are  desirous  upon  a  measure 
of  complex  etructure  to  put  the  House,  if 
you  caD|  in  the  way  of  an  easy  and  effec- 
tual solution,  there  is  nothing  more 
perfectly  warrantable,  there  is  notbing 
more  honourable  tlian  an  open  invita- 
tion given  to  Gentlemen  in  this  House  to 
afford  those  indications  which  might  en- 
able us  to  judge  whether,  by  some  de- 
viation from  the  rules  and  provisions  wo 
are  ourselves  ready  to  adopt,  we  can 
procure  that  harmony  which  is  admitted 
to  be  80  desirable,  and  on  the  attainment 
of  which  we  are  averting  a  serious  crisis, 
Now,  I  hope  I  have  shown  that  the 
change  of  tone  of  which  I  have  spoken 
has  not  proceeded  from  this  side  of  the 
House  J  and  the  noble  Lord,  notwith- 
standing the  loud  and  imposing  tone  of 
his  speech,  baa  not  cited  one  word  in 
order  to  sustain  his  very  broad  and  per- 
fectly gratuitous  allegations.  I  think, 
on  my  side,  I  have  pointed  out  the 
changed  tone,  I  have  pointed  out  the 
difference  between  the  reference  to  the 
Eesolutions  on  Friday,  and  the  speeches 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Lincolnshire,  and  the  doctrine 
of  ohiUr  dictum  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Devon, 
and  I  have  pointed  out  that  the  object  in 
view  of  declaring  the  difference  which 
we  see  in  the  two  schemes  of  redistribu- 
tion, or  the  two  tendencies  of  redistri- 
bution that  have  been  declared,  was  not 
polemical.  The  object  was  to  procure 
some  reconciliation  of  those  schemes,  so 
that  when  that  reconciliation  had  been 
effected  we  might  have  given  full  force 
and  effect  to  it  in  determining  our  own 
proceedings*  It  is  all  very  well  to  say 
— ** Produce  your  Hedistribution  Bill; 
it  shall  have  a  fair  trial/'  Well,  I  sup- 
pose you  think  you  gave  the  Franchise 
Bill  a  fair  trial  last  Session.  It  had ! 
The  Franchise  Bill,  with  its  simplicity 
of  enactments  and  25  nights  of  debate, 
the  noble  Lord  says,  had  a  fair  trial,  I 
am  not  making  it  a  matter  of  reproach ; 
I  am  endeavouring  to  get  at  the  facts, 
and  it  is  that  kind  of  reception  they  gave 
to  the  Franchise  Bill  that  they  are  now 
BO  kind  as  to  promise  to  the  Redistribu- 
tion Bill.  I  am  not  aware  that  we  have 
anything  to  qualify  or  anything  to  re- 
tract in  the  debates  last  week,  or  in  the 
debate  of  this  week.  I  have  not  now 
said  a  word  averse  to  accommodation. 
I  have  explained  and  joetided  the  fact 


that  it  is  honourable,  Parliamentary, 
within  our  history  and  our  precedents, 
and  within  the  dictates  of  reason,  when 
3'ou  have  no  right  to  charge  upon  your 
opponents  a  vital  difference  of  principle, 
to  invite  communications  with  a  view  to 
a  moro  easy  and  effectual  agreement,  I 
will  invite  them  again,  in  spite  of  what 
the  noble  Lord  has  said.  If  they  fail 
they  shall  not  fail  through  our  fault.  If 
we  are  not  to  have  peace,  at  any  rate  we 
will  leave  behind  us  some  record  that 
we  sought  peace — and  we  esteem  that 
record  of  hai^ng  sought  peace,  with  a 
view  to  the  general  interests  of  the 
country,  much  more  highly  than  the 
boasts  of  our  own  consistency,  or  appeals 
to  the  heated  sentiments  of  political  con- 
troversy. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  I 
should  not  have  interfered  in  the  debate 
to-night  had  it  not  been  that  my  former 
speech  has  been  alluded  to  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister.  I 
cannot  help  thinking  he  has  somewhat 
forgotten  what  took  place  last  Session, 
because  he  has  taunted  my  noble  Friend 
(Lord  John  Manners)  with  saying  that 
bethought  the  Franchise  Bill  last  Session 
was  fairly  and  properly  discussed. 

Mr.  GLilDSTONE :  What  I  said  wai 
in  answer  to  the  noble  Lord. 

Sia  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  have 
entirely  forgotten  one  of  the  many  causes 
why  those  debates  on  the  Franchise  Bill 
were  so  long  as  they  were.  It  was  be- 
cause of  the  positive  refusal  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  accept  the  Amendment  of 
my  noble  Friend— namely,  that  these 
two  Bills  should  be  taken  together.  If 
the  Government  had  assented  to  that 
principle,  in  one  form  or  another— that 
one  Bill  should  have  been  accompanied 
by  the  other — none  of  those  de bates 
would  have  taken  place  on  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  or  on  the 
Amendment  of  my  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (Colonel  Stanley)  in  Committee. 
I  listened  to  the  speeches  of  last  night 
with  the  greatest  pain.  When  I  left  the 
House  I  said  to  myself  I  cannot  imagine 
how  it  is  that  the  tone,  manner,  and 
spirit  of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  of  the 
occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bench  on 
Thursday  evening,  were  so  entirely 
changed*  Everyone  remembers  the  con- 
ciliatory tone  and  manner  of  the  Prime 
Minister  on  Thursday.  I  felt  bound 
myself  to  take  notice  of  it,  and  I  believe 
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ox  me  giving  ol  aciuat  Toti»e)«  au^  iroi« 
nmply  expreesed  the  feeling  of  the 
majority  on  the  vital  principle  of  the 
Bill  itself,  about  which  we  are  all  agreed, 
because  tlie  principle  m  accepted  by  both 
Bides.  But  so  far  as  the  mode  of  pro- 
cedure went,  I  said  that  the  vote  was  in 
favour  of  the  procedure  simply  because 
it  had  been  proposed  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  there  were  other  points 
upon  which  the  will  of  the  majority 
could  be  gathered  quite  irrespective  of 
that  vote.  There  were  two  points  on 
which  I  thought  the  majori^  of  the 
House  had  made  up  their  minds — 
namely,  that,  if  possible,  this  should  not 
be  a  barren  Session,  and  that  there 
should  not  be  a  General  Election  after 
the  passing  of  the  Franchise  Bill  and 
before  the  passing  of  a  Redistribution 
Bill.  I  said  it  was  a  matter  of  prin- 
ciple with  us  that  we  would  not.  as  far 
as  we  could  avoid  it,  run  the  risk  of  an 
Election  upon  the  Franchise  Bill,  unless 
it  were  accompanied  by  a  Redistribution 
Bill.  Someone  below  the  Gangway 
said  "Followed  by;'*  but  I  adhered 
to  the  phrase  *'Accompanied  by."  This 
is  the  principle  we  laid  down  and  up- 
held throughout  the  country  at  the  first, 
and  which  we  shall  uphold  to  the  last. 
That  being  so,  I  had  not  the  remotest 
notion  but  that,  when  we  came  to  discuss 
in  what  way  we  were  to  avert  the  un- 
desired  result,  it  must  rest  with  the  GK>- 
yernment  to  proceed  with  the  Redis- 
tribution Bill  on  their  own  authority, 
and  not  on  ours.  It  is  quite  true,  I 
believe,  that  I  said  it  would  be  the  same 
whether  the  procedure  were  by  Resolu- 
tion or  by  Bill ;  but  what  I  was  en- 
deavourinc;  to  urge  was,  that  any  step 
to  be  taJcen  must  be  taken  on  the 
authority  and  the  responsibility  of  the 
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GoTornment  alone,  I  understand  that 
my  right  hon*  Friend  (Mr,  -T.  Lowthcrr) 
afterwards  said  that  neither  Resoluticin 
nor  Bill  would  be  aatiafactory,  that 
what  we  wanted  was  a  defiaito  legis* 
lative  measure,  and  that  was  what  waa 
in  my  mind.  Of  course  it  was.  Why, 
my  whole  argunient  was  fotinded  upoa 
that.  It  was  that  the  Government,  on 
th^r  own  responsibility,  must  bring  fn 
a  Bill,  and  that  the  two  muit  be  parsed ^ 
I  did  not  say  simuUftneously^  but  I  said 
con  term  in  ou  sly,  W©  were  to  insure 
the  one  thing,  that  there  was  to  be  no 
Election  under  one  measure  without  thu 
«*k^_  If  the  Oovc-rniuent  take  hold  of 
mi  ]  sola  ted  part  of  that  speech,  they  re* 
mind  one  of  a  drowning  man  cat«;bing 
at  a  straw*  If  I  had  thought  that  the 
right  hen.  Gentleman  the  Pri^sident  of 
the  Local  Oovemment  Board  had  meant 
anything  more  than  a  passing  allusion 
to  that  speech,  I  should  have  got  up 
at  the  moment.  The  matter  lies  in  a 
nutshell.  Does  the  Government  intend 
in  any  form  or  shane  to  meet  us  on  that 
point?  Thb  is  all  we  wai){  to  know. 
That  we  have  no  wish  to  delay  the  pass- 
ing of  this  BiU  is  evident  nom  what 
passed  on  the  second  reading  and  in 
Committee.  We  haye  ^yen  you  every 
guarantee  of  our  good  faith  we  can.  We 
tell  you  that  if  you  bring  forward  a  Re- 
distribution Bill  for  the  purpose  of  pass- 
ing it,  provided  it  is  not  intentionally  so 
drawn  as  to  give  advantage  to  one 
Party  as  against  the  other,  it  will  meet 
with  a  fair,  a  full,  and  a  candid  discus- 
sion, and  we  shall  do  all  we  can  to  pass 
it.  Our  desire  is  that  both  Bills  ehall 
be  passed  by  the  same  Parliament. 
What  more  can  we  say  ?  We  say  we 
are  able  to  carry  out  the  pledge  we  have 
given,  and  as  a  matter  of  good  faith 
we  shall  be  bound  in  honour  to  do  so. 
There  is  no  intention  to  oppose  the 
Franchise  Bill,  and  we  will  do  all  in  our 
power  to  pass  a  Redistribution  Bill.  We 
will  give  you  credit  for  all  your  good  in- 
tentions; but  you  are  not  masters  of 
the  situation.  You  cannot  insure  the 
fulfilment  of  your  pledge,  because  events 
at  home  or  abroad  may  lead  to  an  ad- 
verse vote  of  this  House,  which  may 
render  it  impossible  for  you  to  fulfil 
your  pledge.  That  being  so,  there  was 
a  great  change  in  the  tone  and  manner 
of  the  speeches  from  the  Treasury  Bench. 
From  beginning  to  end  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman    the   Score- 
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tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
was  one  of  defiance.  [Sir  William 
Habcoitbt  :  Quote  what  I  said.]  I  can- 
not do  so  at  once»  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  wish  me  to  read 
the  whole  speech.  As  is  usual  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  throwa  him- 
self with  rigour  into  debate^  the  speech 
was  bellicose  in  matter  and  tone,  and  it 
did  not  in  any  sentence  bold  out  the 
slightest  hope  that  the  Government 
would  meet  us  in  any  way,  H*3  onded 
by  putting  the  matter  in  the  clearest 
possible  light,  when  ho  said  that  the 
question  was  whether  a  majority  of  this 
House  was  to  be  overriden  by  a  majo- 
rity of  the  House  of  Lords.  [Sir  Wil- 
liam HARCOtTRT :  I  did  not  say  so.] 
Well,  the  close  of  the  speech  practically 
came  to  that  \  and  if  he  did  not  intend 
to  say  I  hope  he  will  withdraw  his 
words.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  seems  still  anxious  to 
Bay  he  has  been  anxious  that  some 
arrangement  should  be  made.  Any  ar- 
rangement to  be  made  on  a  matter  so 
vitally  affecting  the  interests  of  the 
people  must  be  made  across  the  floor  of 
this  House.  Nor  is  it  possible  for  us 
to  say  what  Motion  or  Kesolution  we 
ehould  like  to  have  brought  forward. 
They  must  be  brought  forward  on  the 
responsibility  of  the  Government  of  the 
day.  Two  things,  to  my  mind,  are  ab- 
Bolutely  clear.  When  the  Government 
brought  forward  their  Franchise  Bill 
they  had  not  made  up  their  minds 
about  the  provisions  of  the  Eedistribu- 
tion  BiU.  And  now  they  have  not  made 
them  up  still,  Thoy  know  perfectly  well, 
whatever  the  opinions  of  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  this  side  may  be,  on  that 
side  there  is  the  greatest  possible  differ- 
ence of  opinion,  and  they  do  not  know 
low  to  draw  a  Redistribution  Bill  in 
order  to  catch  most  votes  on  that  side  of 
the  House.  They  want  to  find  out  what 
the  majority  wants  in  order  to  draw 
up  a  Bill.  I  will  dt^fy  any  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  Treasury  Bench   to 

fet  up  and  say — **  We  have  a  Redistri- 
ution  Bill  drawn/'  If  you  have,  we 
are  entitled  to  say — **  Produce  it."  It 
must  be  produced  some  time  in  the 
course  of  these  debates,  I  sincerely 
hope  the  time  is  not  yet  past  when  we 
may  be  told  that  the  moment  this  Bill 
has  passed  this  House,  trusting  to  the 
d  faith  of  what  we  have  said  as  to 
*he  way  the  matter  is  to  be  discussed,  we 


may  be  favoured,  at  all  events,  with  a 
satisfactory  utterance  from  the  Govern- 
ment on  this  question,  in  order  that,  if 
possible,  both  those  Bills  may  become 
law  at  the  same  time  during  the  present 
Parliament. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAROOURT  :  I 
rise  not  to  prolong  this  debate,  but  to 
offer  some  explanation  with  regard  to 
th«?  extraordinary  representations  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  of  my  speech  of  yesterday, 
I  should  not  have  complained  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  thought  my 
speech  unworthy  of  his  attention.  But 
he  ouffht  not  to  have  professed  to  have 
quoted  a  statement  which  it  contained 
unless  he  was  quite  sure  of  its  accuracy. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  composed 
a  very  admirable  sentence  for  me,  and  I 
am  not  sure  that  I  differ  from  the  senti- 
ment of  it,  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  lend  me  the  sentence  I  will  be 
very  bappy  to  see  if  I  cannot  use  it  on 
some  other  occasion.  But  that  was  not 
the  sentence  I  made  use  of  last  evening. 
What  I  did  say  last  night  was,  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  opposite  (Colonel  Stanley) 
was  a  proposal  that  the  Franchise  Bill 
should  be  made  dependent  upon  the 
passing  of  a  Redistribution  Bill  which 
should  be  satisfactory  to  the  majority  of 
the  House  of  Lords.  That  very  plain 
and  simple  proposition  ia  quite  true,  and 
cannot  be  disputed.  I  was  observing 
upon  the  proposals  which  had  been 
made  on  both  sides  of  the  House  to  see 
whether  we  could  not  come  to  some 
arrangement  as  to  the  Redistribution  Bill, 
I  pointed  out  that  it  was  in  vain  to  ex- 
pect that  we  should  come  to  that  ar- 
rangement here,  when  it  was  possible 
that  the  House  of  Lords  would  take  a 
different  vrew  from  that  taken  in  this 
House  on  that  question,  and  that,  after 
it  was  settled  by  accommodation  between 
the  two  Parties  in  this  House,  the  House 
of  Lords  might  throw  it  over,  and  then 
the  Franchise  would  go  with  it.  That, 
I  said,  iras  a  proposition  which  we  could 
not  assent  to,  because,  whatever  terms 
we  might  come  to  here,  if  the  Franchise 
Bill  were  made  dependent  upon  the  Re- 
distribution Bill,  the  final  decision  of  the 
House  of  Lords  on  the  Redistribution 
Bill  would  detemiine  the  fate  of  the 
Franchise  Bill.  That  seemr^d  to  me  not 
at  all  a  defiant  argument,  but  a  reason- 
able argument^  and  an  argument  founded 
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on  the  facts  of  the  case,  and  I  desire  to 
make  that  explanation^  as  I  Bhould  be 
extremely  anxious  not  to  be  thought — 
by  anything  I  have  said  or  done — to 
throw  any  obstacle  in  the  way  of  accom- 
modation on  this  question,  which  I  desire 
ae  much  as  anybody. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  he  was  one  of 
those  who  desired  most  sincerely  that 
this  question  should  be  settled.  He  did 
not  think,  indeed,  that  anyone  could 
view  with  a  light  heart  a  continu- 
ance of  this  agitation  throughout  the 
country.  The  working  classes  would 
have  to  face  with  the  coming  winter  a 
state  of  commercial  depression,  and  they 
would  probably  be  called  upon  to 
undergo  considerable  privation.  The 
manufacturers  and  traders  had  already 
feit  the  depieseion  keenly  ;  but  the  dis- 
tress had  not  yet  reached  the  artizan 
class.  He  would  be  very  glad  indeed, 
for  his  own  part,  to  see  this  burning 
question  removed  out  of  the  way,  so 
that  the  artizan  and  trading  members  of 
the  community  might  be  the  better  able 
to  devote  themselves  to  the  amelioration 
of  their  material  condition.  The  change 
which  had  undoubtedly  taken  place  in 
the  aspects  of  this  matter  since  Friday 
last  he  looked  iipon  with  something  like 
dismay.  He  had  certainly  believed 
that  the  result  of  the  discussion  on 
Thursday  and  Friday  last  was  a  distinct 
and  definite  approach  to  a  settlement  of 
the  question ;  and  he  had  perused  with 
no  little  apprehension  the  speech  which 
had  been  made  on  the  previous  day  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  J.  Lowther). 
He  tmderstood  the  term  **  compromise  ^^ 
to  mean  that  something  was  to  be  given 
up  by  both  Parties.  But  if  he  under- 
stood it  rightly,  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  demanded  that  the  Op- 
position should  give  nothings  and  the 
Government  should  give  everything. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Lincolnshire  declared  that 
nothing  would  he  satisfactory  to  him  but 
the  production  of  a  Kedistribution  Bill, 
and  its  passage'  into  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament, before  the  Franchise  Bill  was 
passed.  That  was  the  position  which 
the  Conservative  Party  and  the  House 
of  I^ords  took  up,  and  which  they  were 
entitled  to  take  up,  and  he  thought  the 
whole  argument  was  in  favour  of  that 
position.  But  recognizing,  aa  he  did, 
the  extreme  importance  oi  a  settlement 
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of  the  question,  and  that  if  a  aettlement 
were  to  be  arrived  at  it  was  impossible 
for  the  Opposition  to  give  up  all  they  de- 
sired, he  could  not  help  feeling  that  it 
was  also  perfectly  impossible  for  the  Go- 
vernment, after  the  statements  they  had 
made,  and  the  support  they  had  received, 
to  yield  all  that  was  demanded  of  them,  by 
allowing  the  Franchise  Bill  to  stand  over 
until  the  other  Bill  had  become  law.   But 
surely  there  was  something  besides  that 
which    would    reasonably    satisfy    both 
Parties.     They  were  not   children,  but 
men  of  business,  and  if  they  were  agre^l 
upon   so  much,  was   it  not  possible  to 
agree  on  the  rest,  and  would  it  not  be  a 
disgrace  to  that  Party  which  stood  in  the 
way  of  a  settlement  f    All  Parties  wers 
agreed  that  the  franchise  ought  to  be 
extended  to  the  counties,    and    that  it 
should  be  done  quickly,  and  that  without 
a  Eedistribution  Bill  that  could   not  be 
satisfactorily  accomplished;    and   bein^ 
agreed  on  those  two  fundamental  prin- 
ciples, could  they  not  go  a  little  further, 
and  come  to  some  settlement  of  the  re* 
maining  portion  of  the  question  ?    No 
doubt,  there  were  Members  who  d 
to  humiliate  one  Party   or   the    - 
but    such    were    not    worthy     of    the 
name  of  statesmen.     It  ought  not  to  be 
the  desire  of  either  Party  to  hur;, 
the  other.     If  the  House  of  Lord> 
to  surrender  at  discretion,  without  some 
tangible  security  for  the  passing  of  a 
Eedistribution  Bill,   they   would   be   so 
humiliated  in  the  eyes  of  the  people  as 
to  render  them  in  the  future  perfectly 
unable  to  carry  out  their   part   in  th» 
Constitution    of   the     country.       They 
would,  perhaps,  stiU  drag  on  an  i^obU 
existence,  neither  good  for   themMlret 
nor  henefieifd  to  the  country.      Balh«T 
than  be  a  Member  of  that  House  under 
such  circumstances^  he  should  weltxim© 
some  reform  which  would  give  liim  m>m^ 
power  in  the  Constitution,  and  mak 
a  useful  member  of  the  great  h  . 
tive  machine  of  the  country     Those  h  \%q 
expected  the  House  of  Lords  absolqtplv 
to  surrender  their  position  were  n 
what  they  had  no  right  to   a*sk. 
was  there  not  a  middle  way  ? 
Wahton  :  None.]  His  hon.  and  1»: 
Friend  said  •'  None  ;  "  but  be  veii 
to  assert  that  the  people  of  this  c^ 
would    think  it   a    very   extraor*] 
thing  if  no  middle  way  were  to  be  i 
The  Government  had  let  fall  «oin^ 
of  what  thpy  intendod  in  the  way  m  i»- 
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dlatribufcion^  and  he  had  not  heard  that 
what  they  iatended  had  been  considered 
unreasonable  hy  the  Conservative  Party. 
But  as  they  had  gone  eo  far,  why  would 
they  not  lay  on  the  Table,  luU^v  the 
Franchise  Bill  had  left  the  House,  the 
scheme  which  they  had  indicated  ?  He 
honestly  believed  that  if  the  Eedistribu- 
tion  Bill  were  framed  in  a  spirit  of  fair- 
ness on  some  general  principle  which 
ahould  be  acceptable  to  all  reasonable 
men,  it  would  receive  the  assent  of  the 
House  of  Commona  and  be  passed  iuto 
law.  But  the  refusal  of  the  Government 
to  do  that  gave  a  colour  to  the  accusa- 
tions made  against  them.  Surely  if  the 
Franchise  Bill  would  be,  as  they  said, 
in  jeopardy  if  they  produced  a  Kedistri' 
bution  Bill,  it  woidd  be  in  greater  jeo* 
pardy  if  they  did  not.  It  was  because  he 
felt  most  earnestly  the  desirableness,  not 
for  the  sake  of  one  Party  or  the  other,  hut 
for  the  sake  of  the  country,  of  settling 
this  matter,  that  he  implored  the  Govern- 
ment to  meet  this  question  in  the  only 
way  in  which  he  thought  it  could  be 
met — namely,  by  produei ug  their  Redis- 
tribution Bill.  He  did  not  ask  for  a 
promise  that  the  Government  would 
push  the  Bill  forward  and  pass  it  into 
law  as  soon  as  the  Franchise  Bill  passed 
into  law  ;  he  did  not  even  say  that  there 
should  be  any  compact  as  between 
ooe  side  or  the  other;  he  only  said — 
**  Let  the  Government  produce  the  Bill 
and  throw  upon  the  Opposition  the  re- 
Bponsibiiity  of  dealing  with  it  and  the 
Franchise  Bill,  after  that  Bill  is  pro- 
duced.'* If  there  be  a  failure,  and  if 
the  Bedistribution  Bill  he  a  fair  one, 
on  the  Conservative  Party  would  rest 
the  responsibility,  and  it  would  be 
for  them  to  defend  the  position  which 
they  had  taken  up.  He  could  not 
conceive  of  a  reason,  when  they  were 
agreed  upon  so  much,  why  they  could 
not  agree  upon  what  remained.  It 
would  be  a  shame  and  a  scandal  to  the 
Party,  whether  the  Opposition  or  the 
Government,  which  stood  in  the  way  of 
a  settlement  of  this  question,  when  they 
had  already  ag^reed  upon  so  much. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  while 
he  could  not  go  so  far  in  retreat  as  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  Just  spoken  (Mr. 
Eitchie).  yet  he  could  say  this,  on  the 
part  of  Warwickshire,  the  Northern  Di- 
Tision  of  which  county  he  had  now  for 
41  years  represented,  that  the  feeling  of 
I  Warwickshire  was  that  she  would  not 


submit  to  be  governed  by  half  a  Parlia- 
ment. North  Warwickshire,  nay,  the 
whole  of  Warwickshire,  he  believed,  in- 
sisted that  all  attempts  to  ignore  the 
House  of  Lords,  as  an  Estate  of  the 
Eealm,  should  be  energetically  resisted. 
Nay,  he  would  go  so  far  as  to  declare 
that,  if  he  knew  the  county  at  ail,  she 
would  not  accept  any  Act  of  Parliament, 
without  using  perpetual  endeavours  to 
get  that  Act  altered  or  repealed,  if  she 
suspected  that  it  had  bec?n  passed  by 
half  a  Parliament.  In  fact,  the  county 
would  not  regard  any  such  Act  as  a 
legitimate  Statute.  [**  Oh,  oh  !  *']  He 
(Mr.  Newdegate)  hoped  that  he  had 
expressed  that  opinion  with  sufficient 
plainness.  He  was  thoroughly  con- 
vinced that  such  was,  and  would  be,  the 
determination  of  the  county,  in  the  re- 
presentation of  which  he  had  so  long 
shared,  and  that,  pass  what  Act  the  ma- 
jority of  that  House  might,  unless  it  had 
the  full  sauction  of  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament, it  would  never  be  accepted  as 
legitimate  in  the  county  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent.  Warwickshire 
included  Birmingham,  and  Birmingham 
had  often  shown  that  it  had  a  will  of  its 
own  ;  and  if  it  had  any  suspicion  that 
what  was  termed  a  Statute  had  been 
passed  in  bad  faith,  he  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
had  little  dotibt  but  that  Birmingham 
knew  how  to  practice  agitation  ff>r  the 
amendment  or  repeal  of  any  such  mis- 
begotten measure.  He  (Mr,  Newdegate) 
supposed  that  it  must  be  accepted  as  a 
strong  probability  that  the  county  fran- 
chise would  have  to  be  lowered  to  the 
level  of  the  borough  franchise  created 
in  1867.  That  appeared  just  now  to  be 
the  will  of  the  country.  The  question 
might  be  asked,  what  had  the  Conser- 
vative Party  to  complain  of?  Why 
were  they  to  complain  of  that,  as  the 
authors  of  the  Reform  Act  of  1867.  At 
the  opening  of  these  discustjions  in  the 
late  Session,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  held  up 
to  the  view  of  the  House  the  example 
of  the  United  States.  W^hy,  then,  did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not  follow  tlie 
example  of  the  United  States?  What 
were  they  doing  in  America?  W^ere 
they  recommending  the  Lower  House 
of  Congress  to  set  itself  in  opposition  to 
the  Upper  House  ?  Had  they  been  en- 
deavouring to  supersede  their  Senate? 
Were  they  endeavouring  unduly  to  ex- 
aggerate the  administrative  power  of 
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the  President  ot  the  day  ?  On  the  con- 
trary, they  were  doing  exactly  the  re* 
Teree  of  all  that  in  the  course  they  were 
adopting.  Their  determination  was  to 
strengthen  the  Senate;  to  strengthen 
the  Supreme  Court,  and  to  control  the 
President.  The  Conservative  Party 
might  well  believe  that  the  Americans 
were  not  ashamed  of  their  origin  ;  and 
might  well  admire  the  courage  of  the 
Americans  in  endeavouring  to  follow 
the  former  example  of  England  in  these 
respects*  He  might  be  taunted,  be  and 
other  hon.  Members  who  admired  the 
conduct  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  because  they  sat  hero  in  a  mino- 
rity of  that  House/  But  it  must  be  ad- 
mitted that,  by  the  Rules  of  the  House, 
a  considerable  minority  oould  render  the 
legislative  action  of  a  majority  impossi- 
ble in  attempting  a  large  measure  of 
Eeform  without  a  Dissolution.  Why^ 
then,  did  not  the  Liberal  Party  accept 
their  legitimate  position?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  referred  in  his  introductory 
Bpeech  for  Reform  to  the  United  States^ 
and  then  sketched  out  a  scheme  for  a 
Redistribution  Bill  at  the  commence- 
ment  of  these  discussions  in  the  late 
Session ;  he  evidently  felt  the  necessity 
for  doing  so.  But  did  he  not  warn  the 
House  that  he  could  not  answer  for  his 
Oolleagues.  He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  had 
a  right  to  put  this  question  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman — **  ts  it  because  you 
cannot  agree  with  your  Colleagues  now, 
that  you  shrink  from  producing  your 
Redistribution  Bill  ?  Are  you  about  to 
plimge  the  country  into  the  difficulty 
whieh  you  know  must  ensue  if  you  pass 
the  Franchise  Bill,  and  then,  before  a 
Eedialribution,  force  a  Dissolution?** 
What  would  be  the  nature  of  such  an 
appeal  to  the  country?  It  would  not 
be  a  regular  I'arliamentary  appeal ;  it 
would  be  more  in  the  nature  of  an  ap- 
peal through  a  Convention.  This  coun* 
try  had  had  Conventions.  We  had  a 
Convention  in  the  year  1660,  another  in 
1689;  but  these  constituted  revolutionary 
action.  And  why  should  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  bis  Colleagues  drive 
those,  who  represented  the  stable  and 
peaceful  elements  of  this  country,  oven 
to  consider  such  an  alternative  in  de- 
fence of  the  freedom  they  valued  ?  Did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  think  that 
they  were  incapable  of  any  siich  action 
—with   their  Irish  neighbours   sitting 
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beside  them  on  those  Benches,  ready  to 
join  them,  for  aught  he  knew  ?  Tbt 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  oonsdotts 
that  this  possibility  might  arise  from 
the  action  of  his  Administration.  It 
was  evident  that  they  were  prepared  to 
make  concessions  to  violence^  nay,  ereii 
for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  the  oppo?:- 
tion  from  his  (Mr.  Newdegate  ' 
hours  on  the  left.  Did  the  r 
Gentleman  think  that  these  exemplars 
of  his  conduct  were  wasted  upon  hoc. 
Members  who  sat  upon  the  Opposition 
Benches  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposed  to  iacrease  the  representatioa 
of  Ireland  and  of  Scotland  ;  did  he 
think  that  Englishmen  were  blind  ?  All 
the  Opposition  asked  was,  that  the  rigbt 
hon.  Oentleman  should  abide  by  Coo- 
etitutional  practice ;  that  he  should  litt' 
courage  all  attempts  to  ignore  the  Hoase 
of  Lords  as  an  Estate  of  the  Bealm; 
and  that  he  should  not  shrink  from  tiie 
responsibility,  which  was  attached  to  hif 
position,  by  refusing  to  give  le^itinwii 
effect  to  the  principles  which  L  '  ^  ^ 
troduced,  and  which  the  Bill 
House  involved.  The  Opposition  4.&- 
manded  nothing  that  was  unreasonabla; 
and  he  warned  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  by  attempting  dealings  or  n^ 
gotiations  across  the  Table  of  the  House 
with  the  Leaders  of  the  Opposition,  h$ 
would  rouse  the  English  suspicion,  wouM 
excite  a  temper  among  the  majority  of 
the  people  of  this  country  such  as  had 
already  been  displayed  in  the  ilrm  atti- 
tude of  the  county  which  he  (Mr.  Noir- 
degate)  had  the  honour  to  represent 
In  Warwickshire,  they  had  not  yet  for* 
gotten  what  happened  in  1867  respect* 
iug  tbe  suburb  of  Aston,  near  Birming- 
ham. A  late  Speaker  of  that  HouM 
(Lord  Eversley),  now  in  the  House  td 
Lords,  was  the  Chairman  of  a  Kojml 
Com  mi  SHI  on  which  recommended  that 
two  additional  Members  should  be  giveo 
to  Birmingham^  and  that  Aston  sbouU 
be  included  in  the  borough.  That  pio- 
posal  was  laid  before  the  House  by  Ilia 
then  Government  which  was  in  a  '  " 
rity»  and  was  abandoned  daring  the  mh 
rable  proceeding  of  a  minority  ^' 
to  pass  a  Eeform  Act.  The  r.  _^ 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  of  to- 
day had  majority  enough  at  his  com- 
mand ;  that  was  not  the  ease  with  thf 
I  at 6  Lor  d  B  eaco  n  e  fi  eld ,  w  h  e  t^  "  ^^  i  ^  g  (^ 
the  exigencies  of    the  Le  <  of  s 

Government    in    a    min*^a  i  v ,     , 
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obligad  to  liaud  over  the  Report  of  the 
Oommiesion,  to  which  he  (Mr,  Newde- 
g:ate)  had  referred,  to  a  Oommittee  of  the 
House,  who  grossly  mismanaged  the 
matter.  The  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  now 
at  the  head  of  the  G-overnment  had  no 
such  excuse.  He  was  supported  by  a 
large  majority  in  the  House,  and  had 
the  consent  of  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament to  proceed  with  a  measure  for 
the  extension  of  the  franchise.  But  the 
people  of  England  felt  that  they  had  a 
right  to  expect  from  him  this  much— 
that  if  he  had  framed,  aa  it  was  known 
that  he  had  framed  in  hia  own  mind,  a 
scheme  for  redietrihution  of  seats, •Jhe 
should  insist  upon  the  acceptance  of  that 
scheme,  or  of  some  other,  by  his  own 
Colleagues,  That  he  should  conform  to 
Parliamentry  practice  by  presenting  a 
scheme  for  redistribution  to  the  House 
and  the  country  on  his  own  responsi- 
bility, acoordiDg  to  acknowledged  Par- 
liamentary  practice.  There  was  nothing 
to  prevent  any  communication  the  Prime 
Minister  might  be  pleased  to  make  in 
privato  to  the  Conservative  Leader  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  or  to  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. But  the  people  of  England  bad 
a  right  to  insist  upon  this— that  the 
Minister  who  undeiiook  the  responsi- 
bility of  passing  a  Bill  for  the  reform 
of  Parliaraonti  which  was  almost  revo- 
lutionary, should  not  shrink  from  his 
responsibility^  or  from  completing  his 
task,  and  that  in  completing  his  task  he 
should  give  them — the  people — a  fair  op- 
portunity of  examining  the  whole  Bill, 
or  the  whole  Bills,  through  their  Repre- 
sentatives, before  any  measure  of  Reform 
was  enacted,  as  complete,  into  a  law. 

Mr.  ILLING worth  said,  he 
thought  the  country  would  be  somewhat 
perplexed  at  the  change  of  front  which 
had  taken  place  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  since  Friday.  He  wished  to  ex- 
press hia  admiration  of  the  spirit  which 
the  Prime  ^0ni8ter  had  shown  that 
night,  and  which  all  through  those  dis- 
cussions had  animated  him  and  his 
Colleagues,  and  he  hoped  that  in 
even  the  unpromising  situation  in 
which  the  matter  now  stood  that  dis- 
position would  still  continue  to  be  mani- 
fested by  the  Prime  Minister  when  the 
Bill  went  to  '*  another  place.**  He  con- 
fessed that  the  disposition  shown  by  the 
Government  in  meeting  the  views  of  the 
Conservative    Party    had     gone    much 
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further  than  many  independent  Mem- 
bers on  his  side  of  the  House  could  re- 
concile   with   their  views.      The    great 
majority  of  Members  in  his  section   of 
the  House  had  agreed  to  abate  a  great 
deal  of  what  they  regarded  a.'?  due  to 
the  inajority  in  the  country,  both  in  the 
Bill  before  the  House  and  in  the  mea- 
sure which  must  aubaeqnently  be  dealt 
with.      He  ventured  to  hope  that    the 
Prime  Minister   and  his  CoUeagues  in 
''another    place*'    would    do    nothing 
which  could  in  any  degree  abate  from 
the    approbation,    which    the     country 
would  express  by  an  overwhelming  ma- 
jority,  of  the  fact  that  they  had  done 
every  thing  which  honourable  men  could 
do  to  settle  a  great  Constituttonal  ques- 
tion.    Hia  object  in  rising  was  to  make 
it  known  on  behalf  of  many  Members 
who   sat    below   the   Gangway,    and   a 
great    number  of  people    out-of-doors, 
that  if,  after  all  the  efforts  that  had  been 
made   at    conciliation,  a    struggle   of  a 
wider  and  more  serious  character  should 
be  entered  upon^  they,  at  any  rate,  were 
free  from  any  binding  obligation,  either 
as  to  the  character  of  this  Bill  or  as  to 
the  scheme  of  redistribution.     He  ad- 
mitted it  would  have  been  better  for  all 
Parties  in  the  State  if,  even  at  some  sa- 
ri6oe,  this  question  had  been  settled  for 
a  long  time  to  come  j  but  he  feared  that 
the  country  would  say  that  far  greater 
changes  must  be  made  if  this  Constitu- 
tional struggle  was  not  now  terminated  ; 
and,  for  his  own  part,  he  should  look  for- 
wai^to  the  turmoil  and  trouble  that  were 
before  them  with  the  conviction  that  he 
was  justified  in  going  thoroughly  with 
those   who   demanded    more   extensive 
changes  than  had  now  been  recognized 
as  necessary   by  the  Government.     It 
was  impossible  that  the  people  of  this 
country  should  excuse  their  Representa- 
tives if  they  were  to  permit  the  rights  of 
tlie  representative  system  to  be  trifled 
with  over  and  over  again.     H  the  dis- 
cussions of  last  Session,  the  manifesta- 
tion of  public  opinion  in  the  Recess,  and 
the  recent  majority  of  1 40  in  that  House 
were    of    no  avail,    then  he  said  that 
nothing  short  of  a  radical  change  in  the 
relationship  of  the  House  of  Lords  with 
the  Government  of  this   country  would 
satisfy  the  people.     He  unhesitatingly 
said  that  there   would  be  ample  com- 
pensation in  the   coming   struggle   for 
those  who  had  been  put  through   tlie 
ordeal  which  the  great  majority  of  that 
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House  hftd  Bubmiited  to,  hj  the  ultimate 
and  not  die  taut  results  which  would 
follow* 

Mr.  STUAET-WORTLEY  (who  rose 
auxid  some  in*'*»iTUptioii)  said,  if  tho 
House  was  im]  mi  he  had  no  wish  that 
the  debate  sh'  be  continued.  Eepre- 
sen  ting  an  taut   constituency,    he 

had  not  yet  Ji  >p  port  unity  of  add  reis* 

iog  the  House  u  ing  the  recent  debates 
of  the  present  ^€*s#iion.  He  wished 
to  follow  the  "on.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  Mr.  Ritchie),  and  to 
any  what  he  co  I  to  show  that  there 
were  eome  oth  oo  that  side  who  in 
TOttng  for  the  aandtnent  of  hia  rifirht 
hon.  and  gallani  men  a  \uoionei  »u- 
l<*y\  anri  in  thus  formulating  whfil  un- 
doubtedly was  their  extreme  demand, 
did  not  mean  to  be  understood  as  ref  us* 
ing  to  accept  anything  short  of  what  was 
therein  demanded.  But  when  they  were 
asked  to  abandon  their  demands,  why 
was  there  no  suggestion  of  yielding 
something  on  the  other  side  ?  Why  did 
the  Government  refuse  to  listen  to  the 
reasonable  and  much-lessened  demand 
that  the  Bedistribution  Bill  should  not 
be  submitted  to  the  House  further  than 
by  being  in  print  and  laid  upon  the 
Table?  There  was  no  excuse  why 
that  could  not  be  done,  except  sucn 
excuses  as  were  based  ou  those  kinds 
of  insinuations  and  imputations  which 
were  what  caused  the  speech  of  the 
Prime  Minister  to  be  so  singularly 
deficient  in  conciliatory  character.  He 
could  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
if  he  would  drop  these  insinuations  and 
imputations  that  Conservatives,  in  their 
support  of  the  Bill,  were  not  sincere  and 
that  in  their  intentions  as  regarded  the 
Redistribution  Bill  they  had  scarcely 
masked  intentions  of  no  patriotic  cha- 
racter, the  progress  of  both  the  Fran- 
chise Bill  and  the  Redistribution  Bill 
would  be  much  easier.  These  were  the 
only  reasjus  upon  which  the  non-pro- 
duction of  the  Bill  could  be  defended. 
It  was  true  there  was  also  the  foolish 
heat  with  which  the  Government  had 
always  said  they  would  never  do  any- 
thing of  the  kind.  But  let  them  re- 
member these  ill  judged  declarations 
were  made  last  Session  when  time  was 
limited  and  important,  and  there  might 
be  truth  in  the  statement  that  to  pass  a 
Redistribution  Bill  in  the  Session  was 
impossible.  But  now  the  case  was 
▼ery  different ;  and  so,  before  the  Bill 

J/r,  Jihn^u'orth 


left  the  House,  he  wished  in  address  on 9 


I  word  of  entreaty.  Much  of  the  pr^s^nt 
difficulty  arose  from  the  fact  that  those  at 
the  head  of  the  Govern m en t  persisted  ia 
accepting  advice  from  those  other  Mem^ 
bers  of  the  Government  who  difl  not  wi«h 

I  that  any  acoomraodation  of  th*^  diflitn*Uy 
sho  uld  t  ake  place ,  M  n  ch  o  f  the  d  iffi  e  u  1  ty 
arose  from  the  fact  that  the  Gov«nim«rtit 
treated  this  question  not  as  RtateaQS^ii, 
hut  as  men  treated  a  contest  over  the 
card  table,  in  which  thiy  tried  to  on  twit 
eaeh  other  by  arts  %%t  eonceiilmmit  and 
suppreslon  of  mutual  intentions.  H#  had 
seen  the  astute  shake  of  the  head  witli 
which  the  President  of  the  Local  Govera- 
ment  Board  {%\f  Charles  W,  Dilke)  in- 

distribution  Bill  should  be  made  known 
to  the  public ;  but  he  could  assure  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  that  if  there  was  one 
thing  Englishmen  loved,  it  was  the  open 
and  fair  disclosures  of  their  intentions — 
one  thing  they  detested,  it  was  suspicion 
and  concealment.  He  was  confident  that 
the  declaration  of  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  redistribu- 
tion would  materially  assist,  and  not  im- 
pede, the  Franchise  Bill.  There  was  no 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  negotiation.  He 
wished  the  Prime  Minister  would  give  a 
single  instance  in  which  a  Bill  had  been 
settled  in  consultation  by  both  sides 
of  the  House,  against  such  a  high  autho- 
rity as  Sir  Robert  Peel,  whom  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  sought  to  demolish  that 
e?ening.  Another  difficulty  in  the  wuy 
of  negotiation  was  their  unfortunate  ex- 
perience in  the  summer  of  this  year,  in 
i  which  there  was  a  disclosure,  for  plat- 
I  form  purposes,  of  abortive  negotiations, 
i  in  which  they  had  seen  formulated  the  «  x- 
I  traordinary  new  doctrine  that  it  lay  with 
I  those  who  concealed  those  negotiations  to 
I  show  that  they  were  bound  to  conceal, 
not  to  those  who  disclosed  that  they  had  a 
right  to  do  so.  He  would  not  detain  the 
House  further.  He  hoped  the  difficulty 
would  still  he  accommodated  ;  and  he 
believed  that  by  the  formal  introduction 
of  the  Redistribution  Bill  at  this  present 
stage,  or  some  early  stage,  practically  the 
necessities  of  the  case  would  be  met, 
and,  for  his  own  part,  he  should  be  per- 
fectlv  fi&tisued 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  said,  that  he  had 
heard  Ministers  a»k  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench  what  kind  of  Redistribution 
Bill  would  satisfy  them.  His  own  be- 
lief was   that    the   R^niistribution  Bill 
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|which  would  satisfy  tke  Front  Oppoaition 
5ench  would  be  the  one  which  would 
most  neutralize  the  effect  of  the  Fran- 
Icliiso  BilL  The  extraordinary  change 
which  had  come  over  the  Opposition 
since  Friday  was  probably  due,  to  some 
extent,  to  the  resnlt  of  one  bye-election  ; 
but  it  should  be  remembered  that  the 
hopes  that  were  built  a  few  years  ago  on 
the  result  of  tbe  bye-election  of  South- 

■  wark  were  not  afterwards  realized.  He 
pointed  out  that  if  the  majority  of  the 
House  of  Lords  were  united  to  the  mi- 
uority  in  tbe  Commons,  there  would 'still 
H  be  in  the  Lower  House  a  majority  of  90 
^^  in  favour  of  the  measure. 
■  Mr,  PARNELL  said,  after  the  con- 
^■tests  of  giant^f  ^reat  and  small,  to  wViich 
^■ibey  had  listened^  he  was  very  un- 
^■willing  to  withdraw  the  attention  of  the 
House  from  the  subject  it  had  been  pur- 
suing, and  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the 
Division  which  might,  perhaps,  be  ex- 
pected. The  question  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice  was  one  of  some  very  con- 
siderable importance,  and  he  would  re- 
spectfully claim  the  attention  of  the 
House  and  of  the  Government  for  a  few 
minutes  to  its  consideration.  Hie 
Amendment  proposed  to  etfect  a  reduc- 
tion in  the  charges  which  Returning 
0 dicers  were  entitled  to  make  upon  can- 
didates where  the  return  was  unopposed. 
It  might,  perhai)s,  surprise  many  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  to  learn  that  no 
change  had  been  made  in  the  scale  of 
charges  which  the  Returning  Otficera 
wore  empowered  by  law  to  make  in  the 
case  of  unopposed  and  opposed  candi- 
dates since  the  Act  of  1875  ;  that  was 
^H  to  sa3%  nine  years  had  gone  by  since  the 
^■attention  of  Parliament  had  been  di- 
^^Tected  to  this  important  matter.  It  con- 
sequently  happened  that  Parliament, 
legislating  on  this  matter  nine  years 
ago,  had  in  view  the  proportion  of  the 
then  existing  constituoncios  under  the 
franchise,  and  did  not,  of  course,  take  into 
its  contemplation  the  greatly  increased 
proportions  which  those  constituencies 
would  attain  to  under  such  a  Bill  as  that 
which  the  House  was  now  discussing. 
Now  they  were  going  to  admit  many 
persons  to  the  franchise  in  England 
and  Ireland  who  were  not  largely  en- 
dowed with  the  goods  of  this  world,  and 
it  was  possible  that  in  some  instances 
those  large  masses  might  desire  to  be 
represented  by  persons  without  much 
wealth ;  and  he   submitted    that   if  it 


could  be  shown — as  he  thought  he  could 
show — that  the  present  charges  autho- 
rized to  bo  made  by  the  Beturning 
Officers  at  Parliamentary  elections,  both 
opposed  and  unopposed,  would,  in  the 
presence  of  the  existence  of  the  new 
constituencies,  become  most  exorbitant, 
and  impossible  for  any  but  rich  candi- 
dates to  pay,  he  thought  that  he  would 
then  have  made  out  a  fair  primd  facie 
case  for  invoking  the  attention  of  Parlia- 
ment to  tho  matter,  which  at  first  might 
appear  to  bo  a  little  outside  the  scope 
of  the  Bill.  Now,  on  referring  to  the 
Schedule  of  the  Act  of  1875,  which  go- 
verned the  charges  which  could  be  made 
by  the  Returning  Officer,  he  found  ia 
some  cases,  which  would  be  many  in 
England,  and  which  would  be  somewhat 
numerous  in  Ireland,  charges  were  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Returning  Officers,  in  the 
case  of  unopposed  returns,  ranging  from 
£200  to  £1U0.  In  the  case  of  constitu- 
encies whose  registered  electors  would 
exceed  30.000,  £  1,001}  caution  money 
could  be  demanded  beforehand  by  the 
SheriflF  from  the  candidate,  and  in  the 
event  of  the  election  not  being  eontoated 
tho  SherifiT  could  retain  £200  of  this 
amount  j  and  he  would  beg  of  the  House 
Ui  notice  that  his  Amendment,  and  con- 
sequently his  argument,  would  be  limited 
to  the  excessive  amount  tho  Returning 
Officer  was  allowed  to  take  in  the  case 
of  imopposed  returns  j  but,  to  a  con- 
siderable extent,  a  good  deal  of  what  he 
had  to  say  as  to  the  excessive  charges  in 
cases  of  unopposed  elections  would  also 
apply  to  opposed  elections.  In  the  case 
of  unopposed  returns,  he  would  ask  what 
possible  justification  could  there  be  for 
giving  the  Sheriff  in  any  constituency  in 
England,  Ireland,  or  Scotland,  £200  for 
driving  frum  his  home,  which  was 
usually  fairly  close  to  the  county  town 
where  tho  election  was  held,  and  for 
superintending  the  very  few  legal  for- 
malities which  wore  necessary  in  the 
case  of  an  unopposed  return  ?  He  be- 
lieved that  the  only  expenditure  the  He- 
turning  Officer  would  necessarily  incur 
in  such  a  case  ^ould  be  the  expenditure 
for  a  junior  barrister  to  act  for  one  day 
as  his  advising  counsel,  and  for  that  a 
very  small  fee  would  be  sufficient.  His 
contention  was  that  the  House  ought 
not,  in  contemplation  of  its  taking  a 
great  step  towards  the  enh-anohisement 
of  the  masses,  and  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  they  compelled  a  candidate,  con* 
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own,  to  insist 
vhich  Trasma 
to  continue  a  i^» 
'       &  of  unc 
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m  of  most  other  coun- 
official  esp^nflee  con» 
ection  as  well  ub  hie 
nain taming  a  charge 
;ly  not  neceitsftiy,  and 
ent  to  Sherifl^s  in  the 
ret  am©  which  it  was 
cuald  not  spend.  He 
ec't  was  not  touched 
;  but  it  was  not  now 
th  it  before  the  new 
,to  opt^ration^  and  he  ' 
wonld  hear  from  the 
expression  of  opinion 
conoltisioti,  he  tnoTed 
ecommitted  with  th@ 


Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
words  "now  read  the  third  time/*  and 
I  neei t  th  e  word  *  *  ro  -  co  mm  i  tted, "  — (  Mr* 
Pameli^ ) — instead  thoreo f . 

Quastion  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tbe 
Question/' 

Tm  attorney  GKNKRAL  (Sir 
HH^mT  James)  said,  that  this  was  a  subject 
which  deserfed  to  engage  the  attention  of 
th©  GoTernment*  At  prt^seut,  howeTer, 
they  had  to  deal  with  the  Amendment 
as  a  practical  question ;  and  he  submitted 
tbtit  thia  Bill  was  n  Franchise  Billj  and 
t]iat  the  question  of  the  tUarges  of  He- 
turuing  CUBcers  was  not  one  of  franchise. 
If  tht'  GoTernment  wert*  now  to  take  up  I 
that  matter,  they  would  he  acting  incon- 
sistently with  their  previous  action  on 
this  Bill.  He  would,  therefore,  appeal 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
not  to  press  his  Amendment.  He  hoped 
by  withdrawing  it  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  be  making  much  sacrifice. 
He  assured  him  the  Amendment  he  de- 
sired to  propose  would  uot  accomplish 
everj thing  that  was  necesearj-,  for  it 
did  not  pn>post?  to  deal  with  certain 
chargij*  now  made  by  Keturumg  O^cera 
which  probably  the  House  would  not  be 
willing  to  continue.  He  thought  that 
when  the  constituencies  were  enlarged 
there  ought  to  ho  a  rei^sion  of  the  J&e- 
turning  CJfflccrs'  charges  as  well  as  of 
the  deposits.  Return ing  OMcera  ought 
not  to  he  allowed  to  charge  too  much 
for  professional  services*  When  an  op- 
portunity Oicurrecl  he  should  b©  very 
plad  to  join  with  the  hcu.  Gentleman 
m  reconsidering  the  present  law  in  r^ 
Ifttion  to  the  exifsting  charges.     But  the 
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aooeptanco  of  the  Amendment  at  tho 
present  time  would  place  the  lk»Te^a- 
ment  in  such  a  position  that  ho  could 
not  consent  to  adopt  it. 

Mr,  sexton  recognized  Uio  spirit  of 
the  hou.  and  learned  Geutleman*s  com* 
mentfli.  Indeed,  it  mu«it  he  apparent  to 
every  Member  who  had  listened  to  bit 
hon.  Friend  (Mn  Parnell)  that  the  ease 
he  made  was  unanswerable.  He  had 
shown  that  as  much  as  £200  had  to  be 
found  in  some  cases.  Now,  h©  presumed 
the  House  of  Commons  did  not  desird 
to  roMrict  ita  Membomhip  to  persons  of 
any  Hocial  class,  [Mr,  Gdadstojtb  \ 
Hear,  hear  I]  The  enlenskm  of  the  fra»- 
j  TTouId  necessitate  and  involve  the 
vuining  forward  of  working  men  %m 
candidates.  [Mr.  GLAoaroirE:  Hear, 
hear  !]  How  was  a  working  man  to  ptii 
down  a  stim  varying  from  £100  to  £200  ? 
The  matter  was  urgent ;  and  they  wanted 
to  know  what  security  the  Government 
intended  to  ofler  that  these  charges 
should  be  brought  to  a  tolerably  reason- 
able level  before  the  time  for  tbe  neit 
General  Election  ? 

Mn.  GLADSTONE:  I  wish  to  say 
that  I  entirely  agree  with  the  view  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  I  cer- 
tainly think  that,  if  possible^ I  do  not 
see  why  it  should  not  be  pfissibte— the 
opportunity  ought  to  be  taken  in  the 
present  Parliament  to  make  a  just  legis* 
lativo  provisiim  on  this  subject . 

Mr,  PARNELL  said,  that,  untler 
those  circumstances,  be  would  ask  Ifjare 
lo  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendments  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agrrrd  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  timer  ^nd  patted, 

BALMON  WEEKLY   CLOSE  TIME  (IRE- 

LANB^   BILL. 

(Mr.   fftaly,  Mr.  Ummy,  Sir  J««^A   M*Mrnna, 

Mr.  frShtm,  M» .  Sarr^) 

[bill    17.]      SEOOyO    liEABmo. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  re*d. 

Mr.  PARNELL,  in  moving  that  th9 
Bill  be  now  read  a  ^t^oond  time,  said,  it 
was  a  Bill  to  enable  the  salmon  fish  an 
on  the  estuaries  of  S4:>me  Irish  riveri  to 
Esh  on  Saturdays.  He  underatood  th^ 
were  prevented  by  the  ©list ing  Uw  front 
fiahiog during  some  portion  of  iSaturda}*. 
Th#  Bill  had  bt^ttn  prepared  by  iho  lata 
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Member  for  Waterford(Mi%  Blako),  who 
always  took  a  very  great  interest  in  the 
question  of  the  Irish  Fisheries,  and  who 
knew  more  about  them  than  auy  other 
Member  coming  from  Ireland.  The  Bill 
was  ri?c  Oram  ended  to  their  care  by  that 
gentleman  when  he  retired  from  the 
representation  of  the  couoty,  and  he 
trusted  it  would  bo  accepted  by  the  Go- 
vernment without  very  much  difference 
of  opinion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (i/r,  Farmll) 

Mr,    CAMPBELL  -  BANNEKMAN 

eaid^  he  quite  recopjnized  the  importance 
of  the  subject.  The  Bill  proposed  to 
repeal  certain  changes  introduced  about 
20  years  ago  in  the  law  with  respect  to 
Salmon  Fisheries,  The  result  of  these 
changes  had  been  to  effect  a  most  marked 
improvement  in  the  Salmon  Fisheries  of 
Ireland.  Everyone  would  agree  that 
they  ought  only  to  alter  the  law  affect- 
ing that  industry  with  great  care  and 
deliberation.  In  this  Bill  there  were 
various  provisions  of  great  importance 
with  regard  to  which  there  was  a  con- 
Bid  erabie  difference  of  opinion  among 
the  highest  authorities  whom  they  coiild 
consult.  The  Fisheries  Board  were  di- 
vided in  their  opinion  as  to  the  effect 
of  the  changes  introduced  in  1863,  and 
which  were  so  introduced  as  the  con- 
sequence of  an  inquiry.  In  his  opinion, 
therefore,  this  subject  was  one  calling 
for  an  inquiry  to  ascertain  whether  such 
changes  as  the  Bill  proposed  were  re- 
quired; and  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  right  for  the  Government  to  assent 
to  the  principle  of  the  Bill  without  some 
inquiry  which  would  furnish  them  with 
the  basis  upon  which  to  proceed.  He 
was  not  anxious  to  pronouoce  an  opi- 
nion either  for  or  against  the  proposals 
of  the  Bill.  lie  would  suggest  tohon. 
Members  in  charge  of  the  Bill  that  the 
Motion  for  the  second  reading  should 
either  be  withdrawn  or  adjourned  for  a 
considerable  time.  In  that  case,  the  Go- 
veniment  would  be  willing  for  a  Select 
Committee  to  be  appointed  to  consider 
thequestion  of  the  Salmon  Fisheries,  and 
the  changes  that  might  be  required. 

Mb,  TOTTENHAM  said,  the  Bill  was 
one  drawn  exclusively  in  the  interests  of 
one  class  of  fishermen — namely,  those 
who  fished  by  boats  or  other  movable 
contrivances,  to  the  detriment  and  injury 
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of  the  owners  or  lessees  of  fixed  nets  and 
weirs.  It  proposed  to  limit  the  close 
time  for  this  class  to  practically  half 
the  existing  close  time,  as  it  threw  open 
to  them  12  hours  of  the  daylight  of  the 
closed  48  hours.  The  Bill  might  be  more 
accurately  de*;crihed  as  one  for  the  more 
effectual  destruction  of  breeding  fish, 
which,  in  the  interests  of  the  consuming 
public,  required  all  the  protection  they 
could  be  given  rather  than  additional 
facilities  for  their  capture.  As  a  proof 
of  the  decline  in  the  supply,  he  took  the 
returns  of  Billingsgate  Market,  one  of 
the  principal  markets  for  Irish  salmon^ 
and  it  would  be  seen  that  in  1862  the 
number  of  boxes  arriving  there  was  only 
two-thirds  of  the  average  of  the  pre- 
ceding 10  years ;  and  in  1884 — the  re- 
turns for  which  were  not  yet  complete- 
he  was  informed  the  number  of  fish 
taken  was  considerably  lower  than  any 
of  the  previous  years.  The  latter 
part  of  the  Bill  might  be  called  the 
**  Poachers'  Facilities  Clauses,"  as  one  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  was  to  make 
different  close  seasons  for  trout  and  for 
stilmon  fishing  in  inland  waters,  under 
which  it  was  quite  possible  that  a  man 
might  be  caught  in  the  act  of  fishing, 
and  aseert  he  was  fishing  for  trout  and 
not  salmon,  although,  as  soon  as  he  was 
alone,  there  was  nothing  to  prevent  his 
pulling  a  salmon  into  his  boat  instead  of 
a  trout.  Another  provision  enacted  that 
there  should  be  a  difierent  close  time  in 
different  parts  of  the  same  water.  This 
would  enable  a  man,  who  was  caught  in 
the  possession  of  fish  in  the  close  season, 
to  say — *'  Oh,  this  fish  came  from  the 
other  water  in  which  the  close  season 
does  not  exist."  The  same  argument 
would  apply  to  the  estuaries.  The  last 
provision  was  one  for  legalizing  dunng 
a  certain  period  the  most  destructive 
engine  that  could  possibly  be  used  in 
fishiog^ — h9  referred  to  the  half-trnwl 
uet.  Therefore,  he  thought  the  Govern- 
ment should  not  only  ask  for  time  to 
enable  them  to  secure  full  information, 
but  that  the  House  should  resolutely  re* 
fuse  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time  now. 
M».  sexton  said,  he  was  not  sur- 
prised that  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Totten- 
ham) had  spoken  as  he  had,  since  he  was 
anxious  to  prevent  Irishmen  enjoying 
free  means  of  living  by  fishing.  The 
Irish  Members  fully  agreed  with  the 
Chief  Secretary  that  it  was  not  material 
that  the  second  reading  should  be  taken 
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trary  to  the  practice  of  most  other  coun- 
tries, to  pay  all  the  official  expenses  con- 
nected with  the  election  as  well  as  his 
own,  to  insist  on  maintaining  a  charge 
which  was  manifestly  not  necessary,  and 
to  continue  a  payment  to  SheriflPs  in  the 
case  of  unopposed  returns  which  it  was 
obvious  the  Sheriff  could  not  spend.  He 
regretted  the  subject  was  not  touched 
by  the  Act  of  1883  ;  but  it  was  not  now 
too  J  ate  to  deal  with  it  before  the  new 
franchise  came  into  operation,  and  he 
hoped  the  House  would  hear  from  the 
Government  some  expression  of  opinion 
on  the  subject.  In  conclusion,  he  moved 
that  the  Bill  be  recommitted  with  the 
view  he  had  indicated. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
words  "now  read  the  third  time,"  and 
insert  the  word  "re-committed," — {Mr, 
ParneU,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Hexby  James)  said,  that  this  was  a  subject 
which  deserved  to  engage  the  attention  of 
the  Government.  At  present,  however, 
they  had  to  deal  with  the  Amendment 
as  a  practical  question ;  and  he  submitted 
that  this  Bill  was  a  Franchise  Bill,  and 
that  the  question  of  the  charges  of  Be- 
turning  Officers  was  not  one  of  franchise. 
If  the  Government  were  now  to  take  up 
that  matter,  they  would  be  acting  incon- 
sistently with  their  previous  action  on 
this  Bill.  He  would,  therefore,  appeal 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
not  to  press  his  Amendment.  He  hoped 
by  withdrawing  it  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  be  making  much  sacrifice. 
He  assured  him  the  Amendment  he  de* 
sired  to  propose  would  not  accomplish 
everything  that  was  necessary,  for  it 
did  not  propose  to  deal  with  certain 
charges  now  made  by  Returning  Officers 
which  probably  the  Mouse  would  not  be 
willing  to  continue.  He  thought  that 
when  the  constituencies  were  enlarged 
there  ought  to  be  a  revision  of  the  He- 
turning  Officers*  charges  as  well  as  of 
the  deposits.  Eeturning  Officers  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  charge  too  much 
for  professional  services.  When  an  op- 
portunity occurred  he  should  be  very 
p;lad  to  join  with  the  hen.  Gentleman 
u  reconsidering  the  present  law  in  re- 
lation to  the  existing  charges.     But  the 
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acceptance  of  the  Amendment  at  the 
present  time  would  place  the  Gt>Tem- 
ment  in  such  a  position  that  he  could 
not  consent  to  adopt  it. 

Mr.  sexton  recognized  the  spirit  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  com- 
ments. Indeed,  it  must  be  apparent  to 
every  Member  who  had  listened  to  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Parnell)  that  the  case 
he  made  was  unanswerable.  He  had 
shown  that  as  much  as  £200  had  to  be 
found  in  some  cases.  Now,  he  presumed 
the  House  of  Commons  did  not  desire 
to  restrict  its  Membership  to  persons  of 
any  social  class.  [Mr.  GDAi>ST02nB : 
Hear,  hear !]  The  extension  of  the  fran- 
chise would  necessitate  and  involve  the 
coming  forward  of  working  men  as 
candidates.  [Mr.  Gladstone:  Hear, 
hear !]  How  was  a  working  man  to  put 
down  a  sum  varying  from  £100  to  £200? 
The  matter  was  urgent ;  and  they  wanted 
to  know  what  security  the  Government 
intended  to  offer  that  these  charges 
should  be  brought  to  a  tolerably  reason- 
able level  before  the  time  for  the  next 
General  Election  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  wish  to  say 
that  I  entirely  agree  with  the  view  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  I  cer- 
tainly think  that,  if  possible — I  do  not 
see  why  it  should  not  be  possible — the 
opportunity  ought  to  be  taken  in  the 
presf^nt  Parliament  to  make  a  just  legis- 
lative provision  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  that,  under 
those  circumstances,  he  would  aisk  leave 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

SALMON  WEEKLY   CLOSE   TIME  (IRE- 
LAND)  BILL. 
(Jfr.  Hioly,  Mr.  Leamy,  Sir  Joseph  M*Kew9m, 
Mr,  O'Shea,  Mr.  Barry.) 

[bill    17."]      SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  parnell,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  it 
was  a  Bill  to  enable  the  salmon  fishers 
on  the  estuaries  of  some  Irish  rivers  to 
fish  on  Saturdays.  He  understood  they 
were  prevented  by  the  ezistiog  law  from 
fishing  during  some  portion  of  Saturday. 
The  Bill  had  been  prepared  by  the  late 
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of  arrangement,  tbat  the  Local  Goyorn- 
ment  Board  should  undertake  to  6x  the 
elections,  as  far  as  they  could,  on  differ- 
ent days.  The  words  of  the  clause  were 
very  elastic,  and  they  did  not  lay  down 
any  hfird-and-fast  line.  He  hoped  the 
Local  (rovernracDt  Boaxd^  as  far  as  was 
practicable  and  reasonably  convenient, 
would  take  care  to  fix  the  elections  for 
such  times  andnpon  such  dates  as  wonid 
enable  owners  connected  with  different 
Unions  to  go  from  one  to  the  other,  if 
they  were  80  minded,  in  order  to  record 
their  votes.  He  would  himself  suggest 
words  to  meet  the  difficulty  when  they 
came  to  Clause  9»  which  proposed  to 
deal  with  proxies.  When  that  clause 
came  under  consideration,  he  would  sub- 
mit an  Amendment,  not  for  the  purpose 
of  laying  down  a  hard-and-fast  line, 
but  to  empower  the  Local  G-overnment 
Board  to  provide  tbat  these  cases  should 
be  dealt  with  in  accordance  with  the 
obvious  req^mreraenta  of  common  juslice* 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  he  would 
strongly  recommend  the  right  hoa*  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  to  leave  the 
carrying  out  of  the  elections,  so  far  as 
the  dates  were  concerned,  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  themselves,  because 
be  thought,  when  the  matter  came  to 
be  considered  and  investigated,  that  it 
would  be  found  to  be  a  work  of  great 
diHiculty  to  introduce  into  any  Bill  a 
provision  which  would  absolutely  carry 
out  the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Viscount. 
It  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Parnell)  that 
the  Irish  Local  Government  Board  might 
be  fairly  relied  upon  to  ^n  the  days  for 
those  elections  for  Poor  Law  Unions  in 
Bucli  a  way  tbat  the  times  and  days 
would  be  most  convenient  for  those  who 
had  the  privilege  of  exercising  the  vote. 
Although  be  did  not  wish  to  deprecate 
the  merits  of  any  provision  which  the 
right  hon*  and  learned  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  might 
propose,  yet  he  thought  it  might  he 
found  exceedingly  difficult  by  any  gene- 
ral arrangement  to  caiTy  the  matter 
further  than  it  had  been  carried  by  the 
late  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  Trevelyan}. 

Mr.  gray  pointed  out  that  tho  Bill 
had  been  framed  in  accordance  with  the 
suggestion  of  the  late  Chief  Secretary 
(A&.  Trevelyan),  which  was  now  con- 
firmed by  the  present  Chief  Secretary 
(Mr.  Campbell-Bannermaii).  He  did 
not  see  why  it  should  be  amended.  His 
own  opinion  was  that  it  would  be  much 
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better  to  leave  the  matter  in  the  hands 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  and  to 
allow  the  arrangements  to  be  of  such  an 
elastic  character  that  they  could  bo  easily 
made  to  work  when  a  difficulty  arose. 
He  did  not  think  it  was  necessary  to  lay 
down  any  hard-and-fast  line  which  they 
could  not  possibly  change,  in  order  to 
meet  exceptional  circumstances. 
Clause  affresd  to. 
Clauses  7  and  8  agreed  ia. 
Clause  9  (Voters  to  vote  in  person), 
Viscount  CRICHTON  said,  he  had 
put  down  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
to  omit  this  clause  ;  but  be  paw  another 
Amendment  in  the  name  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Coloraine  (Sir 
Hervey  Bruce),  and  as  hia  hon.  Friend 
was  not  present,  and  as  he  approved  of 
the  Amendment,  he  would  move  it  in 
the  place  of  his  hon.  Friend.  The  clause 
required  that  every  ratepayer  must  him- 
self attend  in  person  to  vote  at  the  place 
of  pollings  and  he  proposed  to  add  to  tho 
clause,  with  a  view  to  inserting  hereafter 
the  necessaryprovision,  the  words  **except 
as  hereinafter  provided.*'  This  was  the 
vital  clause  of  the  Bill,  and  it  made 
provision  for  the  mode  in  which  the 
election  of  Poor  Law  Guardians  was 
to  be  conducted.  In  Ireland,  the  land- 
lord paid  one-half  of  rhe  poor  rate,  except 
in  the  case  of  tenants  under  £4  a-year, 
whore  he  paid  the  whole.  In  addition, 
he  paid  the  rates  for  the  land  ho  held  in 
his  own  hand,  and  in  this  way  it  waa  j 
computed  that  the  landlords  paid  five- 
eighths  of  tho  entire  rates  of  Ireland. 
That  being  so,  it  was  only  just  that  they 
should  have  some  corresponding  influence 
in  the  election  of  Poor  Law  Guardians, 
This  Bill,  however,  took  from  the  land- 
lord altogether  the  power  of  voting  by 
proxy,  and  he  would  be  practically  dis- 
franchised in  every  electoral  division  in 
which  he  had  property  except  in  the 
one  in  which  he  was  able  to  vote  per- 
sonally. The  clause  virtually  disfran- 
chised him  for  every  other  division,  but, 
nevertheless,  he  was  still  required  to 
contribute  very  largely  towards  the  rates. 
The  Session  before  last,  the  late  Chief 
Secretary — the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
was  now  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  (TMr.  Trevelyan) — recognized 
this  hardship,  and,  in  order  to  meet  it, 
he  made  a  proposal  the  effect  of  which 
was  to  provide  that  an  owner  of  pro- 
perty voting  in  one  electoral  division  in 
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jDi  0  th©  powor  of  voting 

j  ent  to  tlie  BaturniBg 

*  jred  letter  in  all  the 

which  lie  held  pro- 

h#  right  bon.  Gentle* 

»d  hj  a  Notice  of  op- 

lence  of  tbcs  propofinl 

r  ion.  Member  for  Rob- 

I  allj)or  not,  hd  (Yis- 

"ftm  ^',  ts  unable  to  sfly  ;  but, 

oubteatj,  tnai  opposition    had   the 

^  of  feiiing  tlie  Bill  for  the  Session* 

riglit  hoti.  '  ontleman   sinee  then 

tiu  about-facOf  and   laat 

[>D  ppoaed  the  vcrv  pro* 

1  wi  -■  ^- '^ — '^ 

waa  to  pT«Tent  reprffeentation  and  taxa- 
tion from  goini^  together^  although  that 
was  the  established  prioclple  of  the 
English  Constittiticm  ;  and  ho  hoped  the 
Committee,  by  acceding  to  the  term* of  the 
Amendment  of  his  bon.  Friend  the  Mem* 
ber  for  Coleraino  (fc^ir  Her?ey  Bruoe), 
would  admit,  to  some  extent,  tW  justice 
of  the  claim  made  by  the  lrm\\  land* 
lords,  and  mitigate  the  in  justice  which 
the  Bill,  aa  it  atood^  did  to  them. 

Amendment  propoaed,  in  pa^e  3,  line 
1%  after  the  word  *' polling/-  to  insert 
tho  words  ''  emeept  at  hereinafter  pro* 
tided."'*  (  Vucfiunt  Ctklt&n,) 

Question  proposed,  ^^That  tbo^worda 
be  there  inserted/* 

Mr.  ghat  said,  he  was  altogether 
opposed  to  the  Amendment.  Since  the 
Poor  Law  Act  was  origiaally  passed,  iti 
proTisioGs  bad  been  rendered  quite  in- 
tolerable by  the  power  of  interference 
with  the  representative  character  of  the 
Board  of  Guardians  exercised  by  th*? 
landlords.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
the  Poor  Law  Guardians  had  important 
powers  conferred  upon  them^  which  were 
not  given  to  any  other  representative 
body  or  in  connection  with  any  other 
mutiicipal  institulton.  XeTertheless,  the 
landlords  enjoyed  an  undue  share  of 
Toting  power.  As  an  illustration,  he 
might  mention  that  in  certain  districta 
there  were  Town  Commission  era,  Cor* 
porations,  and  Boards  of  Guardians;  but 
whereas  the  eleciion  were  oonduotad  on 
the  principle  of  personal  voting,  aa  a 
general  rule,  in  the  electton  of  Boarda 
of  Guardians,  the  landlords  enjoyed  pri* 
vileges  which  were  not  given  to  other 
voters .  H  e  Q  ^Ic  t  d  if  th  a  Go ve  rnment  were 
pr&pAwd   to  propose  in  the  Franchise 


Bill,  which  dealt  with  mattere  relating 
to  Parliamentary  elections,  that  electora 
who  had  a  vote  in  more  than  one  county 
should  vote  in  one  case  in  person  and  in 
another  by  means  of  a  registered  letter  ? 
If  the  Government  were  prepared  to  do 
that,  then  be  would  bare  no  further  ob* 
j  action  to  the  adoption  of  a  similar  prin- 
cipk  in  the  present  case ;  but,  other wiae, 
he  certaiulj  could  not  see  the  n^eeaitjr 
for  introducing  this  objectionable  priQ- 
ciple  Into  the  election  of  Poor  Liaw 
Guardians  alone, 

Mr.    CAMPBELL  -  BAKNERMAN 
said,  he  c^ould  not  accept  the  Amend- 

*'     The  object  the  noble  YlsoounI 

u        ji  view  in  proposiag  it  was  perfectly 
in^ojjtgible,  and  to  that  extent  he  sym- 
pathized with  it,  beenuse  he  had  a  great 
objection  to  any  thing  which  would  hare 
a  disfranchising  etFect     But  he  thought 
they   were    bound    to  consider,    before 
efFecting  a  change  in  the  law,  whether 
that  change  would  be  antagoni&ttc  to  the 
priuciples  of  the  general  law.     He  must 
say  that,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he 
looked  upon  the  proposal  of  the  noble 
YisGoutit  as  one  which  would  introduce 
ft  new  species  of  proxy  votings  and  he 
oould  not  see  that  it  was  at  all  desirable, 
in  making  any  change  in  the  mode  of 
voting  in  the  election  of  Poor  Law  Guar- 
dians,  to   introduce  artificial   arrange- 
ments for  the  purpose  of  exempting  a 
particular  class  of  persona  from  the  re- 
quirements which  attached  to  aU  other 
classes.     There  might  he  casea,  but  he 
did  ntit  thitik  they  would  be  very  nu- 
merous, where   Poor  I^aw  elections  in 
different  localities  might  come  into  col* 
lisioD  with    each  other,  and   one  indi> 
vidua!,  holding  property  in  more  thaa 
one  district,  might  be  disfranchised  ta 
a  certain  extent;    but  he  thought  the 
objections  to  the  introduction  of  &n  el  a* 
borate  and  novel  ajatem  of  TOting  in  a 
Bill  of  this  sort  were  grckat^r  than  any 
advantages  which  could  be  gained  from 
it     It  was  proposed  thst  if  an  elector 
voted   personalfy   in    nno    division,    be 
should  have  the  right  of  recording  his 
Tote^  by  means  of  a  registered  letter,  in 
any  other  division.     Now,  he  did  not  w?e 
how  the  fact  of  an  elector  having  voted 
in  one  division  waa  to  be  known  in  the 
other  divtsions  to  which  registered  let* 
ten  mi^ht  be  sent.     All  sorts  of  objec- 
tions might  be  raised  to  arrangementa  of 
this  kind,  which  were  neeeaaarilj  of  an 
artificial  kind.     Elis  opinion  was  thai  it 
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was  desirable  to  have  the  elections  con- 
ducted in  as  simple  a  manner  as  pos- 
sible ;  and  although,  in  some  instances, 
the  present  system  might  act  as  a  dis- 
franchisement, h©  could  not  see  that  it 
would  be  judicious  on  the  part  of  Par- 
liament to  attempt,  by  any  artifidal  ar- 
rangement, to  remedy  the  evil. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  s»id,  he  was  not  dis- 
posed to  overlay  the  debate  with  further 
points,  when  all  of  them  had  been  urged 
over  and  over  again  ;  but  he  must  enter 
his  protest,  once  more,  against  the  course 
which  had  been  adopted  by  the  Repre- 
sentative of  Her  Majesty's  Go^'ernment 
in  Ireland  on  this  occasion,  as  he  had  done 
formerly  in  regard  to  the  same  matter. 
It  was  nothing  more  nor  less  than  the 
same  surrender  which  was  made  last 
Session,  and  which  was  now  beiog  re- 
peated again  in  order  to  save  trouble, 
and  to  conciliate  Irish  Members  below 
the  Gangway.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  spoken  had  not  been 
able  to  adduce  one  single  particle  of 
argument  in  support  of  his  contentiou. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  shown 
that  there  was  any  difficulty,  and  in- 
deed there  was  no  difficulty^  and  there 
could  be  no  difficulty,  in  carr}4ng  out  the 
system  of  voting  by  registered  letter, 
which  was  suggested  by  his  own  Prede- 
cessor in  Office.  He  defied  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway  to  suggest  that 
there  was  any  difficulty  in  the  matter. 
As  to  the  observations  which  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlow  (Mr, 
Gray),  when  he  spoke  of  the  importance 
of  the  special  duties  conferred  on  the 
Poor  Law  Guardians,  ho  (Mr.  Plunket) 
confessed  that  he  did  not  know  what  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  referring  to. 

Mr.  gray  said,  that  one  part  of  the 
duties  of  the  Guardians  was  to  ad- 
minister the  Sanitary  Acts. 

Mr.  plunket  said,  he  failed  to  see 
in  that  a  reason  why  additional  votes 
should  not  be  given  to  the  owners  of 
property  in  the  country,  who  had  cer- 
tainly quite  as  deep  an  interest  in  the 
proper  administration  of  the  Sanitary 
Acta  as  in  any  other  portion  of  the 
working  of  the  Poor  Law.  The  case 
was  altogether  different  from  elections 
for  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  the  duty  of  the  Board  of  Guardians 
was,  or  ought  to  be,  to  see  to  the  proper 
application  of  the  rates  provided  by  the 
ratepayers.  There  was  no  elaborate  or 
novel  system  evoked  by  the  present  pro- 


posal, but  it  simply  followed  out  tho 
suggestion  of  the  late  Chi  of  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Trevelyan).  If  Ih© 
Bill  were  passed  in  its  present  shape, 
the  poorest  ratepayer  in  the  Union 
would  have  precisely  the  same  influence 
as  the  ratepayer  who  owned  a  very  con- 
siderable amount  of  the  property  of  tha 
parish.  He  had  no  wisn  to  detain  the 
Committee,  but  he  should  certainly  vote 
for  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  T.  A.  DICKSON  wished  to  say, 
in  reply  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken,  that 
his  (Mr.  Dickson* s)  experience  in  con- 
nection with  the  working  of  the  Poor 
Law  extended  over  a  period  of  more 
than  1 6  years,  both  as  an  elected  Guar- 
dian and  as  an  fa:  officio  Guardian, 
and,  in  his  opinion,  there  could  bo 
no  worse  system  of  election  than  that 
now  adopted.  He  thought  the  Local 
Government  Board  were  tired  of  the  pre- 
sent system  of  electing  Guardians.  There 
was  hardly  an  election  in  regard  to  which 
there  was  not  a  contest  or  some  dispute, 
and  he  certainly  could  see  no  valid 
reason  why  the  Guardians  should  not  be 
elected  on  the  same  principle  as  Mem-^ 
here  of  Parliament.  He  protested'^ 
against  all  this  elaborate  arrangement 
for  fancy  voting  either  by  registered 
letter  or  by  proxy.  What  they  really 
required  was  some  plain  and  simple  plan 
of  voting  by  ballot- 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  the  right  hon, 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket) 
said  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlow 
(Mr.  Gray)  had  advanced  a  curious  argu- 
ment in  support  of  the  Bill,  and  in  oppo- 
sition to  voting  by  proxy,  in  pointing  out 
that  the  Guardians  had  to   deal  with,^ 
sanitary    questions    and    with    matteraV 
affecting  the  health  and  well-being  of 
the  people.     What  did   these  sanitary 
questions  mean  ?  They  meant  an  intimate ^ 
acquaintance  with  the  condition  of  tho^ 
district  sufheient  to  enable  the  persona 
elected  to  know  what  the  evils  were  that* 
required  to  bo  remedied.     Persons  who 
voted  by  proxy  were  persons  who  did  not 
reside  in  the  locality,  and  were,  there- ' 
fore,  unacquainted  with  its  wants.     The 
very  pith  and  marrow  of  the  argument 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlow  was  that 
these  persons  who  desired  to  vote  by 
proxy  and  by  registered  letter  possessed 
no  local  knowledge  and  had  no  personal" 
interest  in  improving  the  sanitary  oon- 
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person  should  hare  the  power  of  voting 
Dy  voting  papers  sent  to  the  Returning 
Officer  in  a  registered  letter  in  all  the 
other  divisions  in  which  he  held  pro- 
perty. Whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  frightened  by  a  Notice  of  op- 
position in  consequence  of  the  proposal 
put  down  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ros- 
common (Mr.  O'Kelly)  or  not,  he  (Yis- 
count  Crichton)  was  unable  to  say  ;  but, 
undoubtedly,  that  opposition  had  the 
effect  of  killing  the  Bill  for  the  Session. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  since  then 
had  turned  right- about-face,  and  last 
Session  strongly  opposed  the  very  pro- 
vision which  he  had  himself  previously 
suggested.  The  object  of  this  clause 
was  to  prevent  representation  and  taxa- 
tion from  going  together,  although  that 
was  the  established  principle  of  the 
English  Constitution  ;  and  he  hoped  the 
Committee,  by  acceding  to  the  terms  of  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Coleraine  (Sir  Hervey  Bruce), 
would  admit,  to  some  extent,  the  justice 
of  the  claim  made  by  the  Irish  land- 
lords, and  mitigate  tne  injustice  which 
the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  did  to  them. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
12,  after  the  word  **  polling,"  to  insert 
the  words  **  except  as  hereinafter  pro- 
vided."— (  Viscount  Crichton,) 

Question  proposed,  ^^That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Me.  gray  said,  he  was  altogether 
opposed  to  the  Amendment.  Since  the 
Poor  Law  Act  was  originally  passed,  its 
provisions  had  been  rendered  quite  in- 
tolerable by  the  power  of  interference 
with  the  representative  character  of  the 
Board  of  Guardians  exercised  by  the 
landlords.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
the  Poor  Law  Guardians  had  important 
powers  conferred  upon  them,  which  were 
not  given  to  any  other  representative 
body  or  in  connection  with  any  other 
municipal  institution.  Nevertheless,  the 
landlords  enjoyed  an  undue  share  of 
voting  power.  As  an  illustration,  he 
might  mention  that  in  certain  districts 
there  were  Town  Commissioners,  Cor- 
porations, and  Boards  of  Guardians ;  but 
whereas  the  election  were  conducted  on 
the  principle  of  personal  voting,  as  a 
general  rule,  in  the  election  of  Boards 
of  Ghiardians,  the  landlords  enjoyed  pri- 
vileges which  were  not  given  to  otner 
voters.  He  asked  if  the  Government  were 
prepared  to  propose  in  the  Franchise 
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Bill,  which  dealt  with  matters  relating 
to  Parliamentary  elections,  that  electors 
who  had  a  vote  in  more  than  one  county 
should  vote  in  one  case  in  person  and  in 
another  by  means  of  a  registered  letter? 
If  the  Government  were  prepared  to  do 
that,  then  he  would  have  no  further  ob- 
jection to  the  adoption  of  a  similar  prin- 
ciple in  the  present  case ;  but,  otherwise, 
he  certainly  could  not  see  the  necessity 
for  introducing  this  objectionable  prin- 
ciple into  the  election  of  Poor  Lav 
Guardians  alone. 

Mr.     CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  ho  could  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment.    The  object  the  noble  Yisoount 
had  in  view  in  proposing  it  was  perfectly 
intelligible,  and  to  that  extent  ne  sym- 
pathized with  it,  because  he  had  a  ereat 
objection  to  anything  which  would  have 
a  disfranchising  effect.     But  he  thought 
they  were    boimd    to  consider,   before 
effecting  a  change  in  the  law,  whether 
that  change  would  be  antagonistic  to  the 
principles  of  the  general  law.     He  must 
say  that,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he 
looked  upon  the  proposal  of  the  noble 
Viscount  as  one  which  would  introduce 
a  new  species  of  proxy  voting,  and  he 
could  not  see  that  it  was  at  all  desirable, 
in  making  any  change  in  the  mode  of 
voting  in  the  election  of  Poor  Law  Guar- 
dians,  to   introduce  artificial   arrange- 
ments for  the  purpose  of  exempting  a 
particular  class  of  persons  from  the  re- 
quirements which  attached  to  all  other 
classes.     There  might  be  cases,  but  he 
did  not  think  they  would  be  very  nu- 
merous, where  Poor  Law  elections  in 
different  localities  might  come  into  col- 
lision with   each  other,  and  one  indi- 
vidual, holding  property  in  more  than 
one  district,  might  oe  aisfranchised  to 
a  certain  extent;    but  he  thought  the 
objections  to  the  introduction  of  an  ela- 
borate and  novel  system  of  voting  in  a 
Bill  of  this  sort  were  greater  than  any 
advantages  which  could  be  gained  from 
it.     It  was  proposed  that  if  an  elector 
voted  personally  in    one    division,   he 
should  have  the  right  of  recording  his 
vote,  by  means  of  a  registered  letter,  in 
any  other  division.    Now,  he  did  not  see 
how  the  fact  of  an  elector  having  voted 
in  one  division  was  to  be  known  in  the 
other  divisions  to  which  registered  let- 
ters mi^ht  be  sent.     All  sorts  of  objec- 
tions might  be  raised  to  arrangements  of 
this  kind,  which  were  necessarily  of  an 
artificial  kind.    His  opinion  was  that  it 
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ni&cenoe,  H©  (Mr.  Sexton)  certainly  re- 
membered in  Ireland  recommending  that 
the  landlords  sbould  be  required  to  pay 
for  the  Buatenance  of  the  familieis  of  the 
suBpeots  wbile  the  suspects  themselyes 
were  oonfined  in  gaol,  because  he  believed 
that  the  practical  effect  of  such  a  course 
would  he  to  render  the  landlord  interest 
more  cautious  in  procuring  the  arrest  of 
honest  men.  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion more  immediately  before  the  Com* 
mittee,  ho  thought  there  could  be  no 
question  that  the  adoption  of  the  system 
of  proxy  voting  was  a  great  scandal,  and 
a  source  of  grievous  injustice  in  Ireland, 
His  hoe.  Friend  the  Member  for  Carlo w 
(Mr.  Gray)  had  pointed  out  that,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  relief  of  the  poor,  the  Poor 
Law  Guardians  performed  other  most 
important  functions,  among  them  being 
the  administration  of  the  t3anitary  Acts 
with  a  view  to  the  preservation  of  the 
public  health.  It  would  be  intolerable 
if  persons  drawing  large  incomes  from 
the  land  in  Ireland,  hut  leaving  the 
country  and  residing  abroad,  should  he 
able  to  throw  sheafs  of  proxies  into  the 
hands  of  agents  which  would  virtually 
control  all  the  elections  under  the  Poor 
Law,  seeing  that  these  persona  no  longer 
resided  upon  Irish  soil,  and  had  no  in- 
terest whatever  in  the  country  or  the 
well-being  of  the  inhabitants,  except  so 
far  as  the  income  they  drew  out  of  it  was 
concerned.  He  had  known  oases  where 
persons — intelligent  men — were  candi- 
dates for  the  office  of  Guai*dian»  and  had 
the  support  of  every  resident  ratepayer  ; 
but  the  landlords*  agent  was  able  to 
oome  down  with,  a  formidable  sheaf  of 
proxies  in  his  hand,  and  throw  them 
out.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket)  had  done 
the  Irish  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way the  honour  of  speaking  of  thorn 
as  clever.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  did  not 
claim  for  them  that  they  were  any 
more  clever  than  hon.  Members  in  other 
parts  of  the  House,  and  it  was  not  only 
unreasonable,  but  absurd,  to  suppose 
that  the  Local  Government  Board  in 
Dublin  in  making  its  preparations  for 
the  election  of  Poor  Law  Guardians 
would  not  take  care  to  fix  the  elections 
in  the  different  electoral  divisions  in  such 
a  manner  that  no  landlord  would  find 
himself  embarrassed  in  exercising  his 
right  of  voting-  No  doubt,  having  re- 
gard  to  the  fact  that  property  might  be 


held  in  more  than  one  division  by  the 
same  individual^  the  Local  Government 
Board  would  so  fix  the  elections  in  the 
difTerent  divisions  that  one  did  not  clash 
with  another;  and  there  would  be  no 
difficulty  at  all,  except  the  persons 
claiming  the  right  to  vote  happened  to 
be  non-resident.  In  that  case,  of  course, 
the  vote  would  not  be  recorded  ;  but, 
surely,  if  the  vote  was  worth  anything 
at  all,  it  was  worth  giving  in  person. 
The  proposal  made  by  the  noble  Viscount 
the  Member  for  Fermanagh  (Yisoount 
Crichton)  was  that  in  the  event  of  an 
election  taken  place  in  two  electoral 
divisions  on  the  same  day,  in  both  of 
which  a  landlord  happened  to  have  pro- 
perty, he  should  be  allowed  to  vote  in 
one  division  personally  and  in  the  other 
by  sending  a  registered  letter  to  the  Re- 
turning Otficer,  proving  to  such  Heturu- 
ing  Officer  that  he  had  voted  in  person 
in  another  division.  But  surely  that 
was  a  physical  impossibility,  because 
the  letter  in  the  one  case  must  be  de- 
spatched while  the  voter  was  actually 
on  his  way  to  record  his  vote  in  the 
other.  He  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentlomau  the  Chief  Secretary  (Mr. 
Campbell  -  Bannerman)  deserved  but 
scant  gratitude  from  hon.  Gentleman 
who  sat  on  that  side  of  the  Gangway, 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  a 
speech  in  which  he  said  that  he  had  a  ^ 
strong  feeling  of  dislike  to  any  proposal 
which  had  a  disfranchising  effect ;  and 
then  he  went  on  to  attribute  such  an  * 
effect  to  the  present  BOL  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  never  paused  for  a  mo- 
ment to  ask  himself  whether  the  present 
franchise  was  an  equitable  one,  but  said 
he  was  opposed  to  any  rating  franchise, 
however  reasonable  it  otherwise  might 
be,  which  was  calculated  in  any  degree 
to  deprive  the  landlords  of  their  influ- 
ence in  controlling  the  municipal  go- 
vernment of  the  country.  He  might  tell 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  pre- 
sent BiU  was  the  result  of  a  compromise. 
The  Irish  Representatives  had  asked  for 
muoh  more  than  was  contained  in  the 
BiU  ;  but  they  had  consented  to  accept 
the  measure  in  a  spirit  of  compromise, 
the  effect  of  the  compromise  being  still 
to  leave  the  landlords  a  large  plurality 
of  votes  as  compared  with  those  enjoyed 
by  the  occupiers.  If  by  peculiar  prac- 
tices in  that  House,  or  by  moving  the 
power  of  their  frienda  in  the  other 
Houae,  Gentlemen  of  the  Tory  Party 
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obstructed  and  embarrassed  the  measxire 
now,  and  prevented  it  from  being  passed 
into  laWt  aa  they  did  last  Session^  he 
warned  them  that  they  would  have  to 
face  a  much  more  disagreeable  Bill  next 
RessioQ. 

Sm  JOSEPH  M^KENNA  believed 
that  the  Irish  landlords  would  lose  no- 
thing whatever  by  accepting  the  Bill  as 
it  stood.  At  present,  there  were  insinua- 
tions that  they  made  use  of  their  influ- 
ence to  control  unfairly  the  Poor  Law 
elections.  What  was  it  they  would  lose  ? 
They  would  simply  lose  the  chance  of 
influencing  the  election  of  one  Guardian 
as  against  another  j  and  he  did  not  think 
that  that  was  a  privilege  which  ought 
any  longer  to  be  preserved  to  them. 
Their  privileges  were  fully  preserved  for 
them  now  by  the  plurality  of  votes  which 
they  enjoyed.  He  had  no  interest,  per- 
sonally, in  any  election  in  Ireland  for 
Poor  Law  Guardians  except  as  a  land- 
lord. He  held  property,  as  a  landlord, 
in  three  counties  in  Ireland  ;  and  so 
much  had  he  always  felt  that  it  was  only 
for  the  people  on  the  spot  to  decide  what 
persons  should  be  elected  to  perform  the 
duties  of  Poor  Law  Guardians,  that  bo 
had  never  for  25  years  given  a  vote 
either  hy  proxy  or  otherwise.  He  ven- 
tured to  say  that  it  would  be  a  most 
mistaken  policy,  indeed,  if  hon.  Members 
above  the  Gangway  were  on  this  occa- 
sion to  force  the  Committee  into  a  Divi- 
sion. He  trusted  that  better  counsels 
would  prevail,  and  that  the  Bill  would 
be  accepted,  as  it  stood,  seeing  that  it 
was  the  result  of  a  fair  compromise. 

Mr.  MACAETNEY  said,  that,  not^ 
withstanding  the  threat  which  had  been 
held  out  to  the  Irish  landlords  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton) 

Mr.  sexton  :  A  warning ;  not  a 
threat, 

Mr.  MACABTNEY:  Oh,  a  warning! 
Well,  notwithstandicg  the  very  menacing 
warning  held  out  to  the  Irish  landlords 
by  the  hon.  Member  that  they  would  be 
worse  treated  if  they  did  not  now  take 
what  they  could  get,  he  must  resist  this 
attempt  to  deprive  them  of  their  rights, 
at  the  proper  time^  and  not  wait  for 
some  other  opportunity.  His  objection 
to  the  present  Bill  was  this.  When  it 
was  introduced  in  the  Session  before 
last,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  now 
Chancellor  of  the  Dtichy  of  Lancaster, 
twas  then  Chief  Secretary  of  Ireland 
(Mr.  Trevelyan),  a  difficulty  arose  aa  to 

Mr.  iiexion 


the  abolition  of  proxy  voting,  and  tbf 
desirability  of  preserving  the  proprietor*! 
right  to  the  vote.  He  (Mr.  Macartney} 
suggested,  and  the  suggestion  was  ac* 
cepted  and  acted  upon  by  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary, that  every  proprietor  should  be 
allowed  to  send  in  a  paper  containing  Ixii 
vote,  us  now  proposed  in  the  Amend- 
ment' of  his  noble  Friend  the  Member 
for  Fermanagh  (Yiscoxint  Crichton).  It 
was  further  suggested  that  the  paper  m 
signed  by  the  landlord,  and  duly  filled 
up  by  a  magistrate,  should  be  sent  in  a 
registered  letter  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Union.  It  was  all  very  well  to  say  thit 
the  owners  of  property  in  different 
Unions,  if  they  valued  the  vote,  would 
attend  to  record  the  vote  in  person.  On© 
thing  appeared  to  have  been  compleielj 
forgotten,  and  that  was,  that  in  many 
instances  females  were  owners  of  pro- 
perty, and  had  the  right  to  vote  for  the 
election  of  Poor  Law  Guardians.  Thoj 
would  be  completely  disfranchised  by 
this  Bill. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  macartney  asked  what  fe- 
male, IT  ho  happened  to  own  property  ro 
five  or  sis  Unions^  would  take  the  trouble 
to  go  about  in  order  that  she  might  vote 
in  person  ?  The  hon.  Member  had,  per- 
haps, no  respect  for  those  who  had  pro- 
perty, and  reserved  it  for  those  who  had 
none.  It  had  been  stated,  in  the  course 
of  the  discussion  on  this  Amendment, 
that  a  part  of  the  rates  were  paid  by  tlie 
landlord  ;  but  he  would  i>oint  out  that, 
in  addition  to  that,  the  landlord  paid  for 
all  his  occupiers  under  £4  valuation, 
who  were  very  numerous,  and,  bes'ldos 
that,  he  paid  the  total  amount  of  the 
rates  on  the  land  which  he  himself  occu- 
pied. That  being  so,  the  landlord  paid 
a  much  larger  proportion  of  the  ratee 
than  the  tenant,  and  it  was  only  right 
that  he  should  be  proportionately  repre- 
sented in  the  election  of  Quardiana. 
The  principle  that  representation  should 
follow  taxation  was,  in  bis  opinioo, 
eminently  applicable  to  the  caae. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  26  ; 
Noes  88;  Majority  62.  —  TDiV,  List, 
No.  11.) 

Me.  GIBSON  said,  tho  Amendment 
he  had  to  propose  was  with  reference  to 
a  subject  which  he  had  referred  to  at  aa 
earlier  stage  of  the  proceedingo.  It  had 
been  admitted  that  it  would  be  unfair 
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and  unreftionable  for  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  not  to  make  a  practicable 
arrangement  by  which  the  opportunity 
of  Toting  might  bo  secured  to  those 
whose  property  lay  in  different  localities. 
The  only  objection  to  that  principle  had 
been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  who  said  that 
it  would  not  be  desirable  or  practical 
to  lay  down  a  hard  and-fast  line  for  de- 
termining the  action  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  That  was  precisely 
what  he  did  not  wish  to  be  done,  and 
he  was,  therefore,  in  agreement  with  the 
hon.  Member  on  the  point.  But  it  was 
perfectly  reasonable^  and  bad  been  clone 
over  and  over  again  in  Acts  of  Parlia* 
ment,  to  suggest  in  words  to  Public 
Departments  that  Parliament  expected 
tliem  to  do  what  was  reasonable  and 
practicable  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duties.  He,  therefore,  put  forward 
words  which  would  direct  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  to  fix  such  times  for 
the  election  of  Boards  of  Guardians  as 
they  might  think  fit,  to  assist,  as  far  as 
might  be  convenient  and  practicable, 
owners  having  property  in  dilferent 
districts  in  rocordiug  their  votes.  That, 
the  Committee  would  see,  was  to  draw 
no  hard-and-fast  line^  but  to  put  the 
matter  upon  a  common- sense  footing. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Clause,  to  add  the  words 
**  The  Local  Uovernment  Bonrd  Bhall  fijc  uuch 
days  and  times  for  Poor  Law  election  as  they 
think  lit,  acd  a^  muy  assist,  bo  far  as  may  bo 
practicablo  and  con  vent  en  t»  owners  who  hftva 
properties  in  different  unions  to  record  their 
votes,'*— (J/r.  OihoH.) 

Question  proposed,  **Thattliose  words 
be  there  added." 

Ma.  SEXTON  said,  he  had  expected 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  would  have  made 
a  statement  with  reference  to  the  repre- 
sentation of  Irish  tenants  on  Boards  of 
Guardians  in  Ireland.  The  recent  ex- 
perience of  official  life  in  Ireland  on  the 
pai't  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
certainly  led  him  (Mr.  Sexton)  to  ex- 
pect that  the  Committee  would  have 
been  furnished  with  at  least  one  ex- 
ample of  the  manner  in  which  the  land- 
loraa  exercised  their  powers  in  this  re- 
ipect  towards  the  tenants.  The  general 
belief  was  that  it  was  exercised  in  an 
unsatisfactory  manner.  He  thought  the 
Xfocal  Government  Board  might  in  this 
matter  be  allowed  to  exercise  the  discre- 


tionary power  which  they  already  pos- 
sessed, and  he  should,  therefore,  oppose 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman, 

Mr.  gray  said,  it  would  be  incon- 
venient to  the  community  generally  for 
tho  Local  Government  Board  to  fix  times 
for  the  elections  in  the  manner  proposed. 
There  were  about  163  Poor  Law  Unions 
in  Ireland,  and  tho  words  proposed 
would  almost  coerce  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  fix  those  elections  for 
so  many  different  days,  if,  as  might 
happen,  there  were  proprietors  who,  in  re- 
spect of  them,  had  property  in  different 
Unions,  The  Local  Government  Board 
would  be  driven  to  Q.x  163  days  for 
bidding  the  elections,  in  order  to  avoid 
the  attacks  that  would  be  made  upon 
them. 

Mr,  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN 
said,  he  hoped  tlie  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  would  not 
press  his  Amendment.  Tlw  Qovemraent 
had  already  stated  their  opinion  that 
tbia  was  a  matter  which  might  bo  left 
to  the  discretion  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  He  thought  there  was  n 
good  deal  of  force  in  what  had  Leeu 
said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlo w 
(Mr.  Gray) — namely,  that  any  injunc- 
tion of  this  kind  would  lead  to  constant 
reclamations  on  the  part  of  people  who 
thought  that  other  arrangements  might 
have  been  made.  It  was,  therefore^ 
very  much  better  to  leave  the  point  to 
t\iQ  L>cal  Government  Board,  who  had 
both  experience  and  discretionary  power 
in  the  matter. 

3Iii.  MACAKTNEY  said,  they  had 
been  told  last  Session  that  the  rights  of 
landlords  in  respect  of  their  votes  at 
these  elections  should  be  preserved;  but, 
from  what  had  been  said,  it  appeared 
that  justice  was  not  to  be  done  to  them, 

Mr.  O'SLXLIVAN  hoped  the  Amend- 
ment would  not  be  agreed  to.  It  would 
lead  to  great  inconvenience. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  dividad :  —  Ayes  24  ; 
Noes  81  :  Majority  57. — (Div,  List, 
No.  12.) 

Clause  agreed  U, 

Clauaea  10  to  24,  inclusive^  (tgreed  to. 

Clause  25  (No  minor  entitled  to  vote. 
Fresh  election  to  be  ordered  forthwith 
on  vacancy.  Justice  of  Peace  not  to  be 
qualified  afi  9jc  officio  Guai^dian  unless  a 
ratepayer). 
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Mr.  BEODEIOK  said,  before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  his 
Amendment  to  Sub- section  5,  he  wished 
to  call  attention  to  a  point  in  Sub-sec- 
tion 3.  He  did  so  merely  as  a  protest 
against  the  provision  that — 

*'  No  Justice  of  the  Peace  'shall  be  qualified 
to  be  an  ex  oji^o  Guardian  of  any  Poor  Law 
Union,  unless  he  is  a  ratepayer  of  such  Union." 

It  happened  that  in  Ireland  there  were 
a  certain  number  of  Justices  of  the 
Peace,  who  were  either  agents  repre- 
senting landlords,  or  the  eldest  sons  of 
landlords  who  were  old  and  decrepid. 
These  persons  might  be  very  able  and 
efficient  men  as  Quardians;  and  he 
raised  the  point  indicated,  because  he 
could  not  think  that  any  abuse  could 
creep  in  as  a  consequence  of  allowing 
such  Justices  of  the  Peace  to  be  ex  officio 
Poor  Law  Guardians.  He  hoped  the 
matter  would  receive  the  consideration 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  as  the 
animus  of  the  Committee  at  the  moment 
was  quite  clear  on  the  point,  he  would 
not  press  it  at  greater  length.  He  simply 
put  it  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
the  hope  that  he  might  be  prepared  to 
omit  the  words  in  question. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  that  so  far  as 
concerned  agents  who  were  Justices  of 
the  Peace,  they  had  generally  farms  in 
the  country.  He  did  not  see  why  agents 
should  be  on  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
simply  because  they  represented  pro- 
prietors. One  object  of  the  clause  was 
to  get  the  proprietor  to  live  in  Ireland, 
although,  of  course,  if  he  was  unable  to 
do  that  it  was  a  proper  thing  that  he 
should  go  away  and  give  his  son  the 
opportimity  of  representing  him.  He 
could  not  see  that  any  practical  incon- 
venience would  arise  from  this  ;  but  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  understand  why  a  Jus- 
tice of  the  Peace,  who  was  not  a  rate- 
payer in  the  Union,  and  who  lived  in  a 
country  town,  should  be  ex  officio  a  Poor 
Law  Guardian.  He  did  not  think  that 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  would 
tend  to  the  proper  working  of  the  Act. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  he  understood  it  was  the  general 
feeling  with  regard  to  this  Bill  that  the 
number  of  ex  officio  Guardians  should  be 
limited  to  one-third  of  the  number  of 
the  members  of  the  Board.  That,  how- 
ever, was  not  exactly  carried  out  by  the 
wording  of  the  clause  in  its  present 
form,  and  he  was  therefore  anxious,  in 
order  to  prevent  any  doubt  as  to  the 


meaning  of  the  Bill,  to  amend  the  olanao 
in  such  a  way  as  would  express  the 
general  intention.  He  would  propose  to 
add  words  to  the  effect  that  the  number 
of  ex  officio  Guardians  in  any  Poor  Lav 
Union  should  in  no  case  exceed  one- 
third  of  the  number  of  members  of  the 
Board.  But  the  objection  to  that  was 
that  the  total  number  of  wldch  ths 
ex  officio  Guardians  were  to  be  a  third 
would  be  a  movable  quantity  by  the 
fact  of  their  being  ex  officio  GuardianSi 
and  the  words,  therefore,  that  would 
best  express  what  was  intended  would 
be  words  which  implied  that  the  &x  ofimt 
Guardians  should  be  not  more  in  number 
than  half  the  elected  Guardians.  In 
that  way  they  would  be  one-third  of  the 
whole.  He  had  heard  other  ways  of 
expressing  it,  but  that  appeared  to  him 
to  be  most  correct.  The  section  would 
then  read — 

''  The  number  of  ex  officio  Guardians  of  any 
Poor  Law  Union  shall  not  exceed  half  the  nini* 
her  of  the  elected  Guardians  in  the  Union ;  " 
and  then  there  would  be  added,  to  meet 
a  very  obvious  case — 

<<  Where  the  number  of  such  elected  Gaaiw 
dians  is  an  uneven  number,  it  shall,  for  tin 
purposes  of  this  section,  be  deemed  to  bt 
diminished  by  one.'* 

They  could  not  have  half  a  Guardian.  Hs 
believed  that  if  these  words  were  in- 
serted they  would  carry  out  what  was 
the  universal  intention  when  the  claoae 
was  before  them  last  Session.  At  pre- 
sent, anyone  who  read  the  section  would 
see  that  it  did  not  convey  that  impres- 
sion at  all. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  8,  line  32,  leave  out  the  beg^iuiisg 
of  the  sub-section  to  the  word  "  and,"  in  lint 
34,  and  insert  *^  the  number  of  ex  officio  Guar- 
dians in  any  Poor  Law  Union  shall  not  exceed 
half  the  number  of  elected  Guardians  in  ths 
Union.  Where  the  number  of  such  elected 
Guardians  is  an  uneven  number,  it  shall,  for 
the  purposes  of  this  section,  be  deemed  to  bo 
dimmished  by  one." — {Mr,  CamphelUBmmm' 
man,) 

Question  proposed,  '<  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Clause." 

Mb.  macartney  said,  they  had 
abolished  the  proxy  Tote,  they  had  made 
it  impossible  for  landlords  to  vote  in  any 
place  except  that  in  which  they  residecli 
and  now  it  was  proposed  that  the  num- 
ber of  landlords  sitting  on  Boards  of 
Quardians  should  be  reduced  from  an 
equal  nimiber  to  only  half  Uie  number 
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of  elected  Guardians ;  and,  on  the  sug- 
gestion of  ttie  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (Mr.  Camp- 
bell -  Ban  nerm  an),  where  the  elected 
Guardians  were  21  in  number  th<'  ex  officio 
Guardians  should  be  only  10 — that  was 
less  than  half.  That  the  &x  officio  Guar- 
dians should  be  only  half  was  unfair. 
They  seemed  in  Ireland  to  be  proceed- 
ing upon  the  principle  adopted  at  the 
time  of  the  Revolution^ — namelj,  pro- 
perty and  robbery.  No  wad  ays »  to  be 
po8ses«ed  of  property  in  Ireland  was 
sufficient  to  disqualify  a  man  from  en- 
joying any  of  the  privileges  which  any- 
one else  enjoyed,  and  to  subject  him  to 
tbe  suspicion  that  he  had  bad  intentions 
towards  his  country  and  the  community 
amongat  whom  he  lived.  He  (Mr- 
Macartney)  was  bound  to  say  that  the 
compact,  whatever  it  was,  that  had  been 
entered  into  between  the  Government 
and  tlie  Gentlemen  {the  Home  Rulers) 
sitting  below  the  Gangway  was  a  most 
iniquitous  one,  sacrificing,  as  it  did, 
those  who  were  attached  to  the  connec- 
tion between  tht?  Three  Kingdoms ; 
sacrificing  those  who  represented  law 
and  order  in  Ireland ;  sacrificing  those 
who  represented,  he  would  not  say  the 
smartness,  but  certainly  the  education 
of  the  country,  and  also  insuring  for 
the  future  that  in  every  district  in 
Ireland  whore  there  was  a  Poor  Law 
Union  there  should  bo  a  small  Par- 
liament in  which  the  voice  of  reason 
should  be  smothered  by  numbers. 

Mb.  GIBSON  only  wanted  to  state 
how  he  understood  the  matter  to  stand. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  (Mr.  Cauipbell-Bannerman), 
in  his  observations,  had  not  applied 
himself  as  yet  to  the  consideration  of 
the  substance  of  the  Amendment.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  only  proposed  to 
put  the  matter  into  the  shape  in  which 
it  was  understood  to  be  left  by  those 
who  put  forward  the  suggestion  in  the 
last  Session.  The  Chief  Secretary,  how- 
ever, was  a  little  incorrect  in  saying  all 
parties. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  «  BANNERMAN 
said,  he  thought  it  was  universally 
understood  that  that  was  the  mean- 
ing. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  his  only  desire 
was  to  have  the  matter  put  quite  right ; 
and»  therefore,  he  saw  no  objection,  as  a 
matter  of  form,  to  what  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary said  should  be  done.  He  thought 
ihsk%  wbea  that  waa  done  it  woidd  be  I 


put  into  the  shape  that  was  intended  by 
%h^  Mover  of  the  sub-section  last  Ses- 
sion. When  the  Amendment  suggested 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr,  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman)  had  been  made,  the 
noble  Viscount  the  Member  for  Ferma- 
nagh (Viscount  Crich ton)  would  move  the 
omission  of  the  whole  of  Sub-section  5, 
because  the  contention  of  the  noble 
Viscount  and  of  others  was  that  the 
existing  law  was  more  just  and  more 
reasonable  than  the  change  proposed  to 
be  effected  by  the  amended  sub-section, 

Mb.  T-  a.  DICKSON:  Before  we 
pass  from  this  section 

Mk.  GIBSON:  Let  us  amend  the 
section  first. 

'Mr.  gray  said,  he  did  not  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
was  technically  correct.  The  words  of  the 
clause,  as  they  st^od,  carried  out  the  in- 
tention of  the  framers  of  the  clause, 
because  they  provided  that  the  number 
of  the  ex  officio  Guardians  should  be 
one-third  of  the  whole  Board.  [The 
Solicitor  Gej^erai.  for  Ireland  dis- 
sented. ]  He  saw  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  shaking  his  learned  head.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  under  the  clause,  as  it 
now  stood,  all  Guardians  were  elected, 
both  ex  officio  and  those  elected  by  rate- 
payers. He  understood  it  was  contem- 
plated to  propose  an  Amendment  te 
remedy  that  defect.  The  clause,  how- 
ever, as  it  stood  J  fully  carried  out  the 
intention  of  its  framers,  because  it  did 
aecure^ — although,  he  granted,  not  in  a 
very  clear  manner — that  the  number  of 
ex  officio  Guardians  should  be  one-third 
of  the  whole  Guardians. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  *  BANNERMAN 
said,  he  did  not  think  the  hon.  Member 
CMr,  Gray)  wa3  quite  correct.  As  the 
clause  stood  in  the  Bill,  it  said — 

**  That  the  number  of  rx  ojkio  Guardians  of 
aoy  Poor  Law  Union  shrill  in  no  case  exceed 
ODC< third  of  the  number  of  Gu&rdians  to  be 
elected  by  the  ratepayers  o$  such  Union/* 

That  waa  not  what  was  intendeds  It 
was  intended  that  thej-  should  not  be  any 
more  than  one-third  of  the  Guardians, 
whether  elected  by  the  ratepayers  or 
appointed  in  fiome  other  way. 

Mb.  sexton  said  he  thought  it 
would  be  well  if  the  Committee  allowed 
the  words  **by  the  ratepayers**  to  re- 
main in  the  clause. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  ^  BANNERM AN 
said,  the  words  he  had  proposed  had  been 
carefully  drawn. 

Ajueadment  agreed  ia. 
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Mr.     CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN 

said,  it  was  now  necesBary  he  should 
move  to  leave  out  from  '*  exceed,"  in 
line  36,  to  the  end  of  the  section,  in 
order  to  insert  "one-half  the  number 
of  elected  Guardians." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line 
36,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  ex- 
ceed "  to  the  end  of  the  section,  and 
insert  the  words  "one-half  the  number 
of  elected  Guardians." — {Mr.  Campbell- 
Jiannerman.) 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mr.  T.  a.  DICKSON  proposed  to 
omit  all  the  words  after  "by  the,"  in 
page  9,  line  2,  down  to  the  words  "fifty- 
six,"  in  line  4,  and  insert — 

**  16th  seotion  of  the  Act  of  the  Session  of 
the  10th  year  of  the  reign  of  Her  present 
Majesty,  chap.  31." 

His  object  in  moving  this  Amendment 
was  to  point  out  that,  if  the  words  in  the 
sub-section  were  retained,  the  Justices 
might  elect  Justices  who  paid  little,  if 
any,  rates,  and  who  had  no  interest  what- 
ever in  the  taxes.  Now,  the  section  he 
proposed  to  insert  provided  that  the 
Justices  who  were  the  highest  rated 
should  be  elected,  his  desire  being  to  pre- 
vent the  abuse  of  Justices  being  elected 
who  had  no  interest  in  the  Union. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  9,  line  2,  after  the  words  "by  the," 
to  omit  all  the  words  to  "fifty-six,"  inline  4, 
and  insert  "  16th  section  of  the  Act  of  the 
Session  of  the  10th  year  of  the  reig^  of  Her 
present  Majesty,  chap.  31."— (ifr.  T,  A, 
Diekton.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  MACAETNEY  pointed  out  that 
Sub-section  3  already  provided  that  no 
Justice  of  the  Peace  should  be  qualified 
to  be  an  ex  officio  Guardian  who  was  not 
a  ratepayer  of  the  Union. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  for 
ntELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  it  was 
the  fact  that  Sub- section  3  did  provide 
for  tho  qualification  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  l^Iacartney).  He 
(the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland) 
thought  it  might  be  but  reasonable  that  if 
there  were  a  number  of  ex  officio  Justices 
to  be  elected,  the  Justices  should  have 
the  power  to  select  which  of  their  num- 
ber should  be  ex  officio  members  of  the 
Board. 


Mr.  C ALLAN  expected  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Lreland  would  have  informed 
the  Committee  how  the  law  at  present 
stood.  If,  at  the  present  time,  there 
were  more  magistrates  in  a  Union  than 
elected  Guardians,  and  if  they  had  pro- 
perty and  were  otherwise  qualifiea  to 
act,  how  were  the  ex  officio  Ghiardiani 
elected  ?  It  was  not  by  voting  amongit 
the  magistrates,  but  the  highest  rated 
magistrates  became  ex  officio  members  ol 
the  Board  of  Guardians.  In  the  veiy 
ward  in  Dublin  to  whioh  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  belong^  a  question 
was  raised  last  year  as  to  the  consti- 
tution of  the  North  Dublin  Union.  By 
some  peculiar  manipulation,  some  of  tlie 
Liberal  magistrates  had  their  rating  lo 
reduced  that  they  were  deprived  of  the 
right  to  sit  as  ex  officio  Guardians,  and 
Conservatives  were  put  in  their  place. 
This  state  of  things  arose  by  manipu- 
lation that  was  well  known  in  ex  efm 
circles  in  Ireland.  Why  should  the 
Committee  change  the  law  ?  If  the  sab- 
section  were  dropped  altogether  and  no 
words  substituted,  the  existing  liw 
would  come  into  operation.  If  the  boo. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  A.  Dickson)  confined  himself  simply 
to  omitting  the  last  four  lines  of  the 
section,  and  no  directions  were  given  as 
to  the  manner  in  which  the  ex  ejjuk 
Guardians  should  be  elected,  the  higheit 
rated  Justices  would,  under  the  existing 
law,  be  elected.  It  was  upon  that  point 
ho  (Mr.  Callan)  thought  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  would  have  en- 
lightened the  Committee.  The  law  at 
present  in  existence  provided  that  the 
highest  rated  magistrates  were  ex  effim 
Guardians  of  the  poor,  and  he  did  not 
see  that  any  reason  had  been  advanced 
why  there  should  be  a  reversion  to  the 
practice  of  50  years  ago. 

Mb.  GEAY  said,  he  did  not  catch 
the  exact  words  of  the  Solicitor  Genenl 
for  Ireland;  but  he  understood  they 
were  not  unfavourable  to  the  Amend- 
ment. The  Amendment  was  a  very 
important  one,  because  the  effect  of  the 
clause,  if  it  remained  as  it  now  wis, 
would  be  disastrous.  The  existing  law 
provided  that  where  there  were  in  a 
Union  a  number  of  Justices,  the  highest 
rated  should  be  elected  ex  officio  Guar- 
dians. What  was  proposed  to  be  done 
by  the  Amendment  was  simply  to  leave 
the  law  in  that  respect  unchanged.  Two 
systems  had  been  tried  in  Ireland,  and 
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after  experimeatmg  in  the  fashion  now 
eontemplated  by  the  Bill^  the  law, 
being  found  unsatisfactory,  was  amended. 
There  was  no  reason  why  they  should 
go  back  to  a  system  which  had  been 
tested  and  failed^  and  which  Parliament 
had  found  itself  obliged  to  amend.  The 
Amendment  was  a  very  reasonable  one^ 
inasmuch  as  it  would  eimply  leave  the 
law  as  it  stood  at  present. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkek)  said,  that 
when  the  law  was  amended,  and  the 
ex  offleio  Guardians  were  allowed  to  be 
equal  in  number  to  the  elected  Guar- 
dians, if  there  was  an  excess  of  Justice,^, 
the  highest  rated  were  elected.  It  really 
appeared  to  him  a  matter  of  very  little 
moment  whether  the  Justices  were  to 
select  those  who  should  represent  them 
on  the  Board  of  Guardians,  or  tlie  tx 
ojich  Guardians  should  be  the  highest 
rated  magistrates. 

8iR  JOSEPH  M*KENNA  said,  he 
hoped  the  Committee  would  not  restore 
the  law  to  the  condition  in  which  it  stood 
20  years  ago,  but  that  they  would  coa- 
ttnuo  to  enforce  the  principle  of  selecting 
as  e£  officio  Guardians  those  who  were 
the  highest  rated  Justices  in  the  LTniou. 
He  would  even  recommend  that  only  the 
highest  rated  resident  ratepayers  should 
De  elected 

Mk.  VILLIERS-STU  art  hoped  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  accept  the 
Amendment* 

Mb.  GIBSON  eaid,  he  remembered 
perfectly  well  how  the  worde  appeared 
m  the  clause.  They  were  Government 
words.     They  were  put  in  by  the  late 

k Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  Trevelyan),  after 
consultation  with  the  draughtsman,  and^ 
he  (Mr.  Gibson)  presumed,  with  the 
Banction  of  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land (Air.  Walker).  He  (Mr.  Gibson) 
was  surprised  to  hear  it  proposed  to 
omit  the  words  without  any  considera- 
tion. If  the  Government  wished  to  re* 
consider  the  propriety  of  their  own 
-worde,  the  wisest  and  most  satisfactory 

Ijourse  for  them  to  pursue  would  be  to 
Jet  the  matter  stand  over  for  Report,  by 
Vhich  time  they  could  confer  with  the 
draughtsman.  The  words  wore  put  in 
last  Session  after  consideration  by  the 

I  Government,  and  it  was  now  proposed 
lo  omit  them  without  any  consideratien 
br  argument.  He  could  see  several  ob- 
jections to  the  election  of  those  who 
might  chance  to  be  highest  in  the  rating, 
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without  knowing  whether  they  desired 
to  attend  or  whether  their  health  enabled 
them  to  attend. 

TifE  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr,  Walker)  said,  pro- 
vision was  made  by  law  against  the  ap- 
pointment of  persons  unable  to  serve. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Viscount  CHIOHTON  said,  he  had 
an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  providing 
for  the  omission  of  Sub-section  5  of  this 
claupe.  He  had  no  intention  of  travelling 
again  over  the  ground  which  had  been  al- 
ready gone  over,  but  would  merely  say 
that  as  the  landlords  in  the  Unions  paid 
five-eighths  of  the  rates  they  ought  to 
have  a  reasonable  share  in  the  represen* 
tation.  It  was  quite  idle  to  say  that  the 
elected  Guardians  were  likely  to  be  over- 
borne by  the  ejc  officio  Guardians.  He 
thought  the  contrary  was  the  case,  be- 
cause the  elected  Guardians  were  always 
on  the  spot  and  able  to  attend  to  their 
duties,  while  the  ex  officio  Guardians  were 
very  often  away.  He  believed  that 
originally  the  number  of  ex  officii  Guar- 
dians was  fixed  at  one-third;  but  it 
was  found  there  was  so  much  extrava- 
gance and  waste  in  the  administration 
of  the  funds  of  the  Unions  that  a  Bill 
was  brought  in  in  1847  by  Lord  John 
Russell  establishing  the  proportion  as  it 
now  stood.  He  looked  ujvon  the  present 
proposal  as  a  distinctly  retrograde  one, 
and  one  by  which  it  was  intended  to  re- 
vert to  a  system  which  had  been  already 
condemned.  On  these  grounds,  ho 
moved  the  omission  of  the  sub-section. 

The  chairman  said,  the  sub-sec- 
tion was  only  part  of  the  clause,  and 
that  part  of  the  clause  having  been 
amended  the  noble  Viscount  could  only 
propose  to  omit  the  whole  of  the  clause. 
Amendments  having  been  made  in  the  sec- 
tion, it  was  impossible  for  the  noble  Via* 
count  to  omit  the  section.  If  it  had  occurred 
to  him,  he  would  have  called  the  noble 
Viscount's  attention  to  the  matter  at  the 
time  the  Amendments  were  made.  It 
would,  however,  be  competent  for  the 
noble  Viscount  to  take  a  Division  against 
the  whole  clause. 

Viscount  CRICnTON  said,  he  would, 
therefore,  take  a  Division  against  the 
clause. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'That  the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. '^ 
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Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  B ANNERM AN 
said,  it  was  now  necessary  he  should 
move  to  leave  out  from  **  exceed,"  in 
line  36,  to  the  end  of  the  section,  in 
order  to  insert  **  one-half  the  number 
of  elected  Guardians." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line 
36,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  **  ex- 
ceed "  to  the  end  of  the  section,  and 
insert  the  words  **  one-half  the  number 
of  elected  Guardians." — {Mr,  Camphell- 
Bannerman,) 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON  proposed  to 
omit  all  the  words  after  **  by  the,"  in 
page  9,  line  2,  down  to  the  words  "fifty- 
six,"  in  line  4,  and  insert — 

'<  16th  section  of  the  Act  of  the  Session  of 
the  10th  year  of  the  reign  of  Her  present 
Majesty,  chap.  31.*' 

His  object  in  moving  this  Amendment 
was  to  point  out  that,  if  the  words  in  the 
sub-section  were  retained,  the  Justices 
might  elect  Justices  who  paid  little,  if 
any,  rates,  and  who  had  no  interest  what- 
ever in  the  taxes.  Now,  the  section  he 
proposed  to  insert  provided  that  the 
Justices  who  were  the  highest  rated 
should  be  elected,  his  desire  being  to  pre- 
vent the  abuse  of  Justices  being  elected 
who  had  no  interest  in  the  Union. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  9,  line  2,  after  the  words  ''by  the," 
to  omit  aU  the  words  to  "fiftv-six,"  in  line  4, 
and  insert  "  16th  section  of  the  Act  of  the 
Session  of  the  10th  year  of  the  reign  of  Her 
present  Majesty,  chap.  31."— (if r.  T.  A. 
i}i9k»on.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  pointed  out  that 
Sub- section  3  already  provided  that  no 
Justice  of  the  Peace  should  be  qualified 
to  be  an  ex  officio  Guardian  who  was  not 
a  ratepayer  of  the  Union. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  for 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  it  was 
the  fact  that  Sub- section  3  did  provide 
for  the  qualification  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  l^Iacartney).  He 
(the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland) 
thought  it  might  be  but  reasonable  that  if 
there  were  a  number  of  ex  officio  Justices 
to  be  elected,  the  Justices  should  have 
the  power  to  select  which  of  their  num- 
ber should  be  ex  officio  members  of  the 
Board. 


Mr.  CALLAN  expected  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  would  have  informed 
the  Committee  how  the  law  at  present 
stood.  If,  at  the  present  time,  there 
were  more  magistrates  in  a  Union  than 
elected  Guardians,  and  if  they  had  too- 
perty  and  were  otherwise  qualified  to 
act,  how  wero  the  ex  officio  Guardians 
elected  ?  It  was  not  by  voting  amongst 
the  magistrates,  but  the  highest  rated 
magistrates  became  ex  officio  members  of 
the  Board  of  Guardians.  In  the  veiy 
ward  in  Dublin  to  which  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  belonged  a  question 
was  raised  last  year  as  to  the  consti- 
tution of  the  North  Dublin  Union.  By 
some  peculiar  manipulation,  some  of  the 
Liberal  magistrates  had  their  rating  so 
reduced  that  they  were  deprived  of  the 
right  to  sit  as  ex  officio  Guardians,  and 
Conservatives  were  put  in  their  place. 
This  state  of  things  arose  by  manipu- 
lation that  was  well  known  in  ex  officii 
circles  in  Ireland.  Why  should  the 
Committee  change  the  law  ?  If  the  sub- 
section were  dropped  altogether  and  no 
words  substituted,  the  existing  law 
would  come  into  operation.  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  A.  Dickson)  confined  himself  simply 
to  omitting  the  last  four  lines  of  the 
section,  and  no  directions  were  given  as 
to  the  manner  in  which  the  ex"  officii 
Guardians  should  be  elected,  the  highest 
rated  Justices  would,  under  the  existing 
law,  be  elected.  It  was  upon  that  point 
ho  (Mr.  Callan)  thought  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  would  have  en- 
lightened the  Committee.  The  law  at 
present  in  existence  provided  that  the 
highest  rated  magistrates  were  ex  officio 
Guardians  of  the  poor,  and  he  did  not 
see  that  any  reason  had  been  advanced 
why  there  should  be  a  reversion  to  the 
practice  of  50  years  ago. 

Mr.  GEAY  said,  he  did  not  catch 
the  exact  words  of  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland;  but  he  understood  they 
were  not  unfavourable  to  the  Amend- 
ment. The  Amendment  was  a  very 
important  one,  because  the  effect  of  the 
clause,  if  it  remained  as  it  now  was, 
would  be  disastrous.  The  existing  law 
provided  that  where  there  were  in  a 
Union  a  number  of  Justices,  the  highest 
rated  should  be  elected  ex  officio  Guar- 
dians. What  was  proposed  to  be  done 
by  the  Amendment  was  simply  to  leave 
the  law  in  that  respect  unchanged.  Two 
systems  had  been  tried  in  Ireland,  and 
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fice,  ia  order  to  avoid  a  little  inconTe- 

nienca. 

OJaiiae  agreed  to. 

Bill  r sported ;  as  amended,  to  b©  con- 
nidered  upon  Thursday, 
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PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS   OF   THE 

HOUSE-ADJOURNMENT. 

Lord  EICHARD  GROSVENOR  said, 
that,  as  there  was  no  Business  on  the 
Paper  for  to-morrow,  ho  would  move 
that  the  House  do  adjoarn  until  Thurs- 
day. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  House,  at  its  rising,  do  ad- 
journ  till  Thursday.''— (^or<i  Richard 
Qrosvenor.) 

Sir  WILFRID  LA  W80N  asked  what 
would  be  the  Business  on  Thursday  ? 

LoBD  RICILVRI)  GROSVENOR: 
The  Soudan  Tote  on  the  Estimates. 

Motion  agned  to, 

CHAEITABLE  TRUSTS   ACTS, 

Ordered,  That  the  Hinutos  of  tli©  Evidence 
taken  before  the  Select  Committee  on  Charituble 
Tniflts  Acte  in  the  Ust  Sefi«ion  be  referred  to 
the  Select  Committee  on  Cbarituble  Trusts 
Act!.— (Jfr,  Shaw  Ltfivn.) 

House  adjourned  at  Ten  o^clook 
till  Thursday. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
ThuTBday,  IZtk  M^mb^r,  1884, 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bilm— ^Vr**  Riading— 

Representation  of  the  People*  (5). 
€SM(Mnil^—-R^;>orf— Justices'  Jurisdiction  •  (2) ; 
Law  of  Evidence  Amendment  *  (3). 

NEW  PEER, 
Marmaduke  Francis  Baron  Herries  in 
the  peerage  of  Scotland,  having  been 
created  Baron  Henries  of  Carlaverock 
Castle  in  the  county  of  Dumfries  and  of 
Everingham  in  the  East  Riding  of  the 
county  of  York — Was  (in  the  usual 
manner)  introduced. 

PARLIAMENT-BUSINESS    OF  THE 

HOUSE-ADJOURNKENT. 
The  Eaul  of  NORTH  BROOK  {iot 
Earl  GiLANTUJiE)  stated  that,  as  there 
was  no  Business  on  the  Paper  for  to- 
morrow, it  was  proposed  to  adjourn  at 
the  rising  of  the  House  to-day  until 
Monday, 


ARMY  AND  NAVY— DEFENCE  OF 

COLONIAL  POSSESHIONS— THE  CORRE^ 

8F0NDENCE— OBSERVATIONS, 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON,  in  rising 
to  call  attention  to  the  Correspondence 
concerning  the  defence  of  Colonial  Pos- 
sessions and  garrisons  abroad  in  refer- 
ence to  the  recommendations  made  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  by  the  Royal 
Com  mission  appointed  to  report  upon 
British  Possessions  and  commerce  abroad, 
said :  My  Lords,  I  have  thought  it  right 
to  call  the  attention  of  your  Ijordships* 
House  to  this  very  important  matter, 
which  has  recently  attracted  a  good  deal 
of  the  attention  of  the  public;  and  I  hope 
my  justification  for  entering  upon  the 
subject  may  be  found  in  the  fact  that, 
as  Chairman  of  the  Royal  Commission 
appointed  for  the  defence  of  our  foreign 
stations,  I  may  speak  both  for  mjeelf 
and,  to  a  certain  extent,  also  for  my 
Colleagues  on  this  question.  That  Com- 
mission, my  Lords,  was  appointed  in 
September,  1879.  It  presented  its  first 
Report  in  September,  1881  ;  its  second 
Report  early  in  1882  ;  and  its  last  Report 
in  July,  1882.  Since  then  I  cannot 
accuse  myself  of  having  allowed  the 
subject  to  sleep  in  silence.  During  the 
time,  I  have  twice  or  three  times  pressed 
it  upon  the  attention  of  my  noble  Friend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (the  Earl 
of  Northbrook),  and,  I  think,  of  other 
Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  in  May  of  last  year,  in  public,  1 
earnestly  urged  upon  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment the  risk  of  any  further  delay, 
and  the  great  importance  of  dealing  with 
this  question.  My  Lords,  I  hardly  know 
what  course  I  should  have  taken  hut 
for  the  appearance,  a  few  weeks  since, 
of  a  short  Parliamentary  Paper,  in  which 
it  was  proposed  to  expend  a  certain  sum 
of  money  upon  the  fortification  of  British 
coaling  stations  abroad,  I  must  say  I 
should  have  been  guilty,  I  think,  of  a 
breach  of  public  trust  if,  as  Chairman  of 
that  Commission,  I  did  not  for  my  own 
part,  at  all  events,  disclaim  all  responsi- 
bility for  the  proposals  now  made  in  this 
Treasury  Paper,  and  if  I  did  not  say 
that,  in  my  humble  opinion,  the  estimate 
of  work  to  be  done  is  really  wholly  below 
the  needs  of  the  case,  and,  in  one  woi'd, 
illusory.  In  approaching  the  subject, 
my  Lords,  I  am  beset  by  two  difficulties ; 
the  first  of  which  is  that  within  the  last 
few  hours^  I  may  say,  a  second  Paper 
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Mb.  TOTTENHAM  said,  that  before 
the  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 
Herman)  made  any  reply  to  the  noble 
Viscount  (Viscount  Orichton),  It  would 
be  well  some  reason  should  be  assigned 
for  the  suggested  reduction.  Up  to  the 
present  not  one  syllable  of  reason,  good, 
bad,  or  indifferent,  had  been  given  as  to 
the  justice  of  reducing  the  number  of  ex 
officio  Guardians  from  one-half  of  the 
whole  Board  to  one- third  the  number  of 
the  elected  Guardians.  Moreover,  no  rea- 
son had  been  shown  why  the  people  who 
paid  five-eighths  of  the  rates  should  now 
be  reduced  to  one-third  of  the  represen- 
tation. It  was  due  to  the  Committee,  the 
country,  and  ex  officio  Guardians  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  should  give  the  Govern- 
ment's reason  for  sanctioning  the  pre- 
sent proposal. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  the  reason 
why  the  proposal  was  made  was  not  far 
to  seek.  Any  man  who  had  experience 
of  Poor  Law  work  knew  full  well  that 
more  than  two-thirds  of  the  ex  officio 
Guardians  did  not  attend  regularly  to 
the  work  of  the  Board ;  they  only  at- 
tended when  an  officer  was  to  be  ap- 
pointed, or  when  there  was  a  job  to  be 
done. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  said,  his  experi- 
ence of  Poor  Law  administration,  which 
be  had  no  doubt  was  equal  to  the  hon. 
Member's  (Mr.  O'Sullivan's),  was  pre- 
cisely the  reverse  of  that  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's.  He  (Mr.  Tottenham)  had 
been  in  the  habit  for  years  of  attending 
regularly  Poor  Law  meetings,  and  he 
could  confidently  say  that  what  the  hon. 
Member  had  stated  was  absolutely  with- 
out foundation. 

Mb.  macartney  said,  he  was  sur- 
prised that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Leitrim  (Mr.  Tottenham)  had  asked 
for  a  reason  why  the  Government  had 
assented  to  this  proposal.  The  reason 
was  obvious.  It  was  to  be  found  down 
there.  [The  hon.  Gentleman  pointed  to 
the  Home  Bule  Benches.] 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  84; 
Noes  23:  Majority  61.  — (Div.  List, 
No.  18.) 

Clause  26  agreed  to. 

Clause  27  (Commencement  of  Act). 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  had  under- 
stood  the  right    hon.   Gentleman  the 


Chief  Secretary  had  indicated  that  this 
was  one  of  the  points  which  required  con- 
sideration and  examination  —  namely, 
the  date  at  which  the  Act  should  oome 
into  operation.  This  clause  fixed  the 
date  at  the  1st  of  February,  1885.  Thut 
time  was  near  at  hand  now,  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  expressed  the  opi- 
nion that  it  was  too  soon — that  though 
it  might  have  been  a  suitable  date  to 
fix  last  Session,  it  was  not  a  suitable  one 
to  fix  now.  The  question  was  one  affect- 
ing the  machinery  of  the  Bxecutive  Go- 
vernment, and,  as  he  (Mr.  Gibson)  had 
already  pointed  out,  it  was  more  the 
business  of  the  Government  than  of  aa 
independent  Member  to  deal  with  it 
He  now  merely  drew  the  attention  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  it,  so  that  he 
might  adopt  whatever  date  he  thought 
Q  681  rabl  e 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  it  was  well 
to  remind  the  Chief  Secretary  that  all 
the  notices  of  election  in  Ireland  were 
issued  on  or  about  February  1 ,  and  that 
if,  therefore,  that  date  were  passed,  the 
measure  could  not  come  into  operation 
for  12  months. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  would  appeal 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  let 
the  clause  stand  as  it  was. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  well 
to  alter  the  date  at  all.  The  question 
had  been  inquired  into  since  last  Ses- 
sion, and  since  the  commencement  of 
this  Session,  owing  to  the  extraordinary 
alacrity  with  which  hon.  Members  had 
got  through  the  Business,  the  prospects 
of  the  Bill  becoming  law  were  much 
improved.  Though  there  would  not  be 
too  much  time  to  make  all  the  arrange- 
ments for  conducting  the  elections  be- 
fore February,  and  although  a  great 
deal  of  work  would  be  thrown  on  the 
Department,  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  right  to  postpone  the  elections  under 
the  new  system  for  1 2  months  through 
pressure  of  business.  When  the  Bill 
was  introduced  this  iSession,  Public  Busi- 
ness had  not  made  such  progress,  and 
the  probability  of  the  measure  becoming 
law  was  not  so  great.  Then  there  might 
have  been  a  strong  case  for  altering  the 
date ;  but  now  that  they  were  within  mea- 
sureable  distance  of  the  Bill  becoming 
law,  if  it  became  law  at  all,  it  should  be 
passed  as  it  was.  To  put  off  its  opera- 
tion a  whole  year  would  be  a  great  sacri- 
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joice,  for  my  own  part,  tlmt  the  Trea- 
sury have  become  8o  amenable  to  public 
nritioiBm ;  and  I  should  rejoice  still  more 
if  this  were  but  the  first  of  several  steps 
taken  ia  the  same  direction.    My  second 
difficulty,  however,  is  a  far  greater  one, 
and   it   i»   this — the   Commission   over 
which  I  had  the  honour  to  preside  was 
of  a  strictly  confidential  nature ;  and  evi- 
dence was  given  to  ua  on  the  distinct  un- 
derstanding that  it  should  never  be  pub- 
lished, and  a  great   deal  we  ourselves 
stated  and  recommended  was  also  of  the 
same  character.     At  the  same  time>  I 
find  it  extremely  difficult  to  discuss  a 
Parliamentary  Paper  such  as  this  with* 
out   alluding    to  the   views    which   the 
Commission  held.     It  seems  to  me  that 
it  would  have  been  very  fair  had  I  been 
allowed  to  give  simply  what  I  may  call 
the     corresponding     and     comparative 
figures  to  those  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment—for instance,  that  where  the  Go- 
vernment, the  War  Office,  or  the  Trea- 
sury recommended  a  certain  sum — say 
£100,000,  I  should  have  been  at  liberty 
to  Siiy  that,  in  that  same  case,  the  Com- 
mission stated  that  £200,000  or£300,0(i0 
ought  to  be  expended,  I  cannot  see  that 
any  unfairness  or  injury  whatever  would 
have  accrued  to  the  Public  Service  by 
such  a  course.  But  my  noble  Friend  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  appealed  to 
mo  thf*  other  night  not  to  use  one  single 
figure  out  of  that  Report,  and  to  treat 
the  Beport  fi*om  first  to  last  as  an  abso- 
Into  secret.     I  earnestly  hope  that  my 
^noble  Friend  and  other  Cabinet  Ministers 
are  themselves  as  carefid  as  they  can 
be  in  their  custody  of  those  confidential 
"apers;    for  it  has    been    idj  fortune 
ceveral  times  to  become  aware  of  Papers 
of  the  highest  importance,  both  on  mili- 
tary, naval,  and  foreign  affairs,  having 
found  their  way  somehow  or  other  into 
the  possession  of  foreign  Governments. 
I  do  not  know  where  the  fault  has  been  ; 
but  I  know  that  matters  of  extreme,  of 
the  most  vital,  importance  have  been  al- 
lowed to  leak  out  and  found  their  way 
to  other  hands.    I  think  it  would  have 
een  fair  had  I  been  allowed  to  make  a 
comparative  statement  on  this  occasion  ; 
but  I  am  not,  and  when  the  Beport  of  a 
Comjiiission  is  confidential,   and  when 
the  Government  asks  one  to  treat  the 
document  as  secret,  one  is  bound  to  ac- 
cept that  view,  and  I  do  accept  it ;  but 
in  arguing  this  case  I  am  greatly  fettered 
and  restrained,  and  I  shall  find  it  very 
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difficult  indeed  to  make  my  case  clear, 
dealing,  as  I  shall    be  obliged    to  do^ 
with  generalities,    instead  of  with   the 
few  explicit  figures  which  would  have 
made  it  absolutely  certain.     With  these 
explanations,  I  will  proceed  to  the  sub- 
ject in  hand.      First  of  all,  I  observe 
that,  as  regards  the  dates  of  this  Corre- 
spondence, some  comments   have  been 
made  out-of-doors.     There  was  a  long 
delay  between  March  19,  when  the  first 
letter  was  written,  and  August  12,  when 
the  last  was  written,  if  it  be  the  laat. 
But  the  great  fault  that  I  find  in.  re- 
spect  to    chronology  is    in  this — that 
three  precious  years  have  been  allowed 
to  go  by  since  the  first  Beport  of  the 
Com  mission  era  was  presented  to  the  Go- 
vernment, and  that  two  jears  have  been 
allowed  to  pass  since  the  presentation  of 
the  last  Beport.  Now*  one  word  as  to  the 
order  in  which  these  stations  are  taken. 
In    the    first  Paper  Aden,     Singapore, 
and  Hong  Kong  were  the  three  stations 
chosen  for  these  works,  and  in  the  se- 
cond   Paper    Ceylon   (Trincomalee)    ia 
added,  and  Simon's  Bay.     I  could  say 
something   about   the    choice  of   Trin- 
comalee ;  but  I  will  leave  that  matter  to 
the  responsibility  of  my  noble  Friend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  his 
Colleagues.     So  two  stations  have  been 
added,   Trincomalee  and  Simon's   Bay. 
The  place  which  one  would  think  would 
be  the  very  first  point  to  bo  defended 
was  ignored  in  the  first  Paper.      The 
Commissioners  said  that  the  defence  of 
the  Cape  was   of  essential,  vital,    and 
primary  importance ;  but  now  that  has 
been  put  in  a  great  measure  aside,  and 
if  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  will 
refer  to  the  Beports  that  were  issued,  he 
will  appreciate  the  weight  of  my  remarks. 
Let  me  remind  your  Lordships  what  the 
Cape  really  is  to  us,   for  that  is  of  the 
highest  importance  in  the  consideration 
of  this  question.     First  of  all,  it  is  the 
alternative  route  to  the  Suez  route ;  and, 
more  than  that,  it  will  be  the  only  rout© 
to  our  Eastern  Possessions  if  the  Suez 
route  should  ever  be  blocked,   and  he 
would  be  a  very  bold  man,  indeed,  who 
did  not  contemplate  the  contingency  of 
that  route  being  blocked  should  a  Euro- 
pean war  arise.     Secondly,  we  have  to 
consider  how  very  large    a    stake   we 
have  commercially  in  that  route.     Five 
years    ago,    the    commerce   that    went 
round  and  touched  the  Cape  was  repre- 
sented  by  £90,000,000    yearly,    while 
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upon  the  same  subject  has  been  laid 
before  the  House.  Through  the  courtesy 
of  my  noble  Friend  opposite,  I  was 
allowed  a  sight  of  it  yesterday,  and, 
therefore,  though  I  have  not  had  time 
to  examine  it  very  carefully,  having 
time  only  for  a  cursory  perusal,  I  think 
I  am  generally  aware  of  the  modifications 
it  introduces.  That  Paper  is  very  em- 
barrassing to  me  in  dealing  with  this 
question.  In  the  first  place,  it  involves 
a  considerable  change,  I  am  willing  to 
admit  an  important  change,  in  one 
respect,  but  one  that  I  cannot  look 
npon  as  important  in  another  respect, 
l^at  Paper  makes  an  important  change ; 
because  it  contains  a  public  retractation 
by  the  Treasury  of  the  extraordinary 
doctrine  which  they  had  laid  down  in  the 
first  Paper,  and  by  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  at  that  time  apparently 
governed.  Since  the  first  Paper  was 
published,  the  War  OflBce  remonstrated 
against  the  Treasury  view  on  the  point ; 
and,  thanks  to  that  remonstrance,  and 
thanks,  I  am  bound  to  say,  to  a  great 
extent,  to  public  criticism,  the  Treasury 
have  seen  that  they  could  not  possibly 
stand  by  the  ground  they  originally  took 
up.  In  order  to  make  myself  clear,  I 
had  better,  I  think,  point  out  to  the 
House,  in  a  few  words,  what  is  the  sub- 
stance of  these  two  Papers.  The  first 
Paper,  which  has  been  for  many  weeks 
before  the  public,  begins  with  a  letter 
from  the  War  Office  to  the  Colonial 
Office  of  the  19th  of  March.  It  is, 
therefore,  some  months  old,  and  con- 
tains, first  of  all,  an  estimate  from  the 
Inspector  General  of  Fortifications  of 
works  and  harbours  which  it  is  proposed 
to  execute  in  certain  stations  and  in 
certain  cases  there  given.  My  Lords, 
these  stations  are  Aden,  Ceylon,  Singa- 
pore, Hong  Kong,  Sierra  Leone,  St. 
Helena,  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  the 
Mauritius,  Jamaica,  and  St.  Lucia,  and 
the  Inspector  General  estimates  for  the 
works  in  these  different  cases  £560,000, 
and  for  the  armaments  £331,000,  or  a 
total  of  £891,000.  In  the  next  place, 
it  will  be  seen  from  the  official  Corre- 
spondence that  the  estimate  is  based 
upon  the  Eeports  of  1881  and  1882,  and 
assumes  to  represent  the  views  of  the 
Commission,  who  suggested  that  Singa- 
pore and  Hong  Kong  should  be  at  once 
fortified,  and  they  said  that  Simon's 
Bay  was  a  matter  of  the  first  considera- 
tion.    Now,  my  Lords,   as  the  Corre- 
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spondence  proceeds,  the  War  Office  first 
suggests  Singapore  and  Hong  Kohk  as 
two  points  to  be  fortified,  and  subse- 
quently Simon's  Bay  enters  into  their 
view,  as  also  does  Aden;  while  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  Singapore  and  the 
Cape  practically  disappear.  The  Corre- 
spondence then  winds  up  by  the  Trea- 
sury agreeing  that  Aden,  Singapore, 
and  Hong  Kong  should  be  brought  in 
at  a  cost  of  £345,000  out  of  the 
£891,000  originally  proposed,  naming, 
at  the  same  time,  no  time  for  the  com- 
pletion of  those  works,  and  in  a  most 
remarkable  sentence  proposing  to  post- 
pone the  completion  of  tiie  armaments 
— *'  As  no  expenditure  need  be  incurred 
for  them  until  the  works  have  been  com- 
pleted." At  present,  I  make  no  com- 
ments upon  this.  The  second  Paper, 
which  has  only  within  the  last  few  hours 
been  laid  upon  the  Table,  is  a  very  re- 
markable comment  upon  that  I  have 
just  quoted.  It  commences  with  a  letter 
from  the  War  Office  on  the  1st  of  No- 
vember, which  proposes  certain  modifi- 
cations in  the  original  estimate ;  first  of 
all,  a  general  increase  on  the  whole 
sum  of  £18,000.  The  first  proposal 
was  £891,000;  their  proposal  is  now 
£909,000.  But  there  is  a  special  in- 
crease in  the  Vote  for  Armaments,  and 
that  special  increase  amounts  to  no  less 
than  £117,000.  But,  my  Lords,  that 
increase  is  purchased  by  a  reduction  of 
£97,000  upon  the  works,  the  first  pro- 
posal for  the  works  being  £560,000,  and 
the  second  £463,100,  showing  a  reduc- 
tion of  £97,000.  The  War  Office  then 
proceeds  to  recommend  that  the  arma- 
ments should  be  postponed  until  the 
completion  of  the  works,  and  further 
proposes  to  deal  with  many  more  sta- 
tions than  was  originally  intended,  in- 
cluding Aden,  Trincomalee,  Singapore, 
Hong  Kong,  Simon's  Bay,  and  Table 
Bay.  They  further  propose  that  the 
work  should  be  completed  within  the 
space  of  three  years,  and  the  whole  Cor- 
respondence is  wound  up  by  the  re- 
markable retractation  by  the  Treasury 
of  the  doctrine  they  had  originally  ad- 
vanced that  the  armaments  should  be 
postponed  until  the  completion  of  the 
works.  That  is  the  state  of  the  case  as 
it  is  before  the  public  in  these  two  very 
important  Parliamentary  Papers.  As  I 
said  before,  there  is  a  certain  improve- 
ment effected  by  the  second  Paper— that 
of  the  increase  of  armaments ;  and  I  re- 
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joice,  for  my  own  part,  that  the  Trea- 
em-y  have  become  so  amenable  to  public 
rtriticism;  and  I  should  rejoice  still  more 
ii  thi8  were  but  the  first  of  eeverol  etepe 
taken  in  the  same  direction*    My  Beeond 
difficulty,  however,  is  a  far  greater  one^ 
and   it   is   this — the   Commission   over 
which  I  had  the  honour  to  preside  was 
of  a  strictly  confidential  nature ;  and  evi- 
dence was  given  to  us  on  the  distinct  un- 
derstanding that  it  should  never  be  pub- 
lished, and  a  great   deal  we  ourselves 
stated  and  recommended  was  also  of  the 
same  character.     At  the  same  time,  I 
find  it  extremely  difficult  to  discuss  a 
Parliamentary  Paper  such  as  this  with- 
out  alluding    to  the  views   which  the 
Commission  held.     It  seems  to  me  that 
it  would  have  been  very  fair  had  I  been 
allowed  to  give  simply  what  I  may  call 
the     corresponding     and     comparative 
figures  to  those  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment— for  instance,  that  where  the  Go- 
vernment, the  War  Office,  or  the  Trea- 
sury recommended  a  certain  sum — say 
£100,000,  I  should  have  been  at  liberty 
to  say  that,  in  that  same  case,  the  Com- 
misfiion  stated  that  £200,000  or £300, 000 
ought  to  be  expended.  I  cannot  see  that 
any  unfairoess  or  injury  whatever  would 
have  accrued  to  the  Public  Service  by 
such  a  course.  But  my  noble  Friend  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  appealed  to 
mo  the  other  night  not  to  use  one  single 
figure  out  of  that  Hepoit,  and  to  treat 
the  Report  from  first  to  last  as  an  abso- 
lute eeoret,     I  earnestly  hope  that  my 
noble  Friend  and  other  Cabinet  Ministers 
are  themselves  as  careful  as  they  can 
be  in  their  custody  of  these  confidential 
Papers;    for  it  has    been    my  fortune 
several  times  to  become  aware  of  Papers 
of  the  highest  importance,  both  on  mih- 
tary,  naval,  and  foreign  affairs,  having 
found  their  way  somehow  or  other  into 
the  possession  of  foreign  Governments. 
I  do  not  know  where  the  fault  has  been  ; 
but  I  know  that  matters  of  extreme,  of 
the  most  vital,  importance  have  been  al- 
lowed to  leak  out  and  found  their  way 
into  other  hands.    I  think  it  would  have 
been  fair  had  I  been  allowed  to  make  a 
comparative  statement  on  this  ocoaeion  ; 
but  I  am  not,  and  when  the  Heport  of  a 
Commission   is   confidential,    and  when 
the  Government  asks  one  to  treat  the 
document  as  secret,  one  is  bound  to  ac- 
cept that  view,  and  I  do  accept  it ;  but 
in  arguing  this  case  I  am  greatly  fettered 
and  restrained,  and  I  shall  find  it  very 

VOL.    CCXCni.        [tHIED  SERIES,] 


difi^cult  indeed  to  make  my  case  clear, 
dealing,  as  I  shall    be  obliged    to  do, 
with  generalities,    instead  of  with   the 
few  explicit  figures  which  would  have 
made  it  absolutely  cerlaio.     With  these 
explanations,  I  will  proceed  to  the  sub- 
ject in  hand.      First  of  ell,  I  observe 
that,  as  regards  the  datas  of  this  Corre- 
spondence, some  comments   have  been 
made  out-of-doors.     There  was  a  long 
delay  between  March  19,  when  the  first 
letter  was  written,  and  August  12,  when 
the  last  was  written,  if  it  be  the  last. 
But  the  great  fault  that  I  find  in  re- 
spect  to   chronology  is    in   this  —  that 
three  precious  years  have  been  allowed 
to  go   by  since  the  first  Eeport  of  the 
Commissioners  was  presented  to  the  Go- 
vernment, and  that  two  years  have  been 
allowed  to  pass  since  the  presentation  of 
the  last  Report.  Now,  one  word  as  to  the 
order  in  which  these  stations  are  taken. 
In   the    first  Paper  Aden,     Singapore, 
and  Hong  Kong  were  the  three  stations 
chosen  for  these  works,  and  in  the  se* 
cond    Paper    Ceylon   (Trincomalee)    it 
added,  and  Simon's  Bay.     I  could  say 
something  about   the    choice   of  Trin- 
comalee ;  but  I  will  leave  that  matter  to 
the  responsibility  of  ray  noble  Friend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  his 
Colleagues.     So  two  etatirms  have  been 
added,   Trincomalee  and  Simon's   Bay. 
The  place  which  one  would  think  would 
be  the  very  first  point  to   be  defended 
was   ignored  in  the  first  Paper,      The 
Commissioners  said  that  the  defence  of 
the  Cape  was   of  essential,  vital,    and 
primary  importance ;  but  now  that  haa 
been  put  in  a  great  measure  aside,  and 
if  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  will 
refer  to  the  Eeports  that  were  issued,  lie 
will  appreciate  the  weight  of  my  remarks. 
Let  me  remind  your  Lijrdships  what  the 
Cape  really  is  to  us,   for  that  is  of  the 
bighost  importance  in  the  consideration 
of  this  question.     First  of  all,  it  is  the 
alternative  route  to  the  Suez  route  j  and, 
more  than  that,  it  will  be  the  only  route 
to  our  Eastern  Possessions  if  the  Suez 
route  should   ever  be  blocked,   and  he 
would  be  a  very  bold  man,  indeed ,  who 
did  not  contemplate  the  contingency  of 
that  route  being  blocked  should  a  Euro* 
pean  war  arise.     Secondly,  we  have  to 
consider  how  very  large    a    stake   we 
have  commercially  in  that  route «     Five 
years    ago,    the    commerce    that    went 
round  and  touched  the  Cape  was  repre* 
aented  by  £90,000,000    yearly,    while 

3  D 


1 539    Army  and  Na/vy--Defeim      [  LOBDS }        of  Colonial  Poisesmns.  1 540 


that  whioli  went  through  the  Suez  Oanal 
was  represented  by  £65,000,000.     The 
commerce  that  might  have  to  pass  the 
Cape  in  time  of  war  might  amount  to 
£200,000,000.     Now,  in  the  last  Parlia- 
mentary Paper,  it  is  proposed  to  fortify 
Simon's  Bay  alone,  and   no  mention  is 
made  of  Table  Bay.    But  the  two  places 
are  so  dependent  on  each  other  that  it 
is  impossible  to  defend  the  one  without 
fortifying  the  other,  and  to  fortify  Si- 
mon's Bay  without  fortifying  Table  Bay 
also  would  be  to  leave  your  back  door 
open  to  the  foe,  and  to  have  only  half 
the  fortifications  which  you   ought  to 
have.     This  has  never  been  controverted 
or  denied.     It  is  said  in  this  Paper  that 
the  interests  which  we  have  at  the  Cape 
are  confined  to  Simon's  Bay,  and  that  at 
Table  Bay  there  are  only  Colonial  in- 
terests.    That  is  a  most  extraordinary 
statement.     It  is  also  alleged  in  this 
Paper  that  you  may  leave  the  fortifica- 
tion of  Table  Bay  to  the  Colonial  Go- 
vernment ;  but  anyone  who  knows  the 
views  of  the  Colonial  Government  knows 
that  it  is  idle  to  think  that  the  Cape  Go- 
vernment will  undertake  this  task.  They 
will  co-operate  with  you  by  giving  valu- 
able land  and  spending  a  very  consider- 
able sum  of  money ;  but  anything  more 
than  that  we  cannot  expect  from  them, 
nor  do  I  think  we  have  a  right  to  expect 
more.     Having  disposed  of  the  question 
as  it  affects  the  Cape,  in  order  to  illus- 
trate the  way  in  which  this  subject  has 
been  treated  by  the  Treasury,  I  now  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  the  subject 
generally.     What  is  it  we  have  to  de- 
fend ?    The  question  must  be  considered 
under  four  separate  heads — 1,  Ten  great 
Colonies;  2,  ten  small  Colonies;    3,  the 
trade  which  is  afloat;  and,  4,  coaling 
stations  and  Imperial  stations  generally. 
As  regards  our  g^eat  Colonies,  we  need 
do  very  little  indeed.     Australia  has  set 
an  excellent  example,  which  we  need  do 
very  well  to  follow,  their  public- spirited 
and    generous    expenditure    of    public 
money    having,    I    trust,  placed    Mel- 
bourne and  Sydney  in  a  position  of  al- 
most confident  security.     Therefore,  the 
case  of  these  great  Colonies  need  not 
now    be    discussed.      As    regards    our 
smaller  Colonies,  they  are  defensible  so 
long  as  we  maintain  the  supremacy  of 
the  sea,  and  no  longer.    As  regards  the 
trade  afloat,  it  was  calculated,  four  or 
five  years  ago — and  I  have  no  doubt 
that   the  figures  have  increased — that 
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£900,000,000    sterling  represented  the 
commerce  of  this  country  which  orossed 
the   Beas;    beyond  that,   we  were  the 
great    carrying    Power  of   the   world, 
£650,000,000    representing   the     com- 
merce which  was  afloat  in  one  single 
year.    Now,  I  come  to  the  question  of 
Imperial  and  coaling  stations.    In  time 
of  peace  the  Admiralty  have  about  50 
stations  upon  which  they  can  depend  for 
coaling ;  but  of  these  the  greater  num- 
ber are  in  foreign  countries,  and  I  need 
not  remind  your  Lordships  that,  in  time 
of    war,  coaling  stations  belonging  to 
belligerents  or  neutrals  would  be  shut 
against  us.      There   remain    the  four 
great  stations,   which  I  may  call   the 
maritime   quadrilateral    of   England — 
namely,  Gibraltar  and  Malta  in  the  Me- 
diterranean, and  Bermuda  and  Halifax 
on  the  other  side  of  the  world.     Those 
four  great  stations  have,  for  many  years 
past,  been  the  special  care  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.      They    were    re- 
mitted to  the  Commission;   but  about 
a  year  and  a-half  after  we  had  com* 
menced  ^  our   investigations  they  were 
withdrawn  from  our  cognizance,   and, 
therefore,  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  ex- 
press any  opinion  with  respect  to  them. 
But  I  do  say,  when  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment removed  those  four  stations, 
which  formed  a  maritime  quadrilateral, 
from  our   cognizance,  they  assumed  a 
very    weighty    responsibility,   and    are 
bound  all  the  more  to  account  for  and 
take  all  necessary  steps  for  their  defence. 
I  hope  and  trust  that  the  defences  are 
adequate  to  any  occasion  that  may  arise. 
I  have  my  own  views  upon  it ;  but  the 
responsibility   rests  with  the    Govern- 
ment, and  with  them  alone.    There  re- 
mains, after  this  deduction,  something^ 
like  16  or  17  coaling  stations  abroad, 
some  of  greater,  some    of  less  conse- 
quence in  time  of  war.     Now,  what  is 
the  value  of  those  stations  ?   because 
out-of-doors  I  very  often  notice  a  most 
singular  ignorance  on  the  subject.  Those 
stations  I  hold  to  be  vital  to  us  in  time 
of  war.     Steam  has  revolutionized  all 
the  conditions  of  modern  warfare,  es- 
pecially in  ships  of    war.     My  noble 
Friend  knows  very  well  that  coal  is  the 
life  and  soul  of  modern  ships  of  war, 
though  the  amount  of  coal  a  war  ship 
can  carry  is  comparatively  small;  and 
coal  is  to  a  modern  ship  of  war  what 
sails  were  to  a  wooden  three-decker  in 
the  time  of  Nelson.    If  you  allow  your 
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ehipB  to  be  deprived  of  coal,  thoy  will 
lie  useless  on  the  water.  In  the  r*ld  days, 
the  wooden  ships  might  be  repaired  by 
the  ships*  carpenters  after  a  genei*al 
action  ;  but  your  iron  ships  must  go 
to  places  where  there  are  docks  and 
means  by  which  they  can  be  pro- 
perly repaired.  At  the  principal  of 
those  coaling  stations  there  are  tliose 
facilities  which  would  enable  the  re- 
fitting to  be  undertaken.  But  it  ie  per- 
fectly necessary  to  defend  those  places ; 
and  if  you  leave  theni  exposed,  you 
leave  them  to  be  taken  possession  of  by 
the  enemy.  It  will  not  do  to  defend 
them  merely  by  ships  of  war;  because  if 
ships  of  war  are  to  watch  over  the  coal* 
iug  stations  in  which  those  valuable 
stores  are  deposited,  they  are  tied  to 
particular  points  of  the  coast,  and  they 
cannot  operate  generally  with  effect 
against  the  enemy.  But,  with  the  coaling 
stations  themselves  out  of  danger,  the 
ships  themselves  would  be  set  free  for 
defensive  purposes  elsewhere.  It  is 
necessary,  as  this  Keport  states,  to  de- 
fend your  coaling  stations  against  the 
heaviest  guns  and  artillery  ;  you  cannot 
have  vt*ry  slight  works,  because,  during 
the  last  few  years,  the  calibre  of  the 
guns  has  so  much  increased  that  you 
must  now  count  on  ships  with  6  inches  or 
8  inches  of  armour ;  and  this,  at  lowest, 
involves  both  a  considerable  increase  in 
the  solidity  of  the  works  and  the  range 
of  the  guns.  I  have  seen  it  stated  of 
late  that  an  alternative  is  to  be  found  in 
the  increase  of  the  Navy.  That  is  a 
total  mistake,  and  would  not  by  any 
means  meet  the  case,  for  the  reasons 
I  have  already  stated »  There  must  be 
places  properly  fortified  and  guarded, 
at  which  our  vessels  can  refit  and  recoal ; 
and  to  double  or  even  treble  the  Navy 
would  not  be  an  adequate  substitute  for 
properly  defended  coaling  stations. 
Therefore  it  is  for  the  Government  to 
determine  what  the  number  of  those 
different  stations  should  be,  and  then 
adequately  provide  for  their  defence. 
England  has,  undoubtedly,  more  and 
better  stations  abroad  than  any  other 
great  European  Power.  How  if  those 
stations  are  undefended  ?  Instead  of 
being  a  source  of  strength  in  time  of 
war,  they  become  a  distinct  source  of 
weakness.  I  shall  wind  up  this  part  of 
the  case  by  reminding  3^0 ur  Lordships 
that  upon  that  question  depends,  not 
only  the  keeping  afloat  of  Her  Majesty's 


Navy,  but  the  whole  maintenance  of  the 
trade  of  this  country ;  and,  inasmuch  as 
the  life  of  this  country  is  commerce,  our 
national  existence  itself  may,  in  time  of 
war,  be  said  to  depend  on  the  number  of 
our  well -defended  stations.  Now  I 
come  to  tho  proposals  which  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  and  the  Treasury 
have  made.  I  cannot  compare  these 
proposals  with  the  recommendations 
which  the  Commission  made.  And  here 
arises  one  of  the  great  difRculties  under 
which  I  labour.  I  must  not  contrast  the 
proposals  which  the  Government  make 
with  those  of  the  Commission ;  but  I 
may  surely  give  this  as  my  opinion — 
that  tho  scheme  ought  to  be  a  whole  and 
complete  scheme,  and  by  that  I  mean 
that  there  should  be  works  both  by  land 
and  sea.  I  may  observe,  in  passing,  that 
I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  whether,  in 
this  estimate  of  the  War  Office,  it  is 
land  works  or  sea  works  that  are  meant, 
or  whether  both  are  included.  I  hope 
my  noble  Friend  when  he  speaks  wiU 
throw  some  light  on  this  subject,  8ea 
works  or  land  works  ought  to  be  sup- 
plemented by  mines  and  torpedoes  and 
other  defences  of  that  kind.  The  one 
would  be  useless  without  the  other.  I 
now  come  to  the  question  of  expenditure. 
The  land  and  the  sea  works  and  the 
other  separate  matters  dealt  with  in  the 
first  Parliamentary  Paper  fall  very  much 
below  what  I  consider  satisfactory-  If 
I  wore  to  say  that  they  ought  at  least 
to  be  doubled,  I  should  not  be  going  at 
all  beyond  truth.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered that  there  is  no  provision  made 
for  those  supplementary  items  to  whith 
I  have  just  alluded.  I  read  the  other 
day  a  speech  made  by  Sir  Thomas 
Brassey,  in  which  he  dealt  with  the 
question  of  the  Navy.  Sir  Thomaa 
Brassey  was  one  of  the  original  Mem- 
bers of  the  Commission,  and  I  wish  very 
much  that  he  had  remained  to  the  end 
upon  it.  His  loss  was  a  great  loss  to  us, 
and  it  was  still  greater  as  he  was  re- 
moved at  the  time  when  we  came  to  con- 
eider  the  subject  as  a  whole.  Sir 
Thomas  Brassey,  speaking  lately  for  the 
Government,  used  these  words — 

**  Th«  protecting^  of  our  coaling  stations  ia 
another  m»tt€T  of  iire"eucy,  and  the  corrospond- 
6nco  lately  publiaheii  will  siiow  that  the  Go- 
vernment ara  alivo  to  the  FeqaircmentA  of  th« 
Empire,  and  have  made  proper  arrangements 
for  the  oommeacemant  of  the  work.'' 

When  X  oome  to  contrast  these  worda  of 
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Sir  Thomas  Braseey  with  the  propOEals 
it  will  be  seen  that  there  ia  a  great  hiatus. 
Take  the  first  Paper,     The  Treasury   is 
the  goverDing  spirit  in  the  matter,  and 
therefore  I  must  speak  of  the  Paper  as 
the   Treasury     Paper,      The    Treasury 
allow  for  the  expenditure  £891  »000— I 
consider  that  sum  of  £891,000  to  be  far 
below   the    requirements  of    the    oaee. 
The  next  step^  and  it  is  a  very  ingenious 
one,  16  to  reduce  the  sum  of  £891,000  to 
£345,000,      How  is  that  done?     It  is 
done  by  striking  out  the  majority  of  the 
places    that    are   to   be   fortiOed^    and 
naming  Aden,  the   Straits,   and   Hong 
Kong,  as  being  the  most   urgent.     No 
doubt,  those  three  places  are  extremely 
important  stations ;  but,  unless  the  Go- 
vernment   have   before  their  eyes   the 
danger  of  an  Eastern  War,   I  do   not 
think  that  they  are  the  most  important 
In  the  order  of  priority  I  do   not   see 
what  there  is  to  justify  the  Government 
in  assuming  that  those  stations  are  the 
most  important.      The  fact  is   they  are 
the   richest,  and  larger  local  oontribu- 
ttons  can  be  obtained  from  them  than 
from  other  places.     But  the  Estimate  is 
Bubject    to   a  further    reduction.     The 
£345,000  is  brought  down  to  £150,000 
by  the  separation  of  local  and  Imperial 
charges.  The  local  charges  are  set  down 
at£l95,000,andtheImperialat£l50,0(JO. 
That  is  not  aU,     The  sum  of  £150,000, 
again,   by  a  most  ingenious  process  of 
arithmetic,  is  reduced  to  £47^000,  the 
di vision  being — armaments,  £103,750  j 
works,    £47,000.     The   Treasury    then 
"wind  up  by  postponing  the  armaments 
until  the  works  are  completed,  and  by 
informing  us  that  the  Indian   Govern- 
ment had  undertaken   to   advance   the 
£47,000,  or   something   like  that  sum. 
Thus  they  say  that  little,  if  any,  charge 
will  fall  on  the  Army  Votes  this  year ; 
and  it  will  be  certainly  unnecessary  to 
present  a  Supplementary  Estimate  this 
Session,     I  have  come  to   this  conclu- 
sion— that,  whatever  the  expenses  of  the 
Government  in  this  matter  may  be  ou 
paper^  in  practice  they  will  be  found  to 
be  mL     This  shows  the  spirit  in  which 
the  whole  of  the  proposal  is  conceived, 
and  what  vital  injury  will  be  done  to  the 
country  if  the  Treasury  are  allowed  to 
overrule  and  overbear  the  action  of  those 
Governors  who  were  responsible  for  the 
safety  of  the  country  abroad.     Let  me 
aay  on  that  point  that  the  Commissioners 
framed  their  estimates  upon  the  lowest 
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possible  scale ;  and  my  own  feelings,  and 
that  of  some  of  my  Colleagues,  was  that 
if  we  erred  it  was  in  recommending  an 
insufficient  sum  for  the  defence  of  these 
places.     Let  me  explain  how  we  onired 
at  our  estimates.  We  framed  them,  first 
of  all,  upon  data  supplied  to  us  from  the 
Inspector  Qeneral*B  office,  and  from  the 
War  Office  and  the  Admiralty.  We  sub- 
jected it  to  the  closest  scrutiny,  and  sent 
out  the  estimates  to  be  verified  by  local 
Committees  on  the  spot.     We  also   sent 
out  most  experienced  naval  and  mil i tar j 
officers  to  test  the  accuracy  of  the  esti- 
mates. I  should  like  to  know  upon  what 
data  the  Treasury,  the  War  Office,  and 
the   Admiralty  are   proceeding  in   this 
case,  and  how  the  different  views  of  the 
War  Office  three  years  ago  and  at  pre- 
sent are  reconciled  ?     In  the  next  place, 
the  Commission  endeavoured  to  look  at 
the  scheme  as  a  whole ;  but  this  scheme 
which  is  now  before  us  is  conceived  in 
as  narrow  and  Departmental  a  spirit  as 
any  I  have  yet  seen.    We  rescued  many 
separate  questions  from  the  Departmen- 
tal mode  of  treatment  j  and,  for  the  first 
time,  we  obtained  a  certain  concentra- 
tion of  official  knowledge  and  communi- 
cation. It  was  my  earnest  hope  that  that 
state  of  things  would  continue^  and  that 
some  means  would  be  adopted  to  prevent 
the  terrible  difficulty  which   arises  from 
each  Office  corresponding  separately  and 
distinctly  with  one  another.  To  my  deep 
regret  and  sorrow,  such  has  not  been  the 
case,  and  I  see  from  this  Paper  that  you 
are  working  under  a  most  tmsatisf  actory 
s}* 9 tern.     I  am  satisfied  in  my  own  mind^ 
that  until  some  such  system  as  I  hav^ 
indicated  is  adopted  this  country   will'' 
hardly  be  in  the  position  in  which  it 
ought  to  be  as  regards  naval  matters. 
The  word  ** garrisons"  is  mentioned  in 
the  title  of  this  Parliamentary  Paper; 
but  it  is  the  beginning  and  the  end,  for 
we  hear  nothing  further  about  garriaoi 
With  regard  to  this  part  of  the  questioa,' 
the  Commission   recommended   concen- 
tration of  troops,  and  I  hoped  and  be- 
lieved that  that  part  of  our  recommen*! 
dations  would  be  carried  out ;  but  I  am 
bound  to  say  that,  in  my  humble  opi- 
nion, the   existing   garrisons   in    some , 
parts    of    the    world    are    inadequate^^ 
thoughj  no  doubt,  much  has  been  dono  ' 
by  means  of  local  contributions  and  local 
levies,  but  I  have  not  heard  that  they 
have  been  sufficient.    Of  one  thing  I  ami 
sure,  and  that  is,  that  this  que&oa  < 
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gameons  cannot  be  separated  from  the 
question  of  fortifications.  It  is  ueeleas 
to  build  fortiB cations  unless  we  have  the 
men  to  man  them ;  and  I  quite  admit 
the  extreme  difficulty  of  the  question  of 
garrisons.  Still,  I  appeal  to  those  who 
knew  the  subject  best,  whether  it  is  not 
one  that  must  bo  faced  by  any  (iovern- 
ment,  and  in  time  of  war  would  be  such 
that  some  remedy  must  be  found  ?  I 
come  now  to  the  question  of  armaments, 
which  may  be  considered  from  three 
points  of  view — numbers,  the  weight  of 
guns,  and  the  cost.  If  I  can  trust  to 
the  first  of  these  Parliamentary  Papers 
for  the  original  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  armaments,  I  can  only  say 
they  are  like  the  works — singularly  in- 
sufficient, and  below  the  mark*  I  find 
that,  while  the  number  of  intermediate 
and  light  guns  was  somewhat  below  that 
which  it  should  have  been,  the  real  de- 
ficiency occurred  in  the  class  of  heavy 
guns,  and  I  need  not  point  out  that  m 
time  of  war  it  is  upon  the  heavy  guns 
that  you  musfc  depend  in  the  fortifica- 
tions. In  the  second  Paper  the  item  is 
more  satisfactory ;  but  at  the  same  time, 
as  far  as  I  can  judge,  the  Estimate  is 
too  low.  I  am  very  much  afraid  that 
the  guns  on  which  you  depend  are  very 
much  in  arrear.  You  have  to  provide 
for  the  Navy,  for  home  fortifications, 
and  for  foreign  stations.  The  Navy  is 
not  yet  suppHed,  and  on  the  home  for- 
tifications many  of  the  guns  are  of  an 
old  type,  and  are  useless.  The  real 
difficulty  is,  as  I  apprehend — and  it  is 
well  that  Parliament  should  know  it — 
that  we  have  not  got  plant  adequate  to 
turn  out  the  number  of  guns  we  need. 
We  are  dependent  upon  Sir  Joseph 
Whitworth  for  the  steel  required  for 
the  heavier  guns,  and  I  believe  the  best 
gunpowder  we  now  use  is  imported  from 
Germany,  and  is  produced  by  a  process 
vrhich  is  a  secret  and  a  monopoly.  Can 
anything  be  more  anomalous  than  that 
this  country  should  bo  in  such  a 
position  ?  Some  guns  can  be  manu- 
tactured  in  a  year,  and  some  require 
three  years,  so  that  the  average  time  re- 
quired is  about  two  years.  Therefore, 
taking  one  thing  with  another,  and  that 
as  the  time  required,  it  is  extraordinary 
that  the  Treasury  actually  propose  to 
defer  dealing  with  the  armaments  until 
the  works  are  completed.  If  the  Trea- 
sury think  we  could  turn  out  the  guns 
we  should  want,  if  a  war  broke  out,  one 


can  only  marvel  at  their  holding  such  an 
opinion.  There  are  many  proposals, 
subsidiary  to  those  to  which  I  have  al- 
luded, which  the  CommissioDers  thought 
it  their  bounden  duty  to  bring  under  the 
attention  of  the  Government,  and  I  hope 
that  they  have  had  a  somewhat  larger 
consideration  than  others  in  the  Inspec- 
tor GentraFs  Office.  May  I  call  to  mind 
the  composition  of  that  Commission  ?  It 
was  composed  of  very  representative 
men.  We  examined  witnesses  of  every 
class  and  kind — the  highest  military, 
naval,  commercial,  and  scientific  autho- 
rities, including  the  illuatrious  I)uke  at 
the  head  of  the  Armj^,  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  aud  the  highest  mili- 
tary and  naval  officers.  There  was  not 
a  single  branch  of  knowledge,  science, 
or  information,  that  could  bo  Drought  to 
bear  on  the  question  that  was  not  ap- 
pealed to  in  the  course  of  the  inquiry. 
We  sat  lor  three  years;  we  did  not 
shrink  from  any  amount  of  work ;  and 
we  only  discharged  our  consciences  in 
saying  anything  which  was  calculated  to 
awaken  anxiety  in  the  nolnds  of  the  Go- 
vernment. Therefore,  it  is  with  regret 
that  I  see  the  outcome  in  the  Treasury 
Letter.  I  know  what  the  Treasury  is. 
No  doubt,  it  is  a  valuable  Office  in  re- 
stricting extravagance  and  keeping  ac- 
counts ;  but  it  has  no  sfiecial  knowledge 
on  questions  of  this  kind.  If  the  re- 
sponsible Heads  of  a  great  Department 
like  the  Navy  allow  the  Treasury  to  come 
in  and  overbear  their  deliberate  judg- 
ment by  mere  arithmetical  considera- 
tions they  incur  a  great  responsibility. 
The  position  seems  to  me  to  be  by  no 
means  satisfactory.  On  the  one  hand,  we 
have,  first  of  all,  these  four  great  for- 
tresses to  which  I  have  alluded.  I  hope 
they  are  adequately  and  fully  defended. 
We  have  16  or  17  others  that  are  very 
inadequately  defended,  or  not  defended 
at  all.  We  have  inadequate  garrisons. 
We  have,  at  many  points,  no  works 
worth  speaking  of.  We  have  no  gims 
worth  speaking  of.  Our  lines  of  com- 
mercial steamers  are  not  duly  guarded ; 
and  we  have  no  security  that  in  time  of 
war  our  food  supply  will  be  safe.  There 
is  everything  which^  under  a  few  adverse 
conditions,  might  easily  lead  to  a  great 
national  disaster.  On  the  other  hand, 
what  are  the  proposals  with  which  this 
state  of  things  is  met  ?  The  coaling 
stations  are  dismissed.  There  is  no  pro> 
yiaion  made  far  baixai^ks,  or  lor  any  of 
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the  essential  seoondary  supplements  of 
tlie  existing  works,  whioh,  in  my  opinion, 
are  much  below  efficiency.  Even  the 
armaments  to  be  provided  will  be  still 
below  the  mark.  It  is  impossible  not  to 
feel  extremely  anxious  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  not,  in  a  case  of  this  kind, 
be  influenced  by  considerations  of  parsi- 
mony, and  should  not  hesitate  to  look 
the  facts  in  the  face.  I  have  no  wish  to 
say  a  work  to  produce  a  panic.  The 
proof  of  that  is,  that,  for  three  years 
since  the  Eeport  of  this  Commission  was 
presented,  I  have  waited  patiently,  giving 
only  a  few  occasional  indications  of  my 
opinion  to  my  noble  Friend  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Northbrook),  and  to  the  Govern- 
ment generally.  I  hope  I  have  said  no- 
thing from  a  Party  point  of  view.  I 
should  scorn  to  initiate  a  discussion  on  a 
question  of  this  sort  on  Party  lines.  It 
is  my  conscientious  belief  that  I  have 
said  less  than  the  case  really  requires. 
I,  for  one,  refuse  all  further  responsi- 
bility in  this  matter.  I  personally  wash 
my  hands  of  whatever  liability  there  may 
be  attaching  to  me  or  any  other  Member 
of  the  Commission,  as  regards  the  Go- 
vernment not  acting  on  our  recommen- 
dations. I  have  spoken  my  mind  fairly 
and  fully ;  not  as  much  so  as  I  could 
have  done,  but  yet  sufficiently  for  my 
purpose.  My  object  is  to  warn  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  country  that  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  defences  is  inadequate 
and  unsatisfactory,  and  that  when  any 
untoward  or  unfavourable  circumstances 
occur  the  greatest  and  most  vital  inte- 
rests of  the  country  may  be  placed  in 
serious  jeopardy. 

The  Earl  op  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
that  he  wished,  as  a  Member  of  the 
Commission,  to  ask  a  question  which  his 
noble  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  might,  perhaps,  find  it  con- 
venient to  answer.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  it  would  be  possible  to  state,  or 
lay  on  the  Table,  the  detailed  calcula- 
tions or  Papers  to  show  on  what  data 
the  estimates  of  the  Inspector  General  of 
Fortifications  were  based  ?  He  was  bound 
to  say,  without  quoting  the  figures,  that 
there  was  a  great  margin  of  difference 
between  the  calculations  of  the  Commis- 
sion and  those  of  the  Inspector  General ; 
and  he  entertained  doubts  as  to  the 
correctness  of  the  calculations  of  the 
Inspector  General.  These  doubts  were 
strengthened  by  the  fact  that  when  the 
Beport  of  the  Inspector    General  was 

The  Farl  of  Carnarvon 


submitted  to  the  Director  of  Artillery, 
he  found  a  deficiency  of  more  than 
£100,000  in  the  estimates  for  arma- 
ments. For  himself  and  for  the  other 
Members  of  the  Commission,  he  could 
say  that  they  had  prepared  their  esti- 
mate with  the  greatest  care,  and  that 
they  had  been  extremely  anxious  to 
avoid  anything  like  extravagance ;  but 
if  the  Inspector  General's  estimates  were, 
as  he  could  not  help  thinking  they  were, 
insufficient,  it  would  be  a  great  misfor- 
tune to  the  country,  if  these  works  were 
undertaken  with  an  insufficient  con- 
sideration of  all  points  required  for  the 
public  interest. 

The  Earl  of  NORTHBROOK:  My 
Lords,  I  can  assure  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon")  that  I 
quite  appreciate  the  interest  he  takes  in 
this  question.  No  man  has  a  greater 
right  than  he  has  to  take  an  interest  in 
it,  and  to  bring  it  under  the  notice  of 
your  Lordships.  He  presided  with  great 
ability  over  the  Royal  Commission  to 
which  he  has  referred ;  and,  besides  that, 
his  position  in  this  House  wouldbe  a  suffi- 
cient reason  why  your  Lordships  should 
listen  to  any  observations  he  might  wish 
to  offer.  I  hope  your  Lordships  will  un- 
derstand, at  the  outset,  that  I  quite  agree 
with  a  great  deal  of  what  the  noble  Earl 
has  said,  and  particularly  with  regard 
to  the  value  of  fortifications  for  the 
defence  of  our  coaling  stations  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  world.  No  one  can 
fill  the  position  of  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  without  being  aware  that, 
of  all  the  measures  that  could  be  taken 
by  this  country  for  its  defence  in  time 
of  war,  none  can  be  more  urgent  than 
the  defence  of  our  coaling  stations.  It 
is  the  measure  which,  of  all  others,  would 
strengthen  our  naval  force,  for  the  ob- 
vious reason  that,  if  the  coaling  stations 
are  left  unprotected,  we  should  have  to 
provide  for  their  defence  by  ships  of  war 
which,  if  they  were  fortified,  could  be 
employed  in  offensive  operations.  But 
it  must  be  remembered  that  these 
defences  are  not  intended  as  defences 
against  any  possible  attack  by  an  armed 
squadron  of  large  force,  but  as  sufficient 
defences  against  cruisers  and  such  forms 
of  attack  as  might  be  reasonably  ex- 
pected. These  coaling  stations  are 
situated  in  different  parts  of  the  world. 
We  should  have  notice  of  the  despatch 
of  anything  like  a  powerful  attack  by  an 
expedition  against  them,  and  it  would  be 
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met  by  a  counter-expedition  by  ourselves. 
Therefore,  it  is  not  against  such  attacks  as 
these  that  coaling  stations  are  to  be  pro- 
tected. I  wish  to  assure  your  Lordships 
that  I  quite  agree  in  all  that  my  noble 
Friend  has  sain — as  I  agree  with  him  in 
many  other  things  he  said — about  the  im- 
portance of  the  subject  he  has  brought 
forward.  But;  I  admit  that  I  heard  my 
noble  Friend's  speech  with  some  disap- 
pointment; because,  although  we  may 
differ  as  to  the  amount  to  be  spent  on  the 
protection  of  our  cooliDg stations,  I  hoped 
that  instead  of  his  making  a  condemnatory 
speech,  he  would  have,  at  least,  given  us 
a  little  encouragement  by  expressing 
some  satisfaction  with  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  as  shown  in  these 
Papers*  TheGovernment  are  determined 
to  proceed  at  once  with  the  fortification 
of  these  coaling  stations  in  such  a  man- 
ner as  they  consider  to  be  adequate  and 
proper.  I  am  sorry,  therefore,  that  I 
cannot  get  even  the  slightest  encourage- 
ment from  my  noble  Friend  when  we 
are  really  taking  up  this  question,  and 
that  I  have  only  to  reply  to  adverse 
criticism,  I  wish  to  reassure  my  noble 
Friend  on  one  point.  It  seems  to  me  that 
he  is  quite  right  in  saying,  as  I  understand 
the  matter,  that  he,  like  the  Chairman  of 
any  other  Oommission,  is  only  responsible 
for  the  Report  which  the  Commission 
has  made.  We  do  not  attribute  to  my 
noble  Friend  any  responsibility  for  the 
proposals  of  the  Government.  The  re- 
sponsibility rests  on  us  alone,  and  not 
on  the  Members  of  the  Commission,  and 
we  do  not  shrink  from  it.  With  respect 
to  my  noble  Fnend's  inability  to  quote 
the  figures  or  other  particulars  of  the  Re- 
port, 1  would  say  that,  when  a  Report  is 
of  an  absolutely  confidential  character,  it 
would  be  a  dangerous  practice  to  say 
that  this  or  that  part  of  it  may  be 
quoted.  I  think,  therefore,  that  my 
noble  Friend  has  exercised  a  wise  dis- 
cretion in  abstaining  from  quoting  any 
figures  given  by  the  Royal  Commission. 
But  when  he  expresses  regret  that  he 
was  not  able  so  to  do,  I  might  retort 
that  I  had  equal  cause  for  regret,  for  if 
he  had  quoted  any  figures  I  might  have 
quoted  others  as  against  him,  in  order 
to  show  that  the  estimates  of  the  Go- 
vernment were  sufficient,  so  that  I 
think  in  the  matter  of  figures  my  noble 
Friend  and  myself  are  in  the  same  posi- 
tion. There  is  another  matter  in  my 
noble  Friend's  speech  to  which  I  am 


inclined  to  take  exception,  and  that  is 
the  way  in  which  he  attributed  to  the 
Ti-easury  everything  vicious  in  the  con- 
duct of  this  question.  Those  who  occupy 
a  position  like  that  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  hold  are  inclined,  of  course, 
occasionally  to  look  upon  the  Treasury 
as  natural  enemies,  as  we  are  often 
desirous  of  spending  a  great  deal  of 
money  which  the  country  cannot  afford. 
But  my  noble  Friend  is  entirely  mis- 
taken in  this  case  in  speaking  of  the 
Treasury  as  overbearing  the  Military 
and  Naval  Departments.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  Treasury  has  done  all 
that  it  has  been  asked  to  do.  The 
proposals  for  the  defence  of  these  sta- 
tions were  not  inaugurated  by  the  Trea- 
sury, but  by  the  War  Department. 
There  wa«,  no  doubt,  a  letter  from  the 
Treasury,  suggesting  that  the  estimates 
for  armaments  might  be  postponed  until 
the  works  were  completed.  But  when 
the  Treasury  received  a  letter  from  the 
War  Office,  explaining  that  such  a  course 
could  not  be  followed,  the  Treasury  at 
once  gave  way  and  conceded  the  point. 
In  fact,  the  Treasury  have  agreed  to  all 
the  proposals  put  before  them  by  the 
War  Office  with  respect  to  these  defences 
without  making  any  difficulty.  I  am  not 
one  of  those  who  take  up  a  strong  atti- 
tude against  the  Treasury.  Some  re- 
straint is  needful  on  the  great  spending 
Departments;  and  if  proposals  for  expen- 
diture were  not  carefully  examined  by  an 
independent  body  like  the  Treasury*  we 
might  be  landed  year  by  year  in  unneces- 
sary extravagance.  My  noble  Friend  ho* 
very  properly  explained  the  manner  in 
which  the  Commission  of  which  he  was 
Chairman obtainodits information.  There 
was  nothing  secret  in  that.  I  quite 
agree,  also,  in  the  description  of  my  noble 
Friend  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
Commission  did  this  work.  Having  con- 
cluded its  labours,  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
War  Office  to  examine  the  Report,  and  it 
was  referred  to  the  Inspector  General  of 
Fortifications,  who  examined  the  propo- 
sals with  great  carot  and,  with  the  assist- 
ance of  the  Local  Authorities,  the  con- 
clusions at  which  he  arrived  were 
submitted  to  a  Standing  Committee, 
ttTmed  the  Defence  Committee,  whose 
duty  it  is  to  examine  and  report 
upon  all  such  proposals ;  and  I  think 
that  the  same  confidence  is  due  to  the 
opinion  of  that  Committee  which  my 
noble   Friend  claims  for  the   work  of 
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the  Commisaion.  I  cannot  agree  with 
my  noble  Friend  in  the  remarks  he  has 
made  abont  that  Committee.  I  do  not 
know  why  my  noble  Friend  ehould  de- 
preciate that  Departmental  Committee, 
and  speak  in  disparaging  terms  of  it.  It 
was  composed  of  men  who  possessed  the 
greatest  knowledge  of  the  subject,  and  I 
do  not  see  why  the  term  **  Depart- 
mental ''  should  be  used  of  them  as  a 
slight,  when  they  were  dealing  with  a 
matter  with  which  their  whole  profes- 
«ional  education  qualified  them  to  deaL 

The  Earl  of  CAKNAKYON  said,  he 
was  afraid  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Northhrook)  had  misunderstood  Mm. 
He  had  not  spoken  in  disrespectful  terms 
of  tlie  Members  of  that  Committee^  but 
had  said  that  the  estimate  seemed  to 
have  been  conceiTed  in  a  narrow  De- 
partmental spirit. 

The  Eael  of  NOKTHBEOOK  :  I 
did  not  in  the  least  misunderstand  my 
noble  Friend.  The  estimate  was,  in  my 
opinion,  properly  framed  in  that  Depart- 
mental spirit — that  is  to  say,  the  profes- 
sional knowledge  of  competent  oificera — 
which  my  noble  Friend  depreciates.  The 
estimate  of  the  Inspector  General  of 
Fortifications  was  fortified  by  the  assist- 
ance of  a  naval  ofhcer  of  great  experi- 
ence, and  to  be  worth  anything  it  must 
necessarily  be  so.  If  my  noble  Friend 
will  look  at  the  first  page  of  the  Corre- 
spondence laid  on  the  Table,  he  will  see 
that  the  recommendations  of  the  Inspector 
General  of  Fortifications  wore  approved 
by  the  Defence  Committee,  which  was 
under  the  Presidency  of  His  Royal  High- 
ness the  Coramander-in- Chief  I  cannot 
see  why  my  noble  Friend  should  criti- 
cize the  spirit  in  which  the  estimate  was 
framed  with  the  approval  of  a  body  of 
men  who  were  more  competent  to  ox- 
press  an  opinion  on  the  subject  than  any 
men  in  the  Empire.  The  noble  Earl 
has  indulged  in  some  very  unfriendly 
criticisms  of  these  proposals ;  but  from 
whom  do  they  emanate  ?  From  a  Com- 
mittee of  which  the  illustriouB  Duke 
was  President,  and  among  the  Members 
of  which  were  Sir  Cooper  Key  and  Lord 
Wolseley.  These  are  the  **  Depart- 
mental "  gentlemen  whose  proposals  he 
has  so  severely  criticized,  I  have  com- 
municated with  Sir  Cooper  Key  on  this 
subject,  and  I  am  authorized  by  him  to 
say  that  he  entirely  agrees  with  these 
recommendations  generally  ;  but,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  practice  of  the  Com- 


mittee,    each   particular   plan    will    ba 
brought  before  them  in  detail  before  it  is 
finally  adopted.     These  proposals  come 
forth  endorsed  with  the  approval  of  tliit  ^ 
most  influential  Committee ;  and  I  think 
they  are  deserving  of  somewhat  more 
respect  than  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon)   has  paid  them  to- 
night.    This,  after  all,  is  a  question  of 
authority ;  and  if  I  thought  the  noble 
Earl  was  more  likely  to  be  right  than 
the  Inspector  General  of  Fortifications 
and   the   Defence  Committee  I  should 
bow  to  his  authority ;  but,  much  as  I 
respect  his  opinion,  I  must  give  greater 
deference  to  that  of  the  quaKfied  and 
responsible  persons  I  have  named.     I 
now  come  to  some  questions  which  the 
noble  Earl  dwelt  on  with  respect  to  these 
proposals.      He    asked   whether    these . 
fortifications   were   to  be   of  a    nature  1 
directed  against  an  attack  from  the  land 
or  from  the  sea  ?     To  that  I  answer  that 
they  are  to  be  sea  works,    No  provision^ 
it  is  true,  is  made  in  these  proposals  for 
submarine  mines ;  but  that  is  not  be* 
cause   wo  have  overlooked   this  point. 
We  think  that^  the  cost  not  being  veryJ 
great,   the   cost   for    submarine    mineel 
ought  to  be  taken  in  the  Estimates  fof } 
each  year.     Everything  cannot  appear^ 
on   the  Estimate  which   is   confined  to 
works  and   armaments ;  therefore,  tor- 
pedo boats  are  unprovided  for  in  these 
proposals ;  but  their  importance  has  not 
been  forgotten.     So  it  is  with  the  miliar 
ooaling  stations^  on  which,  however,  an 
expenditure  of  £200,000  will  be  made, 
The  noble  Earl  has  referred  to  the  im- 
portance of  fortifying  the  Cape  station 
at  Simon^s  Bay.  I  entirely  agree  with  him 
on  this  point.     In  fact,  I  think  that  of 
all  our  coaling  stations  it  is  in  the  first 
category  of  importance  ;  and,  therefore, 
provision  has  been  made  for  proceedingiJ 
with   the   defences  of  Simon's  Bay  at 
once.     I   was  sorry  to  hear  the  noblej 
Earl  saying  that  the  defence  of  Simon'i 
Bay  is  impossible  without  the  defence  o£l 
Table  Bay.     That  is  a  point  upon  which  1 
he  will  find  the  general  current  of  pro- 
fessional opinion  opposed  to  him.     The 
noble  Earl  is,  I  think,  under  some  mis- 
apprehension.     The  Government  have 
deliberately  determined  not  to  fortify  th«j 
stations  against  the  attack  of  a  large! 
fleet    and    army,    but    merely  againafej 
isolated  cruisers  ;  and  the  reason  is  this  ' 
— that  in  time  of  war  there  would  be 
ample  warning  if  an  army  wiis  to  be  de- 
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spatohed^  and  finch  an  expedition  would 
be  met  by  a  counter-expedition  on  our 
part.  The  only  thio^  I  regret  in  the 
noble  EarFs  epeeeh  is  the  diBcou rage- 
in  en  t  ho  gave  the  Cape  Government  in 
the  defence  of  Table  Bay.  On  this 
point  he  was  very  hard  on  the  Treasury ; 
but  the  Treasury  had  nothing  to  do  with 
this  matter  as  to  Table  Bay.  I  regard 
Simon'a  Bay,  Hong  Kong,  Singapore, 
and  Aden  as  our  four  most  important 
coaling  stations;  and  I  am  glad  to  say 
that  the  works  at  Aden  and  Hong  Kong 
ai-e  already  in  progress,  and  the  guns 
for  Aden  have  been  already  ordered  ;  so 
that  it  is  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  no- 
thing has  been  done.  With  respect  to 
the  armaments,  the  noble  Earl  must,  I 
think,  be  under  a  misconception  if  he 
thinks  that  their  power  has  been  reduced 
by  the  substitution  of  lighter  guns. 
The  policy  of  the  scheme  under  con- 
sideration is  opposed  to  light  armaments. 
By  the  scheme  now  before  your  Lord- 
ships,  these  coalmg  stations  will  be  pro- 
vided with  better  guns  than  they  could 
have  obtained  at  the  time  of  the  Report 
of  the  Koyal  Commission.  Year  by  year 
improvements  are  made  in  the  mamifac- 
ture  of  guns,  and  those  stations  will  now 
be  provided  with  guns  capable  of  pierc- 
ing 17-inoh  armour  plates;  whereas  the 
guns  proposed  by  the  Commission 
would  only  have  pierced  14  inches.  The 
noble  Earl  is  under  an  entire  mistake  if 
he  supposes  that  the  armament  proposed 
for  the  works  is  a  light  armament.  It  is 
true  that  this  is  the  year  1884,  and  that 
a  considerable  interval  has  elapsed  since 
the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission. 
But  this  is  a  matter  involving  the  coun- 
try in  a  large  expenditure,  which  cannot 
be  lightly  undertaken,  and  which  no  Go- 
vernment would  be  right  in  under- 
taking without  full  and  cautious  in- 
quiry. It  baa,  no  doubt,  taken  some 
time  to  arrive  at  a  conclusion,  and  to 
formulate  its  proposals;  but  tho  delay 
haa  Dot  been  without  advantage,  for  we 
can  now  place  on  these  works,  at  the 
dilTerent  stations,  better  guns  than  we 
could  have  obtained  some  years  ago. 
Although  there  has  been  some  delay 
in  commencing  the  works,  yet^  when 
finished*  they  will  be  more  power- 
ful and  better  able  to  fulfil  the  ob- 
jects in  view  than  if  they  had  been 
commenced  a  few  years  ago.  As  far  aa 
those  of  the  Government  who  have  had 
this  matter  in  hand  are  conoerned,  they 


have  always  regarded  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  over  which  my  noble  Friend 
j>r6sid<3d  with  the  greatest  interest,  and 
they  are  under  great  obligations  to 
the  Members  of  the  Commission  for  the 
manner  in  which  their  work  was  done. 
I  am  only  somewhat  disappointed  to  find 
that,  when  we  are  actingt  as  we  think, 
upon  the  lines  of  the  Report  of  that 
Commission,  the  encouragement  my 
noble  Friend  has  given  us  to-night  is 
rather  more  scanty  than  he  might  have 
olfered  us.  In  answer  to  the  question 
of  my  noble  Friend  behind  me  (the  Eavl 
of  Camperdown),  I  have  only  to  say  that 
I  should  very  much  prefer  to  show  him 
the  details  of  the  proposals  in  private 
than  to  lay  them  on  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

The  Ddke  op  CAMBRIDQE  :  My 
Lords,  as  Chairman  of  the  Defence  Com- 
mittee referred  to,  I  feel  called  upon 
to  support  what  has  been  said  by 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook). 
Like  him,  I  am  not  allowed  to  make 
comparisons  in  detail ;  but  I  do  say,  in 
general  terms,  that  before  these  works 
were  undertaken  they  were  brought  be- 
fore tho  Committee  of  which  I  am  Chair- 
man. The  details  were  founded  on  the 
basis  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Royal  Commission ;  and,  from  the  fact 
that  a  considerable  period  has  elapsed 
since  the  Report  of  the  Commission, 
and  that  great  changes  in  the  power  of 
gun  a  had  taken  place  during  that  period, 
we  found  we  could  not  only  accomplish 
the  object  in  view  in  a  modified  form,  but 
no  leas  efficiently  thau  was  originally 
proposed.  The  plans  have  accordingly 
been  considerably  modified  since  tlnase 
recommendations  were  made ;  but,  as  the 
noble  Earl  has  said,  though  the  guns  are 
fewer  in  number,  they  are  more  power- 
ful in  effect,  and  the  Committee  consi- 
dered that  that  was  of  vary  great  advan- 
tage. At  the  same  time,  they  thought 
there  was  a  possibility  of  getting  the 
work  done  at  a  less  costly  rate.  What 
was  recommended  by  the  Royal  Com- 
mission, presided  over  by  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon),  has  really 
been  carried  out  in  the  form  now  sug- 
gested by  the  Government.  1  can  only 
say  that  I  rejoice  that  these  proposals 
art^  being  carried  .out,  and  I  apprehend 
that  the  works  now  proposed  are  only 
an  instalment  of  what  i^  to  be  done  to 
oarry  out  tho  complete  scheme.  I  take 
it  for  granted  that  these  are  only  a  por- 
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tion  of  the  reoommendationB,  and  that 
it  is  the  intention  to  proceed  with  all 
the  proposed  works.    They  cannot  be 
carried  out  with  equal  facility  at  once, 
and     therefore     the     most    important 
points    are    now    brought  before    the 
public;   and  I  believe  that  is  a  clear 
proof  that  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  carry  out  to  the 
fullest  extent  in  their  power  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Boyal  Commission. 
One  point  to  which  I  must  just  allude  is 
the  expenditure  on  the  works  and  the 
expenditure  on  the  armaments.    I  am 
bound  to  say  that  the  noble  Earl  was 
fully  justified  in  saying  that  there  is  no 
use  in  the  works  and  armaments  if  there 
are  no  men  to  put  behind  them ;  and  I  am 
quite  sure  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of 
tiie  Admiralty  will  agree  with  me  in 
thinking  that  the  Navy  is  considered  as 
the  essential  element  of  the  power  which 

fend  these  works  than  we  have  no^ 
available.  But  sailors  cannot  be  spared 
for  this  duty,  and  therefore  soldiers  are 
required  to  defend  the  works.  I  am 
bound  to  make  this  remark,  because  I 
believe  that  without  adequate  garrisons 
these  defence  works  wiU  not  be  of  that 
value  which  I  should  attach  to  them  if 
properly  manned. 

LoKD  NAPIER  OF  MAGDALA  said, 
he  would  point  out  to  their  Lordships 
that  unless  mechanical  guns  were  pro- 
vided with  an  efficient  repairing  staff  to 
keep  them  in  order  they  would  be  use- 
less, iEU9  the  slightest  check  put  them  out 
of  order.    As  His  Boyal  Highness  had 
said,  the  best  armaments  being  useless 
without  garrisons,   the  construction  of 
barracks  in  a  safe  position  sufficiently 
near  should  always  accompany  the  con- 
struction of  these  defensive  works.     He 
did  not  think  too  much  importance  could 
be  attached  to  the  defence  Oi  the  Oape, 
beciMUU^^^if  anything  should  obstruct  the 
passage  ot  tivi!?e  Suez  Oanal — and  no  one 
could    say  th»L^    it    might   not  be  ob- 
structed— they  kn««W  that  by  the  means 
of  their    fast   Bteamek>ra  they  had    the 
power  of  making  th*  /3..piissage  by  the 
Cape  nearly  as  quickh  y  as  by  tiiie  Canal. 
He  attached  as  mat  ti  importance  to  the 
fortifications  of  Tabler  Bay  as  of  Simon's 
Bay.   He  knew  the  ccaountry  between  the 
two  places,  and  that  thl3ere  was  no  serious 
difficulty  in  passing  fraiom  one  place  to 
the  other.     He  well  r^a^membered  the 

The  Duke  of  Camhrvldge 
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that  was  required,  and  iIIHU^^V^^^* 
been  taken  up  in  mere  co] 
between  the  Departments.  It} 
sible  to  command  the  sea,  if 
insufficient  Fleet,  and  it  was  impi 
to  hold  our  Possessions  abroad 
an  Army.    The  present  establishment^ 
the  Army  was  altogether  too  low 
the  various  duties  demanded  from  it 
He    feared  that    each    Minister    who^ 
came    into  Office    was    more    anxious 
to  reduce  the  Estimates  than  strengthen 
the    defences    of    the    country.      The 
country    would  not  be    satisfied  with 
mere  Ministerial  explanations  across  the 
Table  of  the  House.    They  had  great 
responsibilities;    and  although   an  in- 
crease in  their  armaments  might  add 
2d,  or  td.  to  the  Income  Tax,  the  na- 
tional safety  was  of  more  importance 
than  a  narrow  economy.    That  increase 
was,  of   course,    a  most   disagreeable 
thing ;  but  it  was  preferable  to  the  risk 
of  national  disgrace. 

RBPBESENTATION   OF  THE  PEOPLE  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons;  read  1*;  to  be 
printed;  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Tuesday  next 
{The  Earl  of  KimherUy).     (No.  6.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Six  o'clock 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter  past 

Ten  o'clock. 
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^kSOiX    (8uI»PL1M1KTA»Y)— EXPEUITION    UP 

TBB  Nilb;  ExpmDiTtoK  TO  Bechuanaland  ; 
Navy  (8uprLBME:«TAuT)— MtLiTAiit  •^Opeha- 
TioMS  m  Egypt;  Operations  ik  Bp.€ hi  ak a- 
laxd. 

Public  Bix.La — Ordertd—FirH  Readot^^Wotk- 
ing  Men's  Clubs  Registration*  L33j  ;  Pollu- 
lion  of  Rivers  •  I  34]  ;  CompeDsation  for  Im- 
provementB  (Ireland)  •  [35]  ;  Commona  and 
Inclosure  Acte  Amendment  *  [36]. 

ihmidtr^d  as  amtndtd— Third  Reading — Poor 
Law  GuardianB(  Ireland)  [9],  Ku^pmnd, 

Q  UE8TI0NS. 


LUNATIC    ASYLUMS    (IRELAND)  - 
COUNTY   MONAGHAN  ASYLUM- 
CHARGE  OF   CRUELTY    AGAINST 
OFFICERS. 
Mr,    BIGGAK    ftsked    Mr.  SoHcitor 
Oeneral    for   Ireland,   Whether    he   is 
aware    that    Bose    M*Keana»    Patrick 
Moan,  and  Robert  Stockdale   are  pre- 
pared to  prove  that  Jolin  Geehan,  Ed- 
ward Sherry,  James  Sherry,  and  John 
Gillanders  burned  the  cat  at  Monaghan 
Lunatic  Asylum ;  and,   if   he  will  now 
order    a    prosecution    of    the    persons 
charged  with  that  olTence  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  :  I  am  not 
aware  that  the  persons  named  are  pre- 
pared to  prove  what  is  alleged*  If  the 
statements  are  furnished,  the  Attorney 
General  will  consider  whether  any 
grounds  for  a  prosecution  exist,  having 
regard  to  the  explanation  already  made. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)-^MAKORHAMIL- 

TON   UNION ^MR.   THOMAS 
CUMMINGS. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Mr.  Thomas 
Cummings,  clerk  to  Manorhamilton 
Union,  entered  into  a  contract  for  the 
making  of  a  sewer  on  the  property  of  a 
Mr,  Miller  without  the  authority  of  the 
guardians  \  and,  if  so,  will  the  Local 
Government  Board  take  care  that  the 
clerk  be  made  personally  liable,  and  not 
the  ratepayers  of  the  electored  division  of 
Drumkeeran? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
The  Olerk  of  the  UnioQ  reports  that  he 


did  not  enter  into  a  oontraot  for  the 
making  of  the  sewer  referred  to.  The 
work  was  carried  out  by  a  Committee 
of  the  Guardians,  the  Banitary  sub- 
officer  acting  under  them. 


ARREARS  OF  RENT  (IRELAND)  ACT, 
1882- DR.  DAVIS.  J.F. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Seore- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  Dr.  Davis,  J, P.,  swore  an 
affidavit,  for  the  purposes  of  the  Arrears 
Act,  that  one  Reiliy  was  hondfideiQU^xit 
of  a  holding  near  to  Kingsoourt,  County 
Cavan  ;  whether  Dr.  Davis  on  the  same 
night  induced  Reiliy  to  sign  a  declara- 
tion that  he  was  only  a  caretaker ;  whe- 
ther Dr.  Davis  has  signed  over  hia 
interest  in  his  property  to  his  sons,  but 
stiU  retains  control  of  it ;  and,  whether 
he  will  direct  an  inquiry  to  be  held  into 
the  fivots  of  this  case  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  i  Perhaps  the 
hon.  Member  will  allow  me  to  answer 
the  Question.  Dr.  Davis  swore  an  affi* 
davit  for  the  purposes  of  the  Arrears 
Act,  which  proceeded  on  the  assumption 
that  Reiliy  was  a  tenant.  Reiliy  did 
contemporaneously  sign  a  declaratioa 
that  he  was  only  a  caretaker.  I  have 
already  stated  that,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Attorney  General^  a  prosecution 
under  the  Arrears  Act  could  not  be  suc- 
cessfully sustained.  As  Dr.  Davis  has 
become  a  bankrupt,  if  he  has  made  any 
fraudulent  transfer  of  his  property,  it  is 
the  province  of  the  Bankruptcy  Court 
to  investigate  that  matter, 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND) 
ACT.  1881— ARMS  LICENCES. 

Mr.  MAYNE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  at  the  petty  sessions  held  at 
Cappawhite  on  Friday  October  24th,  two 
cases  of  carrying  arms  without  licence 
were  heard,  in  one  of  which,  Connors, 
the  defendant,  was  punished  by  a  fine 
of  five  shillings  and  costs,  while  in  the 
other  case  Ryan,  the  defendant,  was 
awarded  a  month's  imprisonment,  al- 
though the  latter  is  described  in  the  re- 
port of  the  case  as  being  of  deficient  in- 
telligence ;  whether  Ryan  so  degicribed 
was  further  sentenced  to  six  months'  ad- 
ditional imprisonment  for  kicking  in  the 
leg  the  policeman  who  arrested  him  ; 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Connors  had 
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only  recently  been  released  from  lime- 
rick GFaol  after  a  term  of  imprisonment ; 
and,  whether  a  remission  of  the  sentence 
will  be  granted  in  Eyan's  case  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN  : 
The  two  cases  were  disposed  of  as  stated 
in  the  Question.  There  was  nothing 
before  the  Court  to  show  that  Ryan  was 
of  deficient  intelligence.  Connor's  sen- 
tence was  a  light  one,  because  the  cir- 
cumstances of  his  offence  were  not 
serious.  Being  a  caretaker  on  an  evicted 
farm,  he  was  given  a  revolver  for  his 
protection ;  but  carried  it  before  his 
licence  had  been  issued.  Byan's  case 
was  quite  different.  He'was  found  carry- 
ing a  gun  without  a  licence,  and,  being 
unknown,  he  was  questioned  by  the 
police,  and  refused  to  give  his  name  or 
any  information  whatever  about  himself, 
and  violently  resisted  the  policeman  who 
arrested  him.  The  policeman  assaulted 
was  so  seriously  injured  that  he  is  still 
suffering  from  the  effects.  Connors  was 
released  from  Limerick  Prison  nine 
months  ago,  after  a  term  of  imprison- 
ment for  obtaining  money  imder  false 
pretences.  In  Eyan's  case  an  appeal 
is  pending,  so  that,  in  any  case,  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  could  not  consider  an  appli- 
cation for  remission  of  sentence,  even  if 
it  were  made  to  him. 

PUBLIC    HEALTH  —  QUARANTINE    AT 
GIBRALTAR. 

Dr.  CAMEEON  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true,  as  stated  by  the  Madrid 
Correspondent  of  The  Times,  that  the 
authorities  at  Gibraltar 

**  Have  decided  to  impose  21  days*  quaran- 
tine on  all  arrivals  from  Italy  and  France, 
counting  from  the  day  of  deps^ure,  whether 
with  clean  hills  or  otherwise ;  " 

and,  if  so,  whether,  in  view  of  the  be- 
lief as  to  the  uselessness  of  quarantine 
entertained  and  acted  on  by  the  Home 
Government,  and  the  frequent  remon* 
Btrances  which  this  country  has  occasion 
to  address  to  other  nations  regarding 
their  quarantine  regulations,  he  will  in- 
struct the  authorities  at  Gibraltar  to 
adopt  precautions  less  at  variance  with 
the  practice  and  policy  of  the  United 
Kingdom  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  The  21 
days'  quarantine  is  imposed  on  all 
arrivals  from  Italy  ;  but  in  the  case  of 
France  only  on  vessels  coming  from  her 

Mr,  Mayne 


(COMMONS)  Ir%%h  Cmetabulary.  1560 


Mediterranean  ports.  The  Governor 
will  be  requested  to  consider  whether 
these  restrictions  cannot  now  be  relaxed ; 
but  the  Secretary  of  State  is  not  pre- 
pared to  require  the  Local  Government 
to  act  upon  the  opinions  of  the  Home 
Government  in  such  matters,  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  very  decided  wish  of  the 
people,  and  in  view  of  the  very  peculiar 
position  of  Gibraltar. 

ROUMANIA— TREATMENT  OP   THE 
JEWS. 

Bakon  henry  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  can  now  state  the 
result  of  the  inquiry  which  he  pro- 
mised in  the  House  on  the  5th  August 
last  would  be  made  as  to  the  allegation 
that  the  Jews  and  their  families,  re- 
duced to  destitution  by  the  edict  against 
hawking  issued  by  the  Roumanian  Go- 
vernment, were  unable  to  leave  Rou- 
mania  for  the  purpose  of  earning  their 
living  elsewhere  from  the  fact  that  the 
Roumanian  Government  would  not, 
even  in  the  case  of  those  who  had  been 
domiciled  in  the  country  for  generatiom, 
grant  them  the  necessary  passports,  on 
the  ground  that  they  were  not  Rou- 
manian subjects  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE: 
Sufficient  time  has  not  elapsed  for  a 
reply  to  be  received  to  the  request 
which,  as  I  informed  the  hon.  Member 
privately  last  week,  has  been  addressed 
to  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Bucharest 
for  further  explanations  respecting  the 

Sassport  system  in  Roumania.  When 
[r.  White's  reply  is  received,  I  will  lose 
no  time  in  communicating  with  the  hon. 
Member. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY  — 
HEAD  CONSTABLE  VAUSTON. 
Me.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Inspector  General  of  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  has  not  been 
made  aware  that  when  Head  Constable 
Yauston  was,  a  few  months  ago,  removed 
from  Newtownbarry  to  Rosbercon,  he 
unlawfully  took  and  carried  away  from 
the  barracks  a  valuable  press,  which 
was  the  property  of  Mr.  Hall  Dare,  a 
minor,  the  landlord  of  the  barracks,  and 
which  had  been  placed  in  them  for  the 
use  of  the  men ;  and,  whether  it  is  in- 
tended to  take  any  steps  to  have  Yauston 
punished  for  this  misappropriation  ? 
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Mr,   CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAN: 

The  Inspector  General  informs  me  that 
Head  Constable  Yauston  did.^vben  trans- 
ferred from  Newtownbarry,  remove  with 
his  f  iirnituro  an  old  press.  When  called 
upon  to  return  it,  he  was  unable  to  do 
60,  as  it  had  fallen  to  pieces  on  the 
journey.  But  he  at  once,  about  a  month 
ago,  ordered  a  new  one  to  be  supplied 
in  its  place;  and  he  explained  to  the 
sattefaction  of  the  Inspector  General  the 
mistake  under  which  the  old  one  had 
been  removed.  The  Head  Constable  is 
a  man  of  nearly  23  years*  service,  and 
during  that  period  no  report  had  ever 
been  made  against  him. 


THE    MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND)— 
MAGHERA  PETTY  SESSIONS, 

Mb.  O'KELLYagkodthe  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  in  the  Petty 
Sessions  district  of  Maghera,  county 
Derryi  there  is  no  Catholic  magistrate ; 
whether  the  Catholics  form  a  large  ma- 
jority of  the  population  of  the  district ; 
and,  whether  he  will  ask  the  attention 
of  the  Lord  OhanceUor  to  the  deeira- 
bility  of  appointing  a  Catholic  magis- 
trate iu  this  district  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
The  Lord  Chancellor  informs  me  that  he 
has  recently  placed  in  the  Commission 
of  the  Peace  four  Catholic  gentlemen 
residing  not  very  far  fromjMagbera  ;  and 
he  will  ascei'tain  whether  some  of  them 
may  n^^t  be  able  to  attend  the  Maghera 
Petty  Sessions,  where  the  Eesident  Ma- 
gistrate, who  is  a  Roman  Catholic,  now 
attends.  I  may  add  that  within  the 
year  the  Lord  Chancellor  has  placed 
nine  Catholic  gentlemen  in  the  Commis- 
sion of  the  Peace  for  the  county  of 
Londonderry. 

PUBLIC  EXPENDITURE  —  THE  CIVIL 
SERVIGE^THE  SELECT  COMMITTEE 
OF  1873, 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O^CONNOR  aeked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Why 
lie  does  not  carry  out  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Parliamentary  Committee  on 
Civil  Service  Expenditure  of  1873,  pre- 
sided over  by  the  Right  Hon.  H.  C.  E. 
Childers,  to  the  effect  that  suitable  va- 
cancies in  all  branches  of  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice should  be  filled  up  by  the  transfer 
of  redundant  officials ^  and  that  whilst 
there  are  redundant  clerks  or  officers  in 
any  department  or  departments  there 


should  be  no  new  appointments  to  the 
public  service ;  if  ho  will  state  how 
many  redundant  clerks  there  are  at  pre- 
sent in  the  Customs  eligible  for  and 
awaiting  promotion  to  the  Upper  Divi- 
sion ;  how  many,  in  accordance  with  the 
recommendation  of  the  Parbamentary 
Committee  (supported  by  that  of  the 
Playfair  Commission),  have  been  trans- 
ferred to  fill  vacancies  in  the  Upper 
Division  in  other  departments  ;  and>  how 
many  new  appointments,  contrary  to  the 
recommendation  referred  to,  have  been 
made  to  the  Upper  Division  and  Class  I. 
of  the  Civil  Service  since  October  Ist 
1879  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  tbb  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Childers)  :  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  first  Question,  I 
must  remind  him  that  from  a  few  weeks 
after  the  Report  of  the  Committee  of 
1873  was  presented  to  Parliament  until 
last  year  I  have  had  no  official  connec- 
tion with  this  question.  The  following, 
however,  are  the  facts : — The  Committee 
did  not  recommend  an  absolute  and  un- 
conditional course  of  action  to  be  fol- 
lowed independently  of  circumstances, 
but  a  preferable  course,  to  be  followed 
when  circumstances  permitted  of  it. 
Their  words  are  not  precisely  of  the 
effect  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  attri- 
butes to  them.  They  recommend  that 
the  reduction  of  numbers  which  they 
believed  to  be  practicable — 

*♦  Should  b«  effected  ratbor  by  an  entire 
cessation  of  appoiotmentA  to  the  cleiioAl  Bervioo^ 
and  bf  transfers  from  one  departnie&t  to  oaotliert 
than  by  aup«raimuatiog  (on  t«rmt  of  abolittos) 
the  clarks  who  mig^ht  be  redundant  in  partioular 
offices/* 

Subject  to  this  qualification^  my  answer 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  first  Question 
is  that  I  shall  give  eifect  to  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Committee  so  far  as 
lies  in  my  power  and  circumstances  per- 
mit. In  reply  to  his  second  Questiou, 
there  are  60  redundant  ofiioers  in  the 
Customs;  but  in  this  sense— that  they 
have  been  made  so  by  reductions  in  the 
opper  ranks  of  the  future  Customs  Ser- 
vice. As  they  are  absorbed  or  retire, 
they  will  be  replaced  in  a  great  degree 
by  less  expensive  successors,  In  the 
meantime,  they  are  performing  duties 
which  must  in  any  case  be  performed. 
They  are  the  remainder  of  130  resulting 
from  the  great  reorganization  of  the 
Customs  effected  between  1875  and  1880. 
No  new  appointments  have  been  made 
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to  the  clerical  staff  of  the  Customs  since 
1879.  In  reply  to  his  third  Question, 
no  redundant  clerk  has  been  transferred 
from  the  Customs  to  the  Upper  Division 
and  to  Class  I.  in  other  Departments 
since  1st  October,  1879.  In  reply  to  his 
fourth  Question,  out  of  131  appoint- 
ments 33  have  been  effected  by  transfer 
and  98  by  open  competition  to  the  Upper 
Division  in  various  Public  Departments. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say,  without  look- 
ing into  the  facts  as  to  each  clerk,  that 
any  of  these  appointments  are  contrary 
to  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  1873. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— RATE   OF 
INTEREST  TO  SCHOOL  BOARDS. 

Mr.  C.  H.  JAMES  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  any 
correspondence  has  taken  place  between 
the  Treasury  and  the  Education  Depart- 
ment upon  the  rate  of  interest  charged 
to  School  Boards,  under  the  Treasury 
Minute  of  the  19th  August  1879,  by  the 
Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners;  and, 
if  so,  whether  there  would  be  any  objec- 
tion to  lay  it  upon  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  COUETNEY:  There  has  been 
Correspondence  on  this  subject,  and  it 
will,  I  hope,  be  completed  very  shortly. 
When  it  is  so  I  shall  be  happy  to  lay  it 
on  the  Table. 

EGYPT— THE  EXPEDITION  UP  THE 
NILE. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  he  could  give  a  list  of 
the  officers  who  advised  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  attempt  the  relief  of 
Kiiartoum  vtd  Suakin  and  [Berber,  and 
also  a  list  of  those  who  advised  the  Ex- 
pedition vid  the  Nile ;  whether  he  could 
state  when  Lord  Wolseley  expected  to 
be  before  Khartoum ;  and,  whether 
there  is  now  any  reasonable  prospect 
that  our  troops  will  accomplish  their  task 
and  return  before  the  next  hot  season 
arrives  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINQTON  : 
The  opinions  referred  to  in  the  Question 
of  the  lion.  Member  are  always  given 
entirely  confidentially ;  and  it  would  be 
quite  impossible  for  me  to  give  to  the 
House  such  a  list  of  the  officers  who 
have  expressed  one  opinion  or  the  other 
as  the  hon.  Member  asks  for.  In  reply 
to  his  second  Question,  I  have  to  say 
that  the  preparations  for  Lord  Wolseley's 

jTAa  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


advance  are  being  made  with  all  possible 
expedition ;  but,  under  the  circumstances 
and  conditions  of  the  case,  I  should  be 
very  sorry  to  hazard  any  conjecture  as 
to  when  he  will  be  before  Khartoum. 
There  is,  however,  every  reasonable  ex- 
pectation that  the  troops  under  Lord 
Wolseley's  command  will  be  able  to  ac- 
complish the  objects  of  their  mission, 
and  return  to  Egypt  within  the  present 
winter 

Mr.  ONSLOW:  May  I  ask  whether 
any  communication  has  been  received 
from  Lord  Wolseley  to  the  same  efiPect 
as  the  answer  just  given  by  the  noble 
Lord,  and  as  to  the  time  when  he  hopes 
to  arrive  in  Khartoum  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  do  not  think  that  Lord  Wolseley  has 
committed  himself  to  any  opinion  as  to 
when  he  will  enter  Khartoum. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COURTS— APPLICA- 
TION FOR  FAIR  RENTS-THREATEN- 
ING ACTION  OF  LANDLORDS. 
Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  (for  Mr. 
Charles  Russbll)  asked  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  has 
come  to  his  knowledge  that,  in  many 
parts  of  Ireland,  landlords  have  pre- 
vented tenants  going  to  the  Court  to 
have  a  fair  rent  fixed  by  threatening  to 
deprive  them,  if  they  did  so,  of  the  right 
of  turbary  or  the  right  to  take  seaweed, 
which  they  then  enjoyed,  in  connection 
with  their  holdings,  or  by  threatening 
to  charge  them  increased  payments  for 
the  exercise  of  such  rights  ;  whether  it 
is  a  fact  that,  where  tenants  have  gone 
into  Court  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed,  land- 
lords have  recouped  themselves  wholly 
or  in  part  for  the  reductions  effected  in 
rent  by  increased  charge  for  the  exer« 
cise  of  such  rights ;  and,  whether  he 
will  inform  himself  fully  of  the  facts 
(by  referring  to  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners, or  otherwise),  and  lay  them 
before  the  Government  with  a  view  to 
considering  what  steps  can  be  taken  to 
prevent  the  objects  of  the  Land  Act 
being  defeated  by  these  means  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  :  I  have  ob- 
served with  regret  the  embarrassments 
created  in  the  fixing  of  fair  rents  by  the 
conflicts  between  landlord  and  tenant 
about  the  rights  to  different  kinds  of 
profits  and  prendre.  It  appears  to  be  the 
fact  that  cases  have  occurred  in  which 
landlords,  after  fair  rents  had  been  fixed. 
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Have  mad©  charg^es  for  turbary,  and  sea- 
weed, and  the  like,  which  had  not  been 
made  before.  I  have  not  bad  tbe  op- 
portunity of  ascertaining  the  viewa  of 
the  Land  Commissi  on  era ;  but  I  shall 
take  ail  the  means  in  my  power  to  make 
myself  fully  acquainted  with  the  impor- 
tant subject  referred  to  in  the  Question. 

THE  CIVIL  SERTICE  (PAELTAMEN- 

TARY  CAm)TDATURE)— SIR  W. 

BRAMPTOI^  GURDON, 

Ma.  TOl^n.INSON  asked  Mr-  Chan- 
cellor of  tbe  Exchequer,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  Sir  W,  B,  Gnrdon  is  a  candi- 
date for  the  representation  of  West  Nor- 
folk in  Parliament,  and  that  he  has 
in  that  capacity  delivered  political  ad- 
dresses ;  and,  whether  Sir  W.  B.  Gur- 
don  is  still  in  receipt  of  pay  as  a  senior 
clerk  iu  the  Treasury  j  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther such  action  on  the  part  of  perma- 
nent Civil  Servants  is  in  future  to  be  per* 
mitted  by  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury 
and  the  heads  of  other  public  Depart- 
ments ? 

The  OHANCELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Chllders)  :  Yes,  Bir ;  since 
the  Question  was  put  to  me  before^  I 
have  ascertained  that  Sir  W.  Brampton 
Gurdon  has  delivered  political  addresses 
as  a  candidate  for  West  Norfolk.  Sir 
Brampton  Gurdon  is  a  principal  clerk  in 
the  Treasury;  but  he  has  now  been  id* 
foruied  that  candidature  for  Parliament 
is  inconsistent  with  employment  in  the 
permanent  Civil  Service.  He  is  an 
officer  of  greatmerit  and  judgment,  and 
we  have  every  confidence  that  his  de- 
cision will  be  a  proper  one.  Should  he 
decide  on  prosecuting  a  Parliamentary 
career,  we  shall  greatly  feel  the  loss  of 
his  services  at  the  Treasury. 

CHIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— THE 
BALLYFORAN  MURDER  —  INCITE- 
MENT TO  GIVE  EVIDENCE. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  Upon  what  autho- 
rity he  has  declared  that  there  is  no 
foundation  for  the  statement  that  Mr- 
George  Bolton,  and  other  oiRcials,  en- 
deavoured to  incite  or  terrify  Thomas 
Nolan  to  give  false  evidence  in  the 
Ballyforan  murder  case ;  whether  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  any  documents  on 
which  he  rests  his  declaration  j  whether 
the  statement  handed  by  Nolan  to  Con* 


stable  O'Brien  was  a  statement  of  his 
ignorance  of  the  crime  :  if  it  was  at  the 
instance  of  the  Irish  Executive  that  the 
Board  of  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  disraiflsed  Thomas  Nolan  from 
his  post  of  teacher  whilst  he  was  in 
prison  ;  why  the  Crown  did  not  examine 
Nolan  in  Court,  or  put  him  on  hie  trial, 
if,  as  alleged,  he  made  a  statement  in 
prison  betraying  complicity  in  the  crime, 
or  guilty  knowledge  of  it ;  and»  whe- 
ther Mr,  George  Bolton  denies  that  he 
privately  visited  another  of  the  pri- 
soners, Thomas  Kennedy,  in  his  coll,  and 
that  Kennedy  hanged  himself  imme- 
diately after  ? 

The  SOIJCITOR  GENEBAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  :  My  state- 
ment was  on  the  authority  of  every  per- 
son appearing  to  have  knowledge  of  the 
subject,  including  the  officials,  five  in 
number,  to  whom  Thomas  Nolan  refers. 
It  is  not  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  lay  documents  npon  the  Table, 
especially  as  there  are  two  men  stiU  in 
custody  charged  with  the  murder,  and 
whose  trials  are  pending.  The  state- 
ment handed  by  Nolan  to  O'Brien  was 
not  a  statement  of  his  ignorance  of  the 
crime.  The  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  did  not  dismiss  Nolan  from 
the  post  of  teacher»  nor  did  the  Irish 
Executive  ever  apply  to  them  to  do  so. 
The  manager,  the  parish  priest,  in- 
formed the  Commissioners  that  he  had 
appointed  a  successor  to  him.  The  Crown 
did  not  examine  Nolan  as  a  witness,  as 
they  beHeved  his  evidence  unreliable ; 
and  they  did  not  put  him  on  his  trial, 
as  there  was  no  sufficient  evidence 
against  him.  As  to  the  other  person, 
Kennedy,  Mr.  Bolton  did  not  visit  him 
privately,  Kennedy,  on  the  2nd  June, 
wrote  a  letter,  in  his  own  handwriting, 
expressing  a  wish  to  see  him^  and  Mr. 
Bolton  did  see  him,  but  not  alone,  Ken- 
nedy committed  suicide  on  the  30th 
June, 

Mb.  SEXTON :  Might  I  ask  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  whether  he  will, 
when  the  trials  connected  with  this  case 
are  over,  lay  the  documents  on  the 
Table? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walkeb)  :  I  did  not  at 
all  sav  that. 

Me'  SEXTON:  Is  this,  then,  the 
position  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man—that he  denies  the  truth  of  a  state- 
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Blent  publicly  made,  witli  the  nanifi  of 
the  author  attachedj  and  that  he  refuses 
to  state  the  authority  on  which  he 
grouuda  his  denial  ? 

Tbe  solicitor  general  for 
IRELAND  ^Mr,  Walkee)  assented. 

THE  ROYAL   IRISH  CONSTABULARY— 

MISCONDUCT  OF  CONSTABLES, 

KERRY  CO. 

Mr,  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre^ 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  as  the  result  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  a  constabulary'  investigation 
lately  held  at  Farranfore,  county  Kerry, 
the  Inspector  General  of  the' Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  has  found  two  members 
of  that  force,  Constables  Donovan  and 
Kennedy,  guilty  of  having,  on  the  night 
of  the  1 9th  September  last,  attacked 
a  number  of  houses,  araoogst  others 
that  of  the  parish  priest,  and  to  the 
terror  of  the  locality  fired  several  vol- 
leys of  shots;  also  a  third  constable, 
named  Moroney,  guilty  of  having  sup- 
plied the  other  two  with  ammunition 
which  did  not  bear  the  regulation  mark  ; 
-whether  the  sentence  upon  Moroney  is 
a  fine  of  ton  shillings,  and  the  sentoncG 
upon  Donovan  and  Kennedy  a  fine  of 
two  pounds  each,  and  removal  to  other 
districts ;  w' hether  the  crime  of  which  the 
Inspector  General  declares  Constables 
Donovan  and  Kennedy  guilty  is  one 
punishable  by  penal  servitude ;  what 
authority,  if  any,  the  Inspector  General 
has  to  withhold  the  trial  of  a  criminal 
charge  against  constables  from  the  re- 
gular criminal  tribunals  of  the  Countiy  ; 
what  steps  the  Irish  Executive  intend  to 
take  in  the  case ;  and,  whether  copies 
of  the  evidence  taken  by  the  investiga- 
ting officers,  their  report  to  the  Inspector 
General,  and  his  Judgment,  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  •  BANNEEMAN : 
The  constables  were  charged  with  a  very 
grave  and  sorious  breach  of  discipline — 
namely,  firing  off  three  shots,  and  shout- 
ing, while  on  patrol  duty.  There  is  no 
foundation  whatever  for  the  report  that 
they  attacked  houses.  The  sentences 
upon  them,  and  upon  the  third  con- 
stable, who  tried  to  screen  them  by  fur- 
nishing them  with  some  ammunition  to 
supply  the  deficiency  improperly  caused, 
were  as  stated  in  the  Question,  the  re- 
moval being  at  the  men^s  own  expense. 
In  dealing  thus  leniently  with  tbe  case, 
the  Inspector  General  was  influenced  by 
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the  consideration  that  they  were  men  of 
previous  good  character.  The  constables 
were  not  charged  with  any  criminal  of- 
fence, still  less  of  any  offence  punishable 
by  penal  servitude.  The  Executive  do^ 
not  intend  to  take  any  steps  in  the  case. 
I  cannot  undertake  to  lay  the  Papers  on 
the  Table. 

Mr.   sexton   asked  if    the    righfc 
hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that  in  thia^ 
district  an    extra  police  tax  was  now 
being  levied  for  the  maintenance  of  these 
constables,  although  no  outrage  had  beea^ 
committed,  except  the  outrage  for  whioh ' 
the    Liapector  General    had    punished 
these  policemen  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  the  question  of  maintaining  extra 
constables  did  not  arise  out  of  the  hon. 
Member's  Question. 

Mr.  8EXT0N  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  ask  a  further  Question. 

NAVY- THE  NEW  ORDNANCE. 

Mb.  CARBUTT  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  the  new  63- 
ton  gun  and  the  110-ton  gun,  which  are 
in  the  course  of  manufacture,  are  a  new 
design »  or  are  they  being  made  on  the 
same  system  as  the  43-ton  gun  ;  has  the 
43-ton  gun  been  tested;  and,  if  so,  can 
he  state  its  penetration  at  short  ranges^ 
and  also  its  length  of  range;  can  he 
state  if  any  of  the  48*ton  guns  were 
fired  during  the  bombardment  of  Alex- 
andria, and  how  many  rounds  were  fired  \ 
from  one  gun ;  and,  can  he  give  a  list  of  ' 
the  gims  Which  were  damaged  at  Alex- 
andria, and  state  what  the  damage 
was  ? 

Mr.  BRAND :  With  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's permission,  I  will  answer  the  Ques- 
tion. The  63-ton  and  llO-tou  guns^ 
which  are  in  course  of  manufacture,  are 
on  new  designs.  Tbe  43-ton  gun  has 
been  tested.  It  can  perforate  about 
21  inches  of  wrought  iron,  or  about  two- 
thirds  of  the  same  thickness  of  com- 
pound plate.  Its  maximum  range  is 
about  eight  miles.  None  of  the  43-ton 
guns  were  fired  at  Alexandria,  as  none 
were  mounted  in  veBsela  at  that  time* 
The  guns  reported  damaged  at  Alex* 
andria  were  five  in  number— namely, 
one  1 1-inchf  which  showed  a  crack  at  tnei 
muzzle;  two  10-inth,  which  exhibited 
trifling  defects  on  the  exterior  near  the 
muzzle ;  one  8*inoh,  struck  on  muzzle  by 
enemy's  shell ;  and  one  20-pounder, 
handle  of  vent  piece  blown  ofif. 
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IMPORTATION    OF  IRISH   OAITLE   AT 

BUISTOL— LEVYING  OF  DOCK  DUES. 

Mr,  KENNY  asked  tbo  OhanceUar  of 
tbe  Duchy  of  Lancaster^  If  bisattontion 
has  boGn  called  to  a  dispute  between 
cattle  importers  aud  tho  Bristol  Cor^ 
poration  Docks  CommttteG;  if  the  in- 
dividuals comprising  the  Docks  Com- 
mittee havo  attempted  to  levy  an  import 
duty  of  three  pence  per  head  upon  Irish 
cattle  landed  at  the  port  of  Bris^tol;  if, 
upon  the  refusal  of  the  importers  to  pay 
this  imposti  3,000  Irish  cattle  were  im- 
pounded by  order  of  the  Docks  Com- 
mittee, and  if  Bristol  police  were  em- 
ployed in  the  work  of  impoundinpr ;  and, 
if  the  Government  proposes  taking  any 
ateps  to  prevent  any  such  interference 
with  the  staple  trade  of  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  TBEVELYAN^in  reply,  said,  that 
a  letter  had  been  put  into  his  hands 
written  by  tbe  Clerk  of  the  Bristol 
Town  Council^  which  he  thought  would 
answer  tbo  hon.  Member^s  Question. 
He  said  that  the  docks  of  Bri&tol  be- 
longed to  the  Corporation,  wbo  were 
advised  that  under  the  Local  Act  of  last 
Session  they  had  power  to  impose  a 
dock-rate  on  cattle  landed  at  the  docks, 
and  more  than  a  month  ago  the  Town 
Council  resolved  to  levy  a  rate  of  3fif.  per 
head  on  all  cattle  so  landed.  Of  this  rate 
full  notice  was  given,  butsome  of  the  im- 
porters refused  to  pay  it  and  withdrew 
their  cattle.  Upon  being  informed  that 
steps  wmild  have  to  be  taken  to  prevent 
the  cattle  being  removed  until  the  rate 
had  been  paid,  and  on  seeing  prepara- 
tions being  made  to  prevent  removal,  tho 
leading  impoii:ers,  to  avoid  inconveni- 
ence to  the  business,  met  the  Corporation 
officials  and  an-angod  to  pay  tho  rates 
under  protest  until  the  legality  of  the 
rates  had  been  determined  by  the  Law 
Courts.  This  arrangement  was  now 
being  caiTied  out,  and  proceedings  to 
test  the  legality  of  the  rate  had  boen 
commenced.  No  cattle  had  been  im- 
pounded, and  conse^xuently  the  Bristol 
police  could  not  have  been  engaged  in 
impounding  cattle.  The  hon.  Member 
would  see  that  the  rate  was  not  a  differ- 
ential duty  on  Irish  cattle. 

Mk.  KENNY  asked  if  it  wore  on  the 
authority  of  the  Town  Clerk  of  Bristol 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated  no  cattle  were  impounded,  and 
did  he  know  that  tbe  newspaper  reports 
stated  Irish  cattle  had  been  impounded  ? 
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Mh,  TBEVELYAN  :  The  Town  Clerk 
denies  that,  Tbe  matter  is  not  one  that 
in  it^  present  stage  could  possibly  at- 
tract the  interference  of  the  Govern- 
ment, It  is  a  legal  question.  The  only 
point  on  which  the  Govertiment  ought 
to  inform  itself — the  Board  of  Trade  I 
believe  is  tho  Deportment — is  whether 
this  rate  was  levied  against  any  par- 
ticular country  or  part  of  the  couutry, 

Mr.  T,  P,  O'CONNOE  asked  whether 
tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  con- 
sider the  adyisability  of  recommending 
the  Town  Council  of  Bristol  to  levy  a 
protective  duty  of  Zd.  per  head  upon 
all  foreign  cattle  ? 

[No  reply,] 

NATIONAL    SCHOOL  TEACHERS    (IRE- 
LAND)-PAYMENT  OF  SALARIES. 

Mr,  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Seure- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
with  regard  to  his  statement  that  the 
**last  pay  day"  for  teachers  of  Iiush 
National  Schools  is  the  14  th  day  of  the 
month  succeeding  the  end  of  the  quarter, 
Whether  the  Board's  Circular  of  March 
1878  fixed  the  llth  day  of  the  month 
succeeding  tho  end  of  the  quarter  as  the 
last  pay  day ;  and,  if  any  change  has 
been  made  in  this  rule  since  the  issue  of 
the  Circular  in  question  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  men  of  the  Koyal  Irish 
Constabulary  are  paid  on  the  3rd  or  1th 
of  each  month,  and  that  English  teachers 
are  paid  monthly  in  advance ;  and,  whe- 
ther there  is  any  suflicient  reason  why 
the  Irish  National  Teachers  should  not 
bo  paid  as  punctually  and  as  often  as  tho 
English  teachers,  or  the  Irish  Police  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
The  Commissioners  of  National  Educa- 
tion inform  me  that  in  consequence 
of  the  operation  of  the  Pensions  Act, 
and  owing  to  the  Lncreafiing  necessity 
for  strict  scrutiny  in  each  case,  it  has 
been  found  necessary  to  alter  the  quarter 
day  from  the  llth  to  the  Hth  of  the 
month.  There  is  no  analogy  between 
the  case  of  the  Constabulary  and  that  of 
the  teachers.  The  Constabulary  are  the 
immediate  servants  of  the  Crown,  There 
is  absolute  certainty  on  the  day  their 
pay  is  due,  as  to  the  service  rendered. 
The  teachers,  on  the  other  hand,  are 
immediately  appointed  and  controlled 
by  their  managers ;  and  upon  the  re- 
ports of  those  managers,  the  Commis- 
sioners have  to  investigate  tho  claims 
and  make  the  payments.    This  they  suc- 
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ceed  in  doing  in  17,000  and  odd  cases 
within  a  period  of  14  days  with,  absolute 
punctuality  with  very  few  exceptions, 
and  they  can  hardly  be  expected  to  do 
any  more.  If  English  teachers  are  in  any 
cases  paid  in  advance,  it  must  be  by 
private  arrangement  with  their  mana- 
gers, and  not  upon  the  responsibility  of 
the  Education  Department,  which,  as  I 
understand,  makes  only  an  annual  pay- 
ment in  a  lump  sum  to  the  managers, 
and  that  after  the  termination  of  the  re- 
sults examinations. 

ARMY  —  ORDNANCE    STORE    DEPART- 
MENT—QUARTERMASTER BRUCE 

LONGHURST. 
Mr.  JUSTIN  HUNTLT  MCCARTHY 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether,  for  the  last  four  and  a-half 
years,  Quartermaster  Bruce  Longhurst, 
Ordnance  Store  Department,  has  been 
in  charge  of  the  Athlone  Sub-District,  a 
sub-district  that  embraces  about  a  fourth 
of  all  Ireland;  that  he  has  been  re- 
ported upon  to  the  War  Office  as  having 
carried  out  his  duties  with  zeal  and 
ability ;    that   18  months   ago  he   was 

Sromised  by  the  Surveyor  General,  War 
►ffice,  a  change  of  station  out  of  Ireland ; 
and  that  he  has  lately  been  removed 
from  Athlone  to  Haulbowline,  Cork 
Harbour,  for  having  reminded  the  War 
Office  of  the  promise  made  to  him  ;  whe- 
ther it  is  the  fact  that  Quartermaster 
Longhurst  has  not  been  allowed  to  see 
the  letter  ordering  his  removal  to  Haul- 
bowline,  and  that  the  only  document  he 
has  received  bearing  upon  his  removal 
is  an  undated  memorandum  from  Dublin 
Castle ;  and,  whether  such  treatment  of 
a  deserving  officer  is  in  accordance  with 
the  usages  of  Her  Majesty's  Service  ? 

Mr.  BRAND:  It  is  the  case  that 
Quartermaster  Bruce  Longhurst  has  been 
in  charge  of  the  Athlone  Sub-District  for 
about  four  and  a-half  years,  that  he  has 
been  favourably  reported  upon,  and  that 
a  promise  of  removal  was  made  to  him  by 
the  War  Office ;  but  the  exigencies  of  the 
Service  have  prevented  the  War  Office 
from  carrying  into  effect  this  promise. 
He  has  recently  been  removed  to  Haul- 
bowline;  but  this  removal  has  been  made 
for  reasons  connected  with  the  efficient 
working  of  the  Department.  The  re- 
moval has  been  carried  out  in  accordance 
with  the  usages  of  the  Service ;  and  if 
the  officer  considers  himself  aggrieved, 
he  can  seek  redress  under  Clause  42  of 
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the  Army  Act  of  1881,  which  gives  him 
the  right  to  put  forward  a  complaint  to 
the  Commander-in-Chief,  who,  to  use 
the  terms  of  the  Act,  is  required 

"To  examine  into  such  complaint,  and, 
through  a  Secretary  of  State,  make  his  report 
to  Her  Majesty  in  order  to  receive  the  direc- 
tions of  Her  Majesty  thereon.*' 

IRELAND— CORPORATION  OF  LIME- 
RICK— EXTRA  POLICE  TAX. 
Mr.  DAWSON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  a  letter  from  the  Town  Clerk 
of  Limerick  has  been  received  by  His 
Excellency  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lre- 
land  offering  to  leave  the  matter  of 
extra  police  tax  in  dispute  to  be  inquired 
into  at  a  public  inquiry  in  Limerick  by 
a  Commissioner  to  be  appointed  by  His 
Excellency;  whether  any  answer  has 
been  given  to  the  Town  Clerk's  letter ; 
and,  if  not,  would  he  state  the  grounds ; 
whether  the  Constabulary  Patrol  Books 
had  been  always  presented  to  the  city 
magistrates  for  inspection  up  to  the  time 
of  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd's  arrival  in  Lime- 
rick ;  whether  that  practice  has  since 
been  discontinued  notwithstanding  the 
public  protests  of  the  magistrates  at  the 
police  courts;  and,  if  so»  by  whose 
orders ;  whether  these  Patrol  Books 
afford  the  only  evidence  of  the  manner 
in  which  the  extra  police  were  employed 
either  on  duty  in  the  city  or  elsewhere  ; 
and,  whether  the  Corporation  allege 
that  the  extra  police  were  employed,  not 
in  preserving  the  peace  of  the  city,  but 
in  performing  escort  duty  for  Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN : 
On  the  drd  of  September,  His  Excel- 
lency had  intimated  to  the  Corporation 
of  Limerick  his  readiness  to  receive  a 
deputation,  and,  if  possible,  arrive  at  aa 
amicable  settlement  of  this  question  after 
a  personal  interview.  This  proposal 
having  been,  on  the  19th  of  September, 
declined  by  the  Corporation,  it  was  inti- 
mated to  them  on  the  22nd  that  the 
demand  against  them  would,  subject  to 
certain  modification  in  amount,  be  en- 
forced by  process  of  law,  and  the  matter 
was  put  in  the  hands  of  the  Law  Officers. 
The  tetter  of  the  2nd  of  October,  there- 
fore, to  which  the  hon.  Member  alludes, 
oame  too  late;  but,  in  any  event,  it  would 
have  been  impossible  that  the  proposal 
it  contained  for  a  public  inquiry  could 
be  entertained.  His  Excellency  regretted 
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to  find  that,  from  some  iDadvertente,  it 
was  omiHed  to  send  a  formal  acknow- 
ledgment of  the  receipt  of  this  letter; 
but  I  hope  the  hon»  Member  will  believe 
that  no  discouirtesy  waa  intended  towards 
the  Corporation.  It  was  a  mere  acci- 
dent. With  regard  to  the  production  of 
patrol  books,  the  practice  was  discon- 
tinued as  stated,  because  the  patrols 
themselves  were  discontinued,  the  beat 
system  having  been  substituted.  In 
Limerick,  therefore,  as  in  Belfast  and 
Londonderry,  no  patrol  book  is  kept.  I 
believe  thnt  the  allegation  in  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  Question  is  a  part  of 
the  case  of  the  Corporation ;  but  the 
Government  are  not  prepared  to  admit 
the  accuracy  of  that  view. 

Mr.  DAWSON  a^kod  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  if  he  was  not  aware  that  a 
deputation  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was 
not  the  proper  occaeioo  to  enter  into  a 
mass  of  facts  and  figures,  and  that  the 
better  way  would  bo  to  ask  a  Commis- 
sion to  make  investigation  in  Limerick  ? 

[No  reply.] 
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NAVY— H.M.8.  "  GARNET  "-THE  •*  GRE^ 
NADA  PEOPLE'^  NEWSPAPER— 

CHARGES  AGAINST  OFFICERS. 
Mr,  I) easy  asked  the  Secretary  ta 
tho  Admiralty,  What  has  been  the  result 
of  the  investigation  into  the  charges 
made  by  Mr.  Donovan,  editor  of  Ths 
Grenada  People  new8pai*er,  against  cer- 
tain Ofiicers  of  H.M.8.  Gantet  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  BRxVSSEY  :  A  Report 
was  recoived  from  the  Commandor-in- 
Chief  of  the  North  American  station 
with  reference  to  the  charges  brought 
by  Mr,  Donovan  against  the  captain  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ship  Garnet.  The  Ad* 
miralty  have  informed  Captain  Montagu 
that  they  consider  he  acted  very  in- 
judiciously in  writing  the  letters  which 
he  addressed  to  Mr.  Donovan,  but  that 
they  accept  his  explanation  respecting 
the  other  charges  brought  against  iiim 
by  that  person. 

IRELAND^THE  NEW  SCIENCE  AND 
ART  MUSEUM,  DUBLIN. 

Mb.  DAWSON  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  a 
definite  period  for  commencin  g  the  build- 
ing of  the  New  Science  and  Art  Museum 
and  National  Ij'brary  of  Dublin  has  yet 
been  fixed  ;  and,  if  t^ii,  what  is  the  date  ? 

Mh,  COUETNEY  said,  that  he  was 
glad  to  inform  the  Uon.  Member  that 


matters  were  Buffioiently  advanced  to  en* 
able  the  actual  work  to  be  commenced 
about  the  24th  of  this  month. 

IRELAND-CORPORATION    OF  LIME- 
RICK^EXTRA  POLICE, 

Ma.  DAWSON  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
Ian  d^  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  city 
of  Limerick  is  still  proclaimed,  and  that 
extra  police  are  still  retained  ;  and,  if 
so,  if  he  will  state  the  grounds  ? 

Mk,  CAMPBELL -B  ANN  ERMAN. 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  proclamation  of 
the  City  of  Limerick  had  not  yet  been 
withdrawn,  but  the  extra  force,  having 
been  from  time  to  time  reduced  as  the 
state  of  the  city  permitted,  now  num- 
bered 10  men  only.  ITie  Government 
had  no  desire  that  any  of  these  men 
should  be  left  in  the  city  a  day  longer 
than  was  necessary »  and  they  would 
order  a  further  Eeport  on  the  subject. 

MALTA— CONSTITUTION  OF  THE 
COUNCIL. 

Mr.  DAWSON  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  that  out  of  eighteen 
members  of  the  Council  of  Malta  ten  are 
oflioial  and  eight  members  only  elected 
by  the  people  ;  whether,  during  the  ab- 
sence ol  an  official  member  from  illness 
or  other  cause,  the  Government  can  ap- 
point a  substitute ;  whether  an  absent 
elected  member  has  any  power  to  nomi- 
nate a  substitute  in  like  circumstances  ; 
whether  the  elected  members  are  con- 
stantly outvoted  by  the  official  members 
in  questions  of  importance,  including 
fi Dance ;  whether  the  elected  members 
desire  a  Civil  Governor  instead  of  a  Mili- 
tary Governor,  or,  in  case  the  latter  ia 
retained,  that  a  portion  of  his  salary 
should  be  paid  out  of  Imperial  funds  for 
his  Military  services;  and,  whether  the 
Government  art?  forcing  the  substitution 
of  the  English  for  the  Italian  language 
as  the  official  language  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  In  answer 
to  the  first  t^iestion  my  reply  is,  Yes, 
the  Governor  at  present  being  one  of  10 
ofRoial  members.  My  answer  to  the 
second  Question  i^  also  Yes,  in  this 
sense— that  if  an  official  member  is  un- 
able to  perform  hi  a  duties  the  Governor 
has  power  to  appoint  a  substitute  tem- 
porarily to  carry  on  the  official  work, 
and  by  right  of  that  he  sits  in  the  Conn- 
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cil.  My  answer  to  the  third  Question  is 
No.  In  reply  to  the  fourth,  I  will  re- 
call to  the  hon.  Member's  memory  the 
despatch  which  has  been  laid  before  the 
House  from  the  Secretary  of  State  to  the 
Governor  in  March,  1883.  It  is  the  de- 
sire of  the  elected  members  to  have  a 
Civil  Governor ;  and  as  to  the  question 
of  his  salary,  it  has  been  partly  met  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  giving  his  decision 
recently  that  £2,000  of  the  Governor's 
present  salary  should  be  paid  out  of  Im- 
perial funds.  With  respect  to  the  last 
Question,  there  is  no  foundation  for  the 
statement. 

PREVENTION  OF  CRIME  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1882  (SEARCHES)— LIMERICK 
COUNTY— MR.  JOHN  O'SULLIVAN, 
SHANAGOLDEN. 

Mr.  O'SULUVAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  is  aware  that  the  police, 
under  Inspector  Harrison,  searched  the 
house  of  Mr.  John  0' Sullivan  of  Shana- 
golden,  county  Limerick,  broke  open 
some  locks  and  took  away  some  books 
and  papers  without  stating  any  reason 
for  such  action ;  and,  if  he  will  cause 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  action  of 
the  police  on  that  occasion,  and  direct 
them  to  return  Mr.  O'Sullivan  the  books 
and  papers  which  they  carried  away  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAN: 
The  house  was  searched  for  illegal  docu- 
ments by  virtue  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant's 
warrant  issued  under  the  Crimes  Act. 
This  was  explained  at  the  time  to  Mr. 
0' Sullivan  by  the  District  Inspector, 
who  offered  to  read  the  warrant  to 
him,  but  he  said  it  was  not  necessary. 
The  documents  taken  away  cannot  at 
present  be  returned,  as  they  are  the 
subject  of  further  inquiry.  If  found  not 
to  be  required  for  any  legal  proceedings 
they  shall  be  returned. 

METROPOLITAN  BOARD  OF  WORKS— 
THE  LONDON  THEATRES. 
Mb.  DIXON-HAETLAND  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  he  has  seen  the  Eeport 
of  the  Building  Act  Committee  to  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  which 
stated  that 

**  The  Board,  having  completed  their  requisi- 
tions with  respect  to  the  structural  alterations 
required  at  various  theatres  existing  in  the  Me- 
tropolis at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
1878,  do  not  propose  to  take  any  further  action 

Mr.  Ik>elyn  Ashley 


with  respect  to  such  theatres,  unless  in  any  < 
they  shall  receive  an  official  intimation  from  the 
Lord  Chamherlain  that  additional  alterations 
have  heen  made ;  " 

whether  such  structural  alterations  can 
be  fairly  stated  to  have  provided  such 
exits  as  the  public  have  a  right  to  con- 
sider sufficient  for  their  safety ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  it  was  publicly  stated 
at  the  Board,  without  eliciting  a  denial, 
when  this  Eeport  was  presented,  that 
the  Lord  Chamberlain 

"  Received  fees  for  work  he  was  unable  to 
perform,*'  that  "in  Middlesex  the  jnstioM 
granted  licences  without  asking  the  Board  if 
they  were  satisfied  with  the  entrancee  and 
exits  or  not,  and  the  Surrey  justices  granted 
Uoences  to  places  the  plans  of  which  the  Boa^ 
had  actually  rejected ;  *' 

whether  he  is  aware  that  nearly  8,000 
persons  were  admitted  to  Covent  Garden 
Theatre  on  the  night  of  the,  27th  Oc- 
tober ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  late 
terrible  catastrophe  at  Glasgow,  and  the 
serious  consequences  which  must  have 
ensued  had  a  panic  occurred  at  Covent 
Garden  Theatre,  he  is  prepared  to  sup- 
port a  Bill  giving  such  powers  to  the 
Lord  Chamberlain  or  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  as  will  allow  a  con- 
stant and  proper  inspection  of  theatres  at 
irregular  times  instead  of  only  annually 
and  by  appointment  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  As 
the  hon.  Member  is  aware,  the  respon- 
sibility of  looking  after  the  state  of  the 
theatres  rests  with  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works.  I  have  called  the  at- 
tention of  the  Board  to  the  matter  ;  they 
have  taken  action  upon  it,  and  I  have 
no  reason  to  think  that  the  action  they 
have  taken  is  not  satisfactory.  I  have 
a  letter  from  the  Lord  Chamberlain's 
Office,  with  the  Eeport  of  the  architect 
employed  by  the  Lord  Chamberlain  to 
inspect  the  theatres  previous  to  the  issue 
of  his  annual  licences  in  September  last, 
and  from  this  it  would  appear  that  the 
Metropolitan  Board  have  done  their 
work  very  well,  and  that  the  exits 
from  the  theatres  are  safe  under  any 
ordinary  circumstances.  As  regards  the 
Question  whether  the  Lord  Chamberlain 
receives  fees  for  work  he  is  imable  to 
perform,  the  statement  is  that  the  Lord 
Chamberlain  receives  no  fees  for  the 
inspection  of  the  theatres,  and  has  no 
Stan  available  for  the  performance  of 
such  duties,  and,  therefore,  he  has 
specially  to  employ  an  architect  to  in- 
spect the  theatres.     With   respect    to 
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Covent  Garden  Theatre,  I  have  no 
knowledge  as  to  the  number  of  people 
who  attended  there  on  anj  particular 
date  J  and  it  is  not  one  of  the  theatres 
annually  licensed  by  the  Lord  Hhatn- 
berJain,  it  being  open  under  a  Patent 
dating  from  the  Beign  of  Obarles  II. 
With  reference  to  this  Question,  which 
is  both  important  and  interesting — If  the 
Metropolitan  Board  require  any  further 
powers?  all  I  can  say  is  that,  assuming 
their  proposals  are  reaflonable»  they  will 
have  all  the  support  I  can  give  them. 
I  may  mention  that  the  suggestion  made 
from  the  Lord  Chamberlain^s  Office,  which 
I  think  a  good  one,  is  that  legislation 
should  be  provided  to  the  eflTect  that  it 
should  be  made  compulf^ory  that  the 
managers  of  each  place  of  public  en- 
tertainment applying  for  a  renewal  of 
their  annual  licence  should  produce  a 
certificate  from  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  of  their  safety  to  the  public, 
making  that  a  condition  precedent  to  the 
renewal  of  their  licence.  If  that  were 
done,  I  think  that  all  the  securities  that 
could  be  reasonably  required  would  be 
given. 

Mr,  DIXON- HABTL and  inquired 
if  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  have  any  objection  to  laying  upon 
the  Table  Captain  Shaw's  Report  aa  to 
whether  the  exits  from  theatres  were 
properly  constructed  ? 

8iB  WILLIAM  HAROOUBT  said, 
he  had  already  given  his  reasons  for 
coming  to  the  conclusion  that  the  Re- 
port should  not  be  published. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  G^entleman  aware  that  the 
exita  in  question  are  required  not  for 
ordinary,  but  extraordinary  occasions  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOFRT  said,  it 
was  very  difficult  to  provide  for  extra- 
ordinary occasions.  They  might  pro- 
vide for  what  they  could  anticipate,  but 
it  was  very  diflficult  to  provide  for  what 
oould  not  be  anticipated. 

Mr.  COUIRIBGE  KENNARD  asked 
whether  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  received  a  Report  as  to  the 
acddent  in  the  theatre  at  Glasgow  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  aaid, 
he  would  ask  about  that. 

INLAND  REVENUE  OFFICE-GBIEV- 
ANCES  OF  OFFICERS. 
Mr.  VILLIERS  STUART  (for  ]^[^. 
Monk)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, Whether,  having  regard  to  the 


fact  that  357  Petitions,  signed  by  3,290 
Inland  Revenue  OfRcials,  were  presented 
to  this  House  during  last  Session  pray- 
ing for  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  inequali- 
ties and  grievances  complained  of  by 
the  Petitioners,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
mput  is  disposed  to  accede  to  the  ap* 
pointment  of  such  Committee? 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childee3\  in  renly,  said, 
that  the  complaints  of  the  Inland  Re- 
venue officers  had  been  fully  considered, 
and  such  of  the  grievances  alleged  by 
them  as  appeared  to  be  well  founded 
had  been  remodied.  But  the  Petitions 
to  which  his  hon.  Friend  referred  were 
really  applications  for  larger  salaries, 
and  the  inequalities  complained  of  arose 
out  of  comparisons  made  by  the  Peti- 
tioners with  salaries  in  other  Depart- 
ments. Full  information  on  the  subject 
was  given  to  Parliament  last  Session, 
and  the  decision  of  the  Government  was 
communicated  to  the  Service.  H©  saw 
no  reason  for  altering  that  decision  ;  and 
certainly  this  was  no  time  for  increasing 
the  charge  for  the  collection  of  the  Re- 
venue, He  could,  therefore,  give  no 
encouragement  to  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee. 

Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELL  asked 
whether  the  3,290  officials  who  signed 
the  Petition  did  not  form  97  per  cent  of 
the  entire  employ^ a  ^ 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childebs)  said,  he  could 
not  tell, 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  asked  whether  the 
officials  did  not  ask  for  an  opportunity 
of  showing  to  a  Committee  of  the  House 
how  their  demands  could  be  satisfied 
without  increasing  the  charge  for  the 
collection  of  the  Revenue  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  said,  it  was  not 
unusual  for  gentlemen  asking  for  in- 
creased salaries  to  suggest  how  the  money 
to  satisfy  their  demands  cotild  be  raised. 

THE  WEST  INDIAN  ISLANDS-THE 
I8I.AND  OF  DOMINICA. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  he  can  say  whether  there  is 
any  foundation  for  the  statement  in  The 
JFest  Indian  newspaper,  published  at 
Barbadoes,  on  the  24th  October  last, 
that  the  Legislative  Assembly  of  the 
Island  of  Dominica  have  passed  Resolu- 
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tions  recommending  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  be  memoralised  to  cede  the 
Island  to  the  United  States  of  America ; 
whether  half  the  Members  of  the  Legis- 
lative Assembly  are  nominated  by  the 
Crown  J  ond»  whether  the  Government 
have  any  information  as  to  the  grounds 
on  which  the  inhabitants  of  the  Island 
have  become  dissatisfied  with  their  posi- 
tion aa  belonging  to  the  British  Empire, 
and  expect  improvement  from  becoming 
connected  with  the  United  States? 

Mr,  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  the 
only  knowledge  he  had  of  this  matter 
was  from  the  newspaper  paragraph  re- 
ferred  to  in  the  Question.  It  stated  that 
the  alleged  Besolution  was  caused  by  the 
action  of  the  Mother  Country  in  permit* 
ting  bounty- fed  sugar  to  come  into  the 
English  market.  It  was  true  that  half 
the  Members  of  the  Assembly  were  no- 
minees. 

Mr,  TOMLINSON  asked  if  the  Go- 
vernment had  any  information  whether 
the  nominated  Members  supported  the 
Resolution  or  not  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  replied,  that 
the  report  referred  to,  which  was  their 
only  source  of  information,  did  not  state 
who  voted  and  who  did  not. 

Mr,  TOMLINSON  asked  if  the  Go- 
vernment would  make  further  inquiry 
into  this  imiwrtant  matter  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  that, 
of  course,  the  Government  would  get 
official  information  in  time. 

THE  INDIAN  FAMINE,  1877-8— THE 
iU88IONAltIES. 

Goix)NEL  COLTHUKST  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  he  would  refer  the  documents 
in  his  possession,  with  reference  to  al- 
leged cases  of  money  lending  at  high,  if 
not  usnriousi  interest  during  the  famine 
of  1877-8  by  certain  missionaries  in 
Southern  India,  to  the  Government  of 
Madras,  so  as  at  least  to  prevent  these 
gentlemen  (should  the  allegations  made 
turn  out  to  be  well  founded)  being  ap- 
pointed at  any  future  time  official  mem- 
bers of  relief  committees  ? 

Mr.  J.  X.  CROSS:  As  I  informed 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  on  Monday 
last,  this  matter  is  not  one  in  which 
the  Grovernment  of  India  can  interfere ; 
but  I  shall  be  glad  to  send  the  doc  a* 
menta  in  question  to  Mr.  Grant  Duff, 
who  will,  no  doubt,  give  them  due  at- 
tention. 

Mr,  TomliuiQn 
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EGYPT— MILITARY  EVENTS  IN  THE 
SOUDAN. 

Mr.  DIXON-HAETLAND  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether, 
immediately  after  the  battles  of  Ta* 
manieb  and  Tamasi,  General  Graham 
telegraphed  from  Suakin  that  there  was 
no  reason  why  a  sufficient  portion  of  his 
troops  should  not  advance  to  Berber  and 
relieve  General  Gordon  if  he  were  per* 
mitted  to  obtain  the  necessary  transport ; 
whether  the  Government^  after  consulta- 
tion with  Lord  Wolseley,  inquired  from 
General  Graham  how  many  camels  ho 
would  require,  and  their  price,  and  re- 
ceived an  answer,  3,000  camels,  and  their 
price  would  he  about  £50  each  ;  whe- 
ther General  Graham  was  then  asked  if  j 
he  could  do  with  1,600  camels,  and  could 
purchase  them  at  the  old  price  of  about 
£15  a-piece  ;  and  whether,  on  his  reply- 
ing in  the  negative,  he  was  ordered  to 
at  once  ship  his  troops ;  and,  whether^ 
in  order  to  economise  this  £150,000 
which  the  camels  would  have  cost,  this  , 
plan  of  General  Graham's  was  abaQ« 
doned,  and  the  present  expedition  lor 
the  relief  of  General  Gordon  rendered 
necessary  ? 

Mr.  AKTHUB  O'CONNOR  said,  that 
before  the  Question  was  answered,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether 
Lord  Wolseley  was  the  same  person  who^ 
being  some  years  ago  in  command  of  the 
expedition  against  Coomassie,  received  a 
message  from  Captain  Glover  to  the  effect 
that  he  was  prepared  to  cross  the  Prah 
with  a  Native  force,  and  who  sent  back  a 
reply  that  he  was  not  to  do  so  until 
ordered  by  him  ? 

The  MARQtTEss  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  really  have  no  knowledge  of  the  cir- 
cumstances referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, nor  do  I  see  in  what  way  they  ara^, 
relevant  to  the  Question  on  the  Paper, 
With  regard  to  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Evesham  (Mr.  Dixon-Hart- 
land),  there  is  no  foundation  whatever* 
for  the  statement  that  any  such  telegraod'a 
was  either  received  or  sent. 

Sib  WALTER  B,  BARTTELOT  aakc 
whether  at  that  time  the  noble  Mar-»j 
queBs  did  not  receive  any  telegram  from  I 
General  Graham  suggesting  that  it  waa] 
perfectly  possible  to  march  from  Suakin 
to  Berber,  and  stating  that  if  he  had 
3,000  camels  he  would  be  able  to  do  so  ? 

The  Mjlequkss  of  HARTINGTON  : 
No,  Sir  I  there  were  no  such  telegrama. 
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Sra  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  : 
May  I  ask  if  there  waa  a  letter  or 
other  conamuaication,  if  there  was  no 
telegram  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  there  was 
no  such  letter.  If  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  likes  to  put  a  Question  on  the 
Paper  I  will  answer  it,  I  have  no 
recollection  of  anything  of  the  kind, 

EDUCATION  BEPARTIMENT— 
CniLDRETs^R    PENNY     DINNERS. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  manner  in  which  Penny 
Dinners  have  been  provided  for  the 
children  of  Boufiden  School,  Devon  \ 
and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  evidence 
recently  given  as  to  the  insufficient 
nourishment  of  many  thousands  of  the 
children  of  the  poorer  classes  who  are 
compelled  to  go  through  groat  mental 
straini  the  Education  Department  will 
bring  all  the  details  of  the  Roueden 
eyetem  under  the  notice  of  the  Elemen- 
tary Schools  and  recommend  its  adop- 
tion ? 

Me.  MUNDELLA  i  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man  asks  me  whether  my  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  excellent  experiment 
of  Sir  Henry  Peek  at  Eousden  School 
in  providing  penny  dinners  for  the  chil- 
dren of  that  school,  and  whether  I  will 
recommend  it  for  general  adoption  ?  In 
making  my  annual  Statement  in  July 
last  year,  I  especially  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  remarkable 
success  which  had  attended  the  Rousden 
experimanti  as  well  as  that  which  has 
been  carried  on  for  many  years  at  the 
Jews^  Free  School  in  Spitalfields.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Glas- 
gow  (Mr.  J*  A.  Campbell)  also  gave  the 
House  full  details  of  a  similar  successful 
experiment  in  Scotland*  All  these  state- 
ment8|  together  with  the  most  explicit 
information  as  to  the  cost  and  com- 
position of  the  dinners,  have  been  col- 
lected and  published  in  a  pamphlet 
which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  which  has 
passed  through  several  editions,  and  of 
which  18,000  copies  have  already  been 
sold.  The  result  is  that  in  many  towns 
and  villages  throughout  the  Kingdom 
the  system  has  been  adopted,  and  in 
London  a  single  organization  has  started 
penny  dinners  in  about  13  centres,  and 
more  aro  about  to  be  added.     School 
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Boards  have  no  power  to  expend  money 
in  the  feeding  of  children ;  but  I  have 
the  fullest  confidence  that  voluntary  effort 
will  supply  all  that  is  needful. 

MADAGASCAR  —  THE  HOSTfLITIES 
WITH  FRANCE-PROTECTION  TO 
BRITISH  INTERESTS  AND  SUB- 
JECTS. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs,  Whether  any  effectual 
measures  have  yet  been  taken  to  protect 
British  subjects  and  British  commerce 
in  Madagascar,  and  to  obtain  reparation 
for  the  heavy  losses  inflicted  upon  Bri- 
tish subjects  by  the  French  attack  on 
that  island  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAFEICE  : 
T  have  already  on  three  previous  occa- 
sions informed  the  House  of  the  addi- 
tions made  to  the  Consular  Staff  in  Ma- 
dagascar with  a  view  to  the  protection 
of  British  subjects  and  commerce.  I 
have  also  stated,  in  reply  to  a  similar 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  that 
until  the  conclusion  of  hostilities  it 
would  be  premature  to  enter  upon  the 
consideration  of  claims.  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  refer  to  the  Papers  recently 
laid  before  Parliament  (Africa,  No.  6, 
page  39),  he  will  see  that  the  French  Go- 
vernment undertake  that  a  Commission 
shall  hereafter  be  appointed  to  decide 
upon  demands  for  compensation  arising 
out  of  warlike  operations  in  Mada* 
gascar. 

TURKEY— THE  TREATY  OF  BERLIN^ 
THE  STIPULATED  REFORMS. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  aaked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  any  steps  have  re- 
cently been  taken  to  press  upon  the 
Porte  the  reforms  in  European  and 
Asiatic  Turkey,  as  stipulated  in  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin ;  and,  whether  any 
Correspondence  can  be  presented  on  the 
subject? 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE: 
Constant  representations  have  been 
made,  but  without  success,  to  induce 
the  Porte  to  introduce  the  promised  re- 
forms into  Armenia,  and  X  have  already 
undertaken  to  lay  further  Papers  on  the 
subject.  It  will  be  considered  in  con- 
nection with  these  Papers  whether  in- 
formation relating  to  the  condition  of 
the  European  Provinces  of  Turkey  may 
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not  be  laid  at  the  same  time.  It  was 
left  to  the  discretion  of  Lord  Dufferin  to 
press  for  the  execution  of  the  reforms 
stipulated  for  under  the  23rd  Article  of 
the  Treaty  of  Berlin,  but  he  was  not 
able  to  do  so  with  the  prospect  of  any 
immediate  result.  The  subject,  will, 
however,  be  borne  in  mind  in  framing 
the  instructions  to  Lord  DufPerin's  Suc- 
cessor. 

NAVY— NAVAL  PENSIONS. 

Mb.  JOHN  REDMOND  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it 
is  not  the  practice  to  pay  to  widows  of 
deceased  pensioners  of  the  Navy  any 
arrears  of  pension  due  at  the  time  of 
their  deaths  ;  whether  one  quarter's 
pension  was  due  to  Michael  Sullivan, 
pensioner  Boyal  Navy  at  the  date  of 
his  death  last  September;  and,  for  what 
reason  the  authorities  refuse  to  pay  it  to 
his  widow  ? 

SiE  THOMAS  BRASSEY  repUed, 
that  Naval  pensioners  were  paid  quar- 
terly in  advance,  and  that  no  arrears 
were  due  as  suggested  in  the  Ques- 
tion. 

MINES  REGULATION  ACT— EXPLOSION 
A.T  POCHIN  COLLIERY. 

Mb.  BUET  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  he 
has  appointed,  or  will  appoint,  some 
competent  person  to  represent  the  Home 
Office  at  the  coroner's  inquiry  into  the 
cause  of  the  recent  fatal  explosion  at 
Pochin  Colliery,  near  Tredegar  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAROOURT:  Yes, 
Sir,  I  shall  certainly  have  a  careful  in- 
quiry made  into  this  matter ;  and  I  ven- 
ture to  point  out  with  regard  to  the 
representations  I  have  received  against 
the  measures  proposed  to  be  taken  for 
greater  precaution  against  shot-firing, 
that  I  received  to-day  from  the  Inspec- 
tor of  Mines  a  Report  stating  that,  in 
his  opinion,  the  explosion  was  due  to 
shot-firing. 

THE  WEST  INDIES— THE  REPORT  OP 
THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION. 
Mr.  DICK-PEDDLE  asked  the  Un- 
der Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
If  he  will  state  whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
give  effect  to  all  or  any  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Royal  Commission  on 
the  West  Indies? 

Lord  JEdmond  Fitzmaurice 


Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  No  doubt, 
a  considerable  number  of  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Royal  Commission  will  be 
adopted ;  .but  no  definite  answer  can  yet 
be  given  to  the  Question,  as  there  are 
many  matters  still  pending,  such  as  con- 
federation of  the  Islands  and  reciprocal 
tariff  relations  with  the  United  States, 
which  must  be  settled  before  a  final  de- 
termination can  be  arrived  at. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (lEELAND)-CASE 
OP  THOMAS  BEHAN,  A  CONVICT, 
KILDARE  CO. 

Mb.  LEAHY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  the  Irish  Government  have  received 
Resolutions  from  the  Town  Commis- 
sioners of  Naas,  Newbridge,  and  Athy, 
in  the  county  of  Eildare,  expressing 
their  firm  belief  of  the  innocence  of 
Thomas  Behan,  convicted  and  sentenced 
to  penal  servitude  for  arson  at  New- 
bridge, in  said  county,  and  request- 
ing Uie  case  to  be  further  inquired  into ; 
and,  if  any  steps  will  be  tasen  to  fur- 
ther investigate  his  case? 

Me.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
Upon  receiving  Notice  of  this  Question 
yesterday,  I  referred  it  to  Dublin  for  in- 
quiry. There  has  not  been  time  for  the 
reply  to  come  to  hand. 

Mr.  LEAHY:  I  will  ask  the  Ques- 
tion again  on  Monday. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  (IRELAND) -PROSECU- 
TIONS FOR  AGRARIAN  AND  POLI- 
TICAL OFFENCES. 

Mr.  KENNY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  will  supply  to  the  House  a  Return 
giving  the  number  of  criminal  prosecu- 
tions during  the  past  four  years,  in  Ire- 
land, for  agrarian  and  political  offences  ; 
the  number  of  convictions  recorded  ; 
the  number  of  cases  in  which  approvers 
were  employed  by  the  Crown  ;  and  the 
number  of  instances  in  which  convictions 
were  secured  either  in  part  or  wholly 
owing  to  the  evidence  of  such  ap- 
provers ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN, 
in  reply,  said,  he  had  no  objection  to 
give  a  Return  of  the  criminal  prosecu- 
tions during  the  past  four  years  in  Ire- 
land for  agrarian  and  political  offences. 
It  would,  however,  be  a  very  tedious 
Return  to  prepare,  involving  much  la- 
bour.   He  could  not  undertake  to  give  a 
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RHurn  of  the  noniber  of  tmiUnce^  in  Mm.  MFNDKLI^A  fur  Mr.  Olaih 
wbich  ronrictioni  wrre  «ociire<l  f>T  tlif*  ^m^ii:  :  I  hmirM  ioquirtd  into  both 
•▼td«*nr<*  of  tpprorem.  th^fte  c««#^  of  proffi^rMl  loana.  tod  fiod 

that    nt»tth«»r    of   them    ar«    of   rrcent 
NAVY— KTATK  «>F  THK  N  \VV  dat«».    Mr.  JoM»pht*s  rollortion  of  Wi^lg* 

lh,Uu,r.ru«i,t..toth.N.r«  U..f..Dce,:,.„„  h»,  bo,.n  r^wT^l  on  th«  .object 
II«i%  '  »»•»    during  th.,U.t..iKhl ,,.«..    Th,.Wr«. 

th.t  .uo  Aa....^.,  wui  b.  ,o..v  with  r«h?s;thl  'bu!'i!;CThV'^ 

J       *i     .ij.i       11  .      .         •  -^  to  tho  pn»pn«»lor  of  a   nr»t  Knd  buw- 

daj,  th«'  iMth.     1  have  not  yvt  rv^titTed  ^^^   j.    *  *  ,^.  .    ,  ^^^  ..  ^^^  ^^  ,  ^^ 

/    I  .»    ^      I  •  ^     I    *  -.  niHM.  Willi  oftiir^  to  learo  them  on  loan 

a  DDai  annwrr  on  ihnt  •ubjuct ;  but  p«r  *^.    :.  ^^^.u-    .  i-   —i. .u    ii. 

•         *,      ,         .,,  i     .»     /  ..      .  ^'^  for  vii  months  oniT,  whereupon  Ih*  IHv 

batM  MonilaT  will  Im»  tho  b«'it€»r  dar.  «^^«.^ •     i_i:«  Jl     •       L: .u  -. 

iff      w   \i  uwiTti     t    •.  «L    •'I*-.-  partm^nt    dMiniKi     to    rrcviTe    them. 

MH.  \\  .  11.  SMil  tl :  18  It  the  in  tan-  ;.    .       .     .u      •  ^  -         #  »    -u-.     ^* 

*•         1  .u     « ■       -^        «  «       ^  Owinir  t«)  th«  •toppaffft  of  buildinir  at 

tion   of  tht»  (tiifernuiont  to  proiioae  a  o  ...i   v       •    .*       li  *    \_ 

u       I  .        f  .•      .  •      IF     I  f*<*nth  KonPiniTton,  tbw«»  la  irreat  prra- 

Bu|>i»b'm«*utArT  Mtinmte,  ao  an  to  affonl  .„_        .    .u  ^         *  •!.  i  i    « 

4.  ■■,,  ^  -*••#.    I-  ftur**  np'in  thi*  wpaco  at  th<*  r«>inmand  of 

tho    lliiuap  an   opixirtunitT  for  ditcuii*  .1     «•'  Ji/    ...  .,  • 

y  I  r-  /  thi*  Muteum  authontiiii,  and  i(»ani  have 

"^\fil     Of  41KTMVP'.    W.   .rill   IaWa  constantly  to  W  drclined.     In  all  cawi 

;   ^*^:^**-^^^^^\-    ^  r      i-  great  cure  i.  exerri«Nl  that  loant  ma^lo 

care  t<i  tind  an  opitortunity  for  diacua-  2.-.k     «•  -  •     .  i  ^  ..^»  .-1^  -^  -  • 

.    .  w      1    *  *      1 1  i.    .u    ^^j ^»th  a  Tiew  to  •iiht«^]u«mt  tale  are  not 

aicni ;  l»ut  Monday  would  be  the  prefer-  ----,,..-^1 

able  day,  a*  tht*  fforvrnmeot  bare  the  ^ 

command  of  it  without  the  interposition       paiu.IAMKNT  -  BfSlNESS  c»F  THF 
of  any  otUr  qu-^tion-     [After  cuneiJl-  jj,,^,^,^    KKMSTHIBrTIoN 

inff  with  i>ird  Iii<-hanl  trroeTenor.  Mr.  ..  f-»tiv  ittx"  1-1  i_  *i.  *i- 
(»U.J.t..n..  ,.r.««Wj  I  ttDd.r.U»d  ^^'"i'*"^  n.V\  a.k..a  *h.ther  th« 
fro...  m>  n..hl.,  Friii.a.  wbo  Hm  nor*  •  .V'T  *''";""'  .'•'"'  'P^"  fwilit,...  f.,r 
m.iitlv'hn.r,l  f,..m  th..  Fir,t  I^id.  that  ■  »•;•  ««••"«''••••«  "f  «b.-  M..t...n  on  tho  r.»- 
Mon.U"v.  il...  nx\i.  «iU  d.,  .,uit#  woll.  I  di.tnbut...n  ..f  ....t.  whirl,  jt.^jd  on  lh« 
ewnot  i.n.m,.*  to  brii-K  forw«nl  •  8op. :  1!"'-'  '*;-''  *"  »•'"  -""'^  '•"'•"  '"' 
pl«n,nu,y  >>t.n,.t*.  V^'iSLAPSroNK  :    I  hop*.  Sir.  th. 

right  hon   <f«»ntl«-fuan  will  not  think  lue 
mirril  KKSsiSomx  UVSTXH-^IX^AS    J^Wxj   of   any   .H^..urt..r;    but   1    am 
nKPAklMK.NT.  iMiuiil   to  •ny'tbat  I  dn  n«»l  •*'«'  tho  ud- 

Mr.  CNMipK  a«k*Hl  the  Fimt  I^rd  of  Tantaf{«\  with  r««f«-r«'nro  !••  what  wo  hare 
the  Tr«*a«iirr.  \Vh<*thfr  h«»  i«  awan*  that  all  at  hoart  niii:it<Iy,  th«*  piiritii  and 
a  r«»markatd-  and  hit(hly-raluaKU  col-  f(T<Ht'tal  |»r»»|fn»*«  ••!  th"  Kramhi***  Hill  — 
iKtioti  of  mM  \Vi*«i|(w«MM|  waro,  at  pr«*-  of  di«cu««intir  a  r«*«li»tri*>uti«in  M*h«*ni<*  at 
aent  «'xhibit*-l  at  tho  Nottini^ham  <*a»tl<«  thi*  pn^^nt  moment,  urim*  it  wi-n*  a 
MuM*um.  wa«  ••fforo-l  i»n  l'»an  to  the  au  '  »chf'rn"  •'ipj»«irt«Nj  \%y  tho  authority  <»f 
thorilio*  iif  thi>  S.**ith  Ki»n«ib|^un  Mu-  ••mio  Inr^^*  Uwly  i.f  th«*  IfMU««*  I  nm 
a*um.  and  rvf •!•«'•  1  )•>  thoni  on  the  pUa  *  afrai  1  I  rfinnot  r.ak**  thnt  awumptiou 
of  **  want  i'f  •tta<«*;**  whothor  at  that-  with  r«*f«'ri<cr«>  t  1  th«»  IMt  'if  tho  right 
timo  many  'tf  tho  ra«e4  in  th<'  I/»an  I^-  '  bon  <M>n*l**man.  1k«  ammi  I  !*«*lit>iru  ho 
partm<*nt  won-  till*'*!,  and  fttill  art*  ao.  '  pr»|NM«-«  it  in  hi*  |*€»r^ •!.■!!«  apa«  i!r  II«» 
with  «»hj«<«t«  uf  ItttU  valuo  ^r  arti«tie  ■  n<>w  trin^«  f^rwarl  I!-^>!'.i!i'>n<  I  .f.i 
moril .  vhrthor  a  riilUv'tinn  of  old  •po'i-  n^t  tfiink  that  a  di«rit«*:  >n  at  lir^f*  u 
mtn  >^»roa  platea.  f'»nnorly  th»»  i»r'|*rty  I  rodt*!r:but:«»n,  •*>  far  a*  I  am  ah!i'  ti 
of  tho  I»:r«<«t'*r  '-f  that  K'lyal  Manufac-  |  judgo.  would  ho  Knrt':  :«1  nr  wuulJ  al- 
tory,  wAi  al*t  »inii!arly  «ifr«.|#i|,  firv'.Iy  ,  tani«»  u*  t"Wi»M«  t*.»»  »«M!«-»ii«-r  i  of  i»»o 
arci>|!*-!.   an^l  !h<*n  r*fu««tl ,  and,  who-    quo^tt^n. 

ther  t^*»  (f»ri*rnmobt  i«  praparrd  to  take  Sm  JoIIN  HAY  |;aT«*  N  't.*-  that,  in 
aucb  •ti'pe  aa  will  prvTeot  the  recorre&cie  I  c^UMtjuenrw  o|  what  had  fallen  frum 
of  aimxlar  refuaale  ?  .  the  right  b^m.  f^tlemaa.   bv  should 
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remove  the  Notice  of  Hesolutions  from 
the  Order  Book  in  order  that  the  Bill, 
which  stood  for  second  reading  on  the 
3rd  December,  might  take  its  place. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— THE  RUSSO-AFGHAN 
FRONTIER. 

Mb.  MACFAELANE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  disclosure 
of  the  contents  of  a  Eeport  upon  the 
Central  Asian  frontier  question  in  cer- 
tain newspapers,  and  if  he  can  state  by 
whom  the  Eeport  in  question  was  made ; 
if  it  was  of  a  confidential  character ;  and, 
what  steps  the  Government  propose  to 
take  to  punish  the  offender  ? 

Mr.  J .  K.  CEOSS  :  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carlow  not  to  press  for 
any  answer  to  his  Question  until  the 
communications  now  passing  between 
the  Government  of  India  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  are  complete.  A  certain 
Memorandum  has  been  made  public  pur- 
porting to  have  been  written  by  the 
Quartermaster  General  of  India ;  but  I 
cannot  go  into  the  matter  referred  to  in 
the  Question. 

INDIA— THE   QUETTA-CANDAHAR 
RAILWAY. 

Sir  HENEY  TYLEE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
What  progress  has  been  made  with  the 
Quetta  Eailway;  on  how  many  miles 
the  rails  has  been  laid ;  on  how  many 
miles  the  formation  has  been  prepared ; 
what  proportion  of  the  necessary  mate- 
rials have  been  provided  or  are  on  the 
ground ;  and,  when  it  is  expected  to  be 
completed  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CEOSS  :  I  wish  to  be  al- 
lowed  to  correct  an  answer  which  I  gave 
on  the  27th  of  October  in  reply  to  a 
Question  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman- 
opposite  (SirE.  Assheton  Cross)  concern- 
ing this  railway.  I  stated  that  no  per- 
manent way  having  being  laid  above 
Nari,  the  opportunity  for  taking  it  up 
did  not  occur.  I  learn,  on  direct  com- 
munication with  the  Government  of 
India  on  the  subject,  that — 

' '  Rails  were  laid  one  mile  near  Nari,  2}  miles 
near  Gtmdakin,  and  2^  near  Koohali.  The 
rails  near  Nari  were  removed  on  washing  away 
of  embankment,  others  to  use  for  other  pur- 
poses.*' 

These  rails  had  been  placed  on  detached 
portions  of  earthworks  15  and  22  miles 
from  Nari.     In  reply  to  the  Question  of 

Sir  John  Hay 


the  hon.  Member  for  Harwich  (Sir  Henry 
Tyler),  I  am  not  able  to  give  the  definite 
information  he  asks  for ;  but  from  a  tele- 
gram received  yesterday  from  the  Go- 
vernment of  India,  I  learn  that  the  line 
may  be  completed  in  two  years.  The 
progress  depends  very  much  on  the  work 
in  the  tunnels ;  and  I  may  add  that  some 
immediate  delay  may  occur  from  an  out- 
break of  cholera  which  has  taken  place 
at  x'f  an 

Sib  E.  assheton  OEOSS  said,  he 
was  obliged  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  for 
giving  him  Notice  of  this  matter.  He 
should  like  to  know  whether  the  state- 
ment interfered  with  the  allegations 
made  as  to  the  rails  being  laid  and  the 
works  in  progress  for  40  miles  beyond 
Sibi? 

Mr.  J.  K.  OEOSS  said,  earthworks 
were  in  progress.  He  would  read  the 
following  telegram,  dated  October  25, 
from  the  Viceroy — 

"  Line  practically  complete,  with  temporary 
bridges,  to  foot  of  Bolan  and  Kari  Gbrge,  dis- 
tance in  all  of  about  165  miles.  Permanent 
bridges  and  ballastings  in  progress.  For  30 
miles  from  Nari  Gorge  iato  Humai  Valley  at 
Spintangi  earthworks  more  or  less  finii^ed ; 
bridges  not  commenced,  but  girders  at  Sibi. 
From  Spintangi  to  Quetta  service  road  for  coun- 
try carts  made  for  whole  distance,  except  two 
miles  through  Chapari  Rift.'* 

There  was  nothing  in  this  about  the  per- 
manent way. 

EGYPT  (EVENTS  IN  THE  SOUDAN)— 

REPORTED  DEATH  OF  GENERAL 

GORDON. 

SiE  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE  : 
There  is  a  telegram  in  several  evening 
papers  of  a  disquieting  character,  in 
which  it  is  stated  that  a  telegram  has 
been  received  through  Renter's  Agency 
in  Paris  to  this  effect — 

"  At  a  Cabinet  Council,  held  this  morning, 
M.  Jules  Ferry  communicated  despatches,  from 
which  it  would  appear  that  General  Gordon  has 
been  shot  dead  while  on  the  way  from  Khar- 
toum to  Berber." 

I  wish  to  ask  whether  any  news  has 
been  received  by  the  Foreign  Office  in 
reference  to  this  matter  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE: 
No,  Sir ;  no  such  information  has  been 
received  at  the  Foreign  Office.  The  only 
information  at  all  bearing  on  this  sub- 
ject that  has  been  received  by  the  Fo- 
reign Office  is  a  telegram  received 
yesterday,  which  I  wish  to  read  to  the 
House.      It  is  dated  the   12th  of  No- 
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vemberj  and  is  from  Sir  Eveljn  Bariog 
to  Lord  Granville,  in  which  the  former 
saya^ 

'*Tli6  French  Consul  General  haa  communi- 
cated to  me  information  which  he  Lita  reoeived 
vi4  Maisowah  and  Suakin  to  the  effect  that 
Khartoum  haa  fallen  and  Gordon  has  been 
massacred*  This  is  prohahly  only  the  same 
immour  which  reached  ua  down  the  Nile  Valley 
flome  time  a^.  It  i»  almost  inoonceivable  that 
if  tho  news  he  true  it  should  not  be  known  at 
Pongok/' 

Mr.  BOURKE:  Perhaps  1  may  be 
allowed  to  put  a  Question  which  will  al- 
lay anxiety  with  respect  to  General  Gor- 
don. Can  the  noble  Lord  state  whether 
General  Wolseley  has  font  despatches 
home  during  the  la»t  day  or  two  with  re- 
gard to  the  possibility  of  communicating 
with  Khartoum? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
I  do  not  recollect  that  Lord  Woleeley  in 
any  recent  despatch  has  referred  to  the 
possibility  or  otherwise  of  communi- 
cating with  Khartoum. 

Ma,  0^  KELLY :  Has  the  Government 
communicated  with  General  Wolseley  in 
reference  tu  this  rumour? 

The  Mahquebs  of  HARTINGTON  : 
When  the  rumours  were  so  prevalent  a 
short  time  ago  as  to  the  fall  of  Khar- 
toum and  the  death  of  General  GiDrdon, 
Lord  Wolseley  was  asked  by  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring  whether,  in  his  opinion,  there 
was  any  foundation  for  the  reports.  His 
reply  was,  I  think,  communicated  to  the 
House. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION  (SUB-COM- 
MISSIONERS) ^MR,  WALPOLE. 

Mr.  OTRLEN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  Mr,  Justice  O'Hagan, 
when  replying  to  the  Memorial  for  the 
removal  of  Sub -Commissioner  Walpole, 
from  the  Cork  Sub -Com  mission,  had  in- 
quired into  the  specific  charges  of 
partizanship  set  forth  in  the  Memorial, 
when  he  wrote — 

**  The  CommissioDers  do  not  believe  that  any 
valid  reason  exists  in  the  case  of  any  of  their 
Suh-CommissionerB ;  ^  * 

and,  if  so,  what  was  the  nature  and  re- 
sult of  his  inquiries  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  that  the  Land  Commissioners  did 
not  make  any  inquiry  of  the  kind  sug- 
gested in  the  Question ;  and  as  to  Mr. 
Walpole,  he  could  only  say  that  an  ab- 
solute contradiction  had  been  given  to 
the  allegations. 


Mb.  O'BEIEN  :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that,  when  the  Vote  for  the  salaries  of 
the  Land  Commissioners  comes  ux>  for 
consideration,  I  will  draw  attention  to 
this  serious  and  inexcusable  neglect  to 
inquire  into  grave  and  serious  state- 
ments. 

AGRICULTURAL  LABOUEERS'  (IRE- 
LAND)—THE  COMMITTEE. 

IMii.  PARNELL  asked  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  he  would 
explain  to  the  House  the  cause  of  the 
delay  that  had  taken  place  in  the  sum- 
moning of  the  Labourers*  Committee, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  was  nearly  a 
week  since  it  was  appointed  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  said,  he  was 
very  anxious  to  facilitate  the  matter; 
but  he  was  not  in  a  position  to  give  any 
explanation. 

Mr.  PARNELL :  Will  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  kindly  say  when  the 
Committee  will  be  suoinioned? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr,  Wauceb)  :  If  it  rested 
with  me  there  would  not  be  any  delay. 

Mr.  PARNELL :  In  view  of  the  vory 
unsatisfactory  reply  givon  to  the  Ques- 
tion by  thehon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
I  will  call  attention  to  the  unusual  de- 
lay ia  this  matter.  I  shall  call  atten- 
tion to  it  on  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply  to-morrow. 

The  SOUCITOR  GENERAL  Foa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  :  I  will  take 
steps  so  far  as  in  me  lies  to  have  the 
Committee  summoned  for  Monday. 

Mr.  PARNELL:  In  making  that 
statement,  has  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  considered  the  probability 
that  on  Monday  this  House  will  not  be 
sitting,  owing  to  the  disposal  of  all 
Business  necessary  for  it  to  transact  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  ;  I  believe  it 
will  be  sitting* 

BOARD  OF  TEIADE— SHIP  INSURANCE 
(RETURN  No-  258)— MR,  MAC  IVER, 
M.P„  AND  THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE 
BOARD. 

PERSONAL   EXPLANATION. 

Mr.  MAC  IYER :  I  ask  the  permis- 
sion of  the  House  in  order  that  I  may 
make  a  personal  explanation.  I  am 
sorry  that  I  do  not  see  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  in  his  place, 


mrd  of  J¥aie—Ship       {COMMONS J  Itmirana  (nHum  M.  281) 


gars  publio  KoHc€  of  my  in- 
nnkB  thiB  statement^  and  I  had 
it  w<>Tild  havo  beeo  convecieTit 
fht  bon.   Gentleman  to   have 
etit.     H  lie   wffTe  present,  I 
t  him,  after  the  statement  I 
Bin  HiiQui^  to  make,  to  witMraw,  corn- 
ed   unreaervedlj,   the     wholo 
e  Bftid  on  Tuesday  la«t  in  re- 
self.    [Mr.  Cbaaibeblain  here 
}  Hoit9e<]     Ai  the  right  hon, 
ldau  is  now  in  bis  place,  I  ^ill 
nle  the  very  few  woras  I  wish  to 
+o  the  llou^e  by  a  request  to 
tno  boa.  GeTttlenian  to  withdraw^ 

com]         I 

state 'a  in  reierence  %o  iny&eii  qo  xu« j 

last ;  to  omit  entirely  my  name  from  the 
Return  in  wbieh  it  has  been  inserted  by 
the  Board  of  Trade,  in  connection  with 
the  lost  fltoamer  StrombGli,  which  did 
not  belong  to  me ;  and  to  recall  altogether 
the  Parliamentary  Betum  No.  358,  in 
which  those  names  now  appear.  I  shall 
also  ask  him  to  omit  the  name  of  the 
steamer  TheMaly  from  any  proposed 
further  Betum  with  reference  to  lost 
ships.  It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of 
the  House  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated,  positively  and  repeatedly,  that 
the  steamer  TK$9$aly  was  a  oonstmctiye 
total  loss.  At  that  time  I  ventured  to 
contradict  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  but 
I  think  that  now  I  need  do  no  more  than 
read  two  telegrams  from  sources  which 
will  be  entirely  satisfactory  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself,  and  which  will 
show  to  him,  beyond  any  kind  of  ques- 
tion, that  I  was  right.  The  first  of  these 
telegrams  is  from  Mr.  Hichard  Lowndes, 
the  well-known  average  adjuster  at 
Liverpool,  who  has  been  professionally 
concerned  in  connection  with  the  Thei- 
iahfs  accident  of  five  years  ago,  and  who 
knows  nil  about  the  matter.  He  has 
sent  the  following  telegram  to  mo — 

*•  Your  statement  waa  correct.  The  The$$aly 
was  not  a  constructive  total  loas.  The  steamer 
was  floated  and  proceeded  to  her  destination, 
and  was  repaired  there.'* 

The  next  telegram  which  I  have  is  from 
Glasgow,  where  the  steamer  was  insured. 
It  is  from  Messrs.  Bennett,  Brown  & 
Co.,  the  well-known  insurance  brokers 
there.  They  have  forwarded  this  tele- 
gram to  me  this  morning — 

*'  You  are  quite  right.  The  Th4s»aly  was  not 
a  lo9i»,  and  tho  Underwriters  only  paid  for 
her  repair.'* 

I  think  I  need  not  trouble  the  House 
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further  in  regard  to  tho  Thtuatj^  ;  but 
submit  that  I  have  some  rtgbt  to  ask  tl 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prtsident  m 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  withdraw  uti* 
reservedly  every  word  he  has  said  abofrf 
that  ves8*^lt  in  regard  to  whieh  I  hava  J 
further  telegram  announcing  her  aafl 
arrival  nt  8t.  Vincent  on  Saturday  laM 
UndeTfthesecirctimstancoSrl  think  I  hav^ 
a  right  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Genttemafl 
to  recall  and  omit  entirely  my  nam#  from 
the  Parliamentary  lietum  No*  3^58,  ia 
which  it  m  inserted^  in  conneetion  wil 
tbo  lost  steamer  StromMi^  notwitdi^taiij 
itig  what  I  have  said  in  Ihi^  Qoai 
'  nyone  who  looks  at  page  6  will 
my  name  inserted  as  a  delegate,  aUhoiag^fa 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  that  t 
was  not  a  delegate^  and  that,  as  regards 
the  Stromh'jli,  I  had  nothing  whaiijver 
to  do  with  her  for  some  four  or  fire 
years  previous  to  the  disaster.  I  hare 
only  to  thank  the  House  for  the  kindneat 
with  which  it  has  listened  to  me,  and  to 
call  upon  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  to 
withdraw  absolutely  and  completely  the 
whole  of  what  he  said. 

Mr.  OHAMBERLAIN:  I  am  aony 
that  I  did  not  hear  the  opening  remarka 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Mae 
Iyer) ;  but  the  fault  rests  with  himself 
in  not  having  given  me  Notice  that  he 
intended  to  raise  the  question.  I  under- 
stand that  he  complains  of  an  answer 
which  I  gave  to  a  Question  put  by  him 
on  Tuesday,  which  he  says  was  inaccu- 
rate and  which  he  asks  me  to  withdraw. 
Now,  I  should  like  at  once  to  say  that  I 
made  a  technical  mistake  in  describing 
the  Theisali/  as  a  constructive  total  loss. 
[  **  Oh ! "]  I  repeat  that  it  was  a  technical 
mistake  only,  that  I  was  misinformed  in 
the  description  I  gave  of  tho  Thfmaly  as 
a  constructive  total  loss.  [**  Oh,  oh  !  "J 
Yes ;  a  technical  mistake  only.  I  was 
speaking,  of  course,  from  information 
which  I  had  received,  and  I  believe  I 
was  wrong  in  describing  the  Theualy  as 
a  constructive  total  loss.  That,  how- 
ever, does  not  affect  the  general  (juestion 
in  the  slightest  degree.  But,  having 
said  so  much,  I  have  no  other  word  to 
withdraw  from  the  statement  which  I 
made,  and  I  cannot  accept  the  invitation 
which  has  been  made  to  me  by  the  hon. 
Member.  The  The9ialy  was  removed 
from  the  Register,  and  was  described  as 
a  loss  in  a  letter  which  the  hon. 
Member  himself  wrote  to  the  De- 
partment,   in    which    he    stated    that 
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because  I  gave  public  Notice  of  my  in- 
tention to  make  this  statement,  and  I  had 
hoped  that  it  would  have  been  convenient 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  have 
been  present.  If  he  were  present,  I 
should  ask  him,  after  the  statement  I 
am  about  to  make,  to  withdraw,  com- 
pletely and  unreservedly,  the  whole 
of  what  he  said  on  Tuesday  last  in  re- 
gard to  myself.  [Mr.  Chamberlain  here 
entered  the  House.]  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  now  in  his  place,  I  will 
conclude  the  very  few  words  I  wish  to 
address  to  the  House  by  a  request  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  withdraw, 
completely  and  unreservedly,  all  that  he 
stated  in  reference  to  myself  on  Tuesday 
last ;  to  omit  entirely  my  name  from  the 
Return  in  which  it  has  been  inserted  by 
the  Board  of  Trade,  in  connection  with 
the  lost  steamer  Stromholif  which  did 
not  belong  to  me ;  and  to  recall  altogether 
the  Parliamentary  Return  No.  358,  in 
which  those  names  now  appear.  I  shall 
also  ask  him  to  omit  the  name  of  the 
steamer  TheBBaly  from  any  proposed 
further  Return  with  reference  to  lost 
ships.  It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of 
the  House  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated,  positively  and  repeatedly,  that 
the  steamer  ThesBaly  was  a  constructive 
total  loss.  At  that  time  I  ventured  to 
contradict  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  but 
I  think  that  now  I  need  do  no  more  than 
read  two  telegrams  from  sources  which 
will  be  entirely  satisfactory  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself,  and  which  will 
show  to  him,  beyond  any  kind  of  ques- 
tion, that  I  was  right.  The  first  of  these 
telegrams  is  from  Mr.  Richard  Lowndes, 
the  well-known  average  adjuster  at 
Liverpool,  who  has  been  professionally 
concerned  in  connection  with  the  Thet- 
salyU  accident  of  five  years  ago,  and  who 
knows  all  about  the  matter.  He  has 
sent  the  following  telegram  to  me — 

"  Your  statement  was  correct.  The  Thessaly 
was  not  a  constructive  total  loss.  The  steamer 
was  floated  and  proceeded  to  her  destination, 
and  was  repaired  there." 

The  next  telegram  which  I  have  is  from 
Glasgow,  where  the  steamer  was  insured. 
It  is  from  Messrs.  Bennett,  Brown  & 
Co.,  the  well-known  insurance  brokers 
there.  They  have  forwarded  this  tele- 
gram to  me  this  morning — 

"  You  are  quite  right.  The  Theasaly  was  not 
a  '.loss,  and  the  Underwriters  only  paid  for 
her  repair." 

I  thmk  I  need  not  trouble  the  House 
J/r.  Jfac  Ivet* 


further  in  regard  to  the  ThesMly  ;  but  I 
submit  that  I  have  some  right  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  withdraw  un- 
reservedly every  word  he  has  said  about 
that  vessel,  in  regard  to  which  I  have  a 
further  telegram  announcing  her  safe 
arrival  at  St.  Yincent  on  Saturday  last. 
IJndeT|these  circumstances,  I  think  I  have 
a  right  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  recall  and  omit  entirely  my  name  from 
the  Parliamentary  Return  No.  258,  in 
which  it  is  inserted,  in  connection  with 
the  lost  steamer  Stromholi^  notwithstand- 
ing what  I  have  said  in  this  House. 
Anyone  who  looks  at  page  6  will  find 
my  name  inserted  as  a  delegate,  although 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  that  I 
was  not  a  delegate,  and  that,  as  regards 
the  Stromholif  I  had  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  her  for  some  four  or  five 
years  previous  to  the  disaster.  I  have 
only  to  thank  the  House  for  the  kindness 
with  which  it  has  listened  to  me,  and  to 
call  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
withdraw  absolutely  and  completely  the 
whole  of  what  he  said. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  am  sorry 
that  I  did  not  hear  the  opening  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Mac 
Iver) ;  but  the  fault  rests  with  himself 
in  not  having  given  me  Notice  that  he 
intended  to  raise  the  question.  I  under- 
stand that  he  complains  of  an  answer 
which  I  gave  to  a  Question  put  by  him 
on  Tuesday,  which  he  says  was  inaccu- 
rate and  which  he  asks  me  to  withdraw. 
Now,  I  should  like  at  once  to  say  that  I 
made  a  technical  mistake  in  describing 
the  Thessalt/  as  a  constructive  total  loss. 
["  Oh ! "]  I  repeat  that  it  was  a  technical 
mistake  only,  that  I  was  misinformed  in 
'the  description  I  gave  of  the  Thessaly  as 
a  constructive  total  loss.  [**  Oh,  oh !  "J 
Yes ;  a  technical  mistake  only.  I  was 
speaking,  of  course,  from  information 
which  I  had  received,  and  I  believe  I 
was  wrong  in  describing  the  Thestaly  as 
a  constructive  total  loss.  That,  how- 
ever, does  not  affect  the  general  question 
in  the  slightest  degree.  But,  having 
said  so  much,  I  have  no  other  word  to 
withdraw  from  the  statement  which  I 
made,  and  I  cannot  accept  the  invitation 
which  has  been  made  to  me  by  the  hon. 
Member.  The  Thessaly  was  removed 
from  the  Register,  and  was  described  as 
a  loss  in  a  letter  which  the  hon. 
Member  himself  wrote  to  the  De- 
partment,   in    which    he    stated    that 
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the  vessel  had  been  stranded,  and  had 
been   removed    from    the    J^egister    in 
1877,      In  these  circumBtances,  in   my 
opinion^  she  was  correctly  described  as  a 
loss.     It  is  perfectly  true  that  after  this 
very  flerioue  accident    she  was  got  oflT 
the  rook  upon    which    she    had    been 
wrecked,    her    orew  having  been    pre- 
viously removed  from  the  wreck,    and 
that^  having  been  repairod,  she  is,  no 
doubt,   now  in  service.     But  that  fact 
does  not  ia  the  least  degree  alter  the 
accuracy  of  the  statemeot  which  I  made. 
With  regard  to  the  Stromholij  I  have 
only  to  repeat  what  I  said  yesterday,     I 
do  not  understand  that  anything  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  said  haa  impeached 
the  accuracy  of  my  statement.     I  may 
add  a  little  to  the  statement   which  I 
made  the  other  night.     On  the  second 
reading  of  the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill, 
I  stated  that  certain  picked  men  in  tho  ! 
shipping  trade— 59    in   number — who! 
had  heea  selected  as  a  deputation  at  a 
large  meeting,  and  who  miiet»  therefore^ 
be  taken  to  be  among  the  best  and  most 
honourable  men  in  the  trade,  and  against 
whose  character  not  a  word  was  to  be 
paid,  had  lost  a  considerable  number  of 
ships,  and  that  attendant  npon  that  loss 
there  had  been   a  considerable  loss  of 
life.     Let  it  be  understood  that  I  do  not 
bring    any  accusation    against   any  of 
those    gentlemen    as   owners    of   these 
vesBels.     I  was  only  stating  the  extent 
of  the  losses,  and  I  have  no  knowledge 
that,  in  any  one  of  these  cases  of  loss, 
any  blame    attached  to  the  owner.     I 
was  only  quoting  the  fact  to  show  that, 
where    such  a  terrible  loss  took  place 
in    connection  with   the    ships    of  the  i 
picked  men  of  the  trade,  the  trade  as 
a  whole  had  no  right  to  contend  that 
it  should  be   removed   fi*om    criticism, 
and  have  no  legislation  applied  to  it, 
such  as  h  applied   to  other  and  less- 
favoured  trades.     That  being  so,  any- 
one  who  finds  his  name  mentioned  in 
that  list  will  know  that  it  is  intlufled 
with  those  of  the  first  shipowners  of  the 
country,  and  he  has  no  right  to  com- 
plain, or  to  believe,   that  any  personal 
accusation  is   made   against   him.      In 
making  that  statement  I  was  anxious  to 
avoid  personal  allusions,  and,  therefore, 
I  did  not  give  the  names  of  the  59  gen- 
tlemen in  question.      I  only  gave  the 
aggregate  number.     The  names,  how- 
ever, were  demanded,  and  I  was  com- 
pelled to  furniah  them  in  a  Heturu  which 


was  moved  for  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland  (Mr,  Storey),  and  which  I 
could  not  refuse  to  give.  I  had,  in  that 
Hot  urn,  to  show  how  I  obtained  the 
aggregate  I  had  given.  The  name  of 
the  hon.  Member's  (Mr.  Mao  Iver's) 
brother,  or  some  other  relative-^ — Mr.  0. 
Mao  Iver — appeared  as  the  owner  of 
the  Stromholij  which  was  lost,  and  the 
hon.  Member  himself  was  at  the  meet- 
ing, Mr.  C.  Mac  Iver  was  nndoubt- 
edly  the  owner  of  the  ship ;  the 
Strom  hit  was  undoubtedly  lost ;  and, 
with  the  exception  of  having  treated 
the  ThuHalt/  as  a  constructive  total  loss, 
whereas  she  was  a  stranded  vessel,  I 
have  nothing  to  withdraw,  and  I  do  not 
see  what  the  hon.  Member  complains  of. 
Me.  MAO  IYER :  I  hope  the  House 
will  extend  its  indulgence  to  me  for  a 
few  minutes  longer.  I  will  say  nothing 
more  about  the  Theisaly,  because  the  tele- 
grams which  I  have  read  to  the  House 
put  that  matter  right ;  but  I  want  to 
refer  to  the  SiromhoU,  and  to  read  a 
sentence  from  the  Rot  urn  to  which  I 
have  alluded.  I  obtained  this  Heturn 
in  the  Yote  Office  to-day ;  and  I  quote 
from  it  these  words — 

"  Note.  ^  Since  Mr.  CliamberlaiB*8  speech, 
inquiries  hxve  been  continued  in  caaes  whore 
any  doubt  existed,  and  the  facts  appear  to  bo  as 
foUowa  ;— il»,  not  47,  of  the  delegatoi  and  Mem* 
b«rs  of  Parliament  who  attended  the  Camion 
Street  meetingowned  ships  in  their  own  names. 
The  G9  abips  belonged  to  30  of  these  Id  ahip- 
owners  *' — 

and  so  on,  A  list  is  given  in  the  Return 
which  purports  to  be  the  names  of  these 
delegates  and  Members  of  Parliament, 
and  also  a  list  of  the  ships  and  number  of 
lives  lost,  and  among  the  names  of  the 
delegates  and  Members  of  Parliament  I 
find  my  own  included.  The  House,  I  pre- 
sume, will  believe  me  when  I  say  that  I 
did  not  attend  the  meeting  as  a  delegate, 
unless  being  Member  for  Birkenhead — 
a  shipping  constituency — would  consti- 
tute me  a  delegate.  I  attended  the  meet- 
ing simply  as  a  shipowner.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers will  refer  to  the  Return,  they  will  see 
that  on  imgQ  6  my  name  is  mentioned  in 
connection  with  the  loss  of  the  StrombolL 
I  cannot  express^  in  Parliamentary  lan- 
guage, what  I  think  of  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman's  statement  with  regard  to 
the  loss  of  the  StromhoUt  in  connection 
with  which  my  name  undoubtedly  ap- 
pears in  this  Keturn,  The  Stromholi  did 
not  belong  to  me.  I  have  only  one 
word  more  to  say  before  I  sit  down.    I 
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on  the  face  of  them.     They  are  to  make 

food  certain  deficiencies  under  various 
eads,  for  the  financial  year  ending  upon 
March  31st,  1885.  When  the  Order  for 
Committee  of  Supply  is  read,  I  shall, 
therefore,  leave  the  Chair  without  Ques- 
tion put. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

ARMY   SUPPLEMENTARY  ESTIMATES* 

1884-6— MILITARY  OPERATIONS   IN 

EGYPT  AND  BECHUANALAND. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

The  Makquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Sir  Arthur  Otway,  I  have  not  been 
able  to  form  any  opinion,  beforehand, 
as  to  the  character  of  the  discussion 
which  is  likely  to  take  place  on  the  Sup- 
plementary Estimate  for  the  Soudan  Ex- 
pedition, which  I  am  about  to  move.  I 
own  that  I  cannot  tell  whether  that  dis- 
cussion is  likely  to  turn  upon  questions 
of  a  political  character,  or  upon  ques- 
tions of  a  military  character,  or  upon 
both.  In  those  circumstances,  I  think 
it  would  be  most  convenient,  as  I  and 
my  hon.  Friends  on  this  Bench  will  have 
an  opportunity,  if  necessary,  of  address- 
ing the  Committee  again,  that  I  should 
make  a  comparatively  short  statement 
in  proposing  the  Vote,  reserving  for  a 
future  opportunity,  should  it  be  neces- 
sary, any  explanations  which  may  be 
subsequently  required.  Well,  Sir,  I 
think  it  is  not  necessary,  for  my  purpose 
this  evening,  to  go  back  further  than 
the  Vote  of  Credit  of  £300,000,  which 
the  House  granted  at  the  beginning  of 
the  month  of  August  last.  Instructions 
were  immediately  given  to  the  Ge- 
neral Officer  commanding  in  Egypt 
upon  the  passing  of  that  Vote  of 
Credit,  and  those  instructions  will  be 
found  in  Parliamentary  Papers  (Egypt), 
No.  35,  at  No.  18  of  that  Blue 
Book.  The  Committee  will  see  that 
those  instructions  were  given  solely  in 
the  sense  of  preparation  for  the  move- 
ment of  troops  to  the  Soudan,  if  it  should 
become  necessary,  and  that  they  did  not 
cover  any  orders  or  any  movements  of 
troops  of  a  hostile  character.  The  Go- 
vernment were  of  opinion,  at  that  time, 
that  the  conditions  which  they  had  on 
more  than  one  occasion  stated  to  the 
House  as  those  only  under  which  they 
would  consider  themselves  entitled  actu- 

M/\  Speaker 


ally  to  send  an  Expedition  to  Khartoum 
were  not  entirely  satisfied,  and  that  the 
contingency  had  not  arrived  in  which 
they  were  absolutely  convinced  that,  ad- 
hering to  those  pledges,  it  would  be  ne- 
cessary  to  send  a  force  beyond  the 
frontier  of  Egypt.  But  the  instructions 
which  were  sent  were  of  such  a  charac- 
ter that  no  time  would  be  lost,  if  it 
should  be  at  any  subsequent  time  de- 
cided that  such  an  Expedition  should  be 
despatched.  Well,  Sir,  the  instructions, 
as  I  have  said,  which  were  sent  are  con- 
tained in  No.  18  of  Blue  Book  35.  I 
ought,  perhaps,  very  briefly  to  refer  to 
what  the  principal  instructions  were. 
They  included  a  certain  increase  of  the 
Force  of  Her  Majesty's  troops  in  Egypt. 
They  directed  a  concentration  of  troops 
at  Wady  Haifa,  which  was  considered 
the  extreme  frontier  of  the  Dominion 
of  the  Khedive.  They  directed  that  as 
many  Nile  steamers  as  was  possible,  and 
considered  expedient,  should  at  once, 
during  the  continuance  of  the  high  river, 
pass  up  the  First  and  Second  Cataracts. 
They  also  included  that  provision  should 
be  made  for  supplementing  the  means 
of  local  river  transport,  by  the  provision 
of  boats  to  be  made  in  England,  and  to 
be  sent  out  to  Egypt.  They  also  in- 
cluded provision  for  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  stores  in  England,  and  the  de- 
spatch of  those  stores  to  Egypt;  and 
they  further  directed  that  arrangements 
should  be  made  for  collecting  large 
quantities  of  stores  at  Wady  Haifa, 
where  the  troops  were  to  be  concen- 
trated. They  also  directed  that  arrange- 
ments should  be  made  for  a  corps  of 
Canadian  boatmen,  and  a  certain  num- 
ber of  Kroomen  from  the  "West  Coast  of 
Africa — men  who  were  considered  to 
have  great  experience  of  the  navigation 
of  small  craft  of  the  description  proposed 
to  be  sent  out  from  England,  either  in 
rapid  rivers  or  in  rough  water.  They 
also  included  measures  for  putting  the 
Egyptian  railway,  both  from  Cairo  to 
Assouan,  and  also  portions  of  the  rail- 
way which  pass  some  of  the  worst 
portions  of  the  Cataracts,  in  a  better 
state  of  repair,  and  the  reorganization 
of  a  small  amount  of  land  transport, 
in  addition  to  the  water  transport 
to  which  I  have  referred.  I  thidk 
the  Committee  will  see  that  those  in- 
structions, although  they  did  not  eon^ 
template  auy  immediate  actual  move- 
ment of  troops  of  a  hostile  character, 
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were  eaoli  us  to  provide  for  tht*  under- 
taking of  such  a  movement  without  in- 
oiuTing  any  more  delay  than  it'  the 
actual  orders  for  such  a  movement  had 
been  given  at  the  time.  One  of  the 
first  questions  which  wo  had  to  decide, 
after  obtaining  the  Vote  of  Credit  from  ' 
the  House,  was  the  choice  of  route  to 
be  adopted  in  the  event  of  an  Expedition 
being  sent.  The  main  reasons  for  the 
choice  of  the  route  selected — that  of  tho 
Nile  Valley— are  also  stated  in  the  de- 
spatch to  General  Sir  Frederick  Stephen- 
eon,  to  which  I  have  referred.  The 
prinoipal  reasons  which  influenced  the 
Government  were  these: — If  the  alter- 
native route  by  Buakin  to  Berber  bad 
been  adopted,  it  %vould  have  been  in- 
evitable tbat  any  advance  of  troops  by 
that  route  would  have  been  accom- 
panied  by  severe  figb ting  with  the  tribes 
with  whom  we  had  already  been  in  col- 
lision, and  with  whom  the  Committee  is 
aware  we  had  no  desire  to  find  ourselves 
again  in  conflict,  if  the  objects  we  had 
in  view  could  be  secured  without  resort- 
ing to  such  means.  In  addition  to  this, 
the  movement  of  a  considerable  body  of 
men  from  Suakin  to  Berber,  in  the  face 
of  a  determined  and  fanatical  enemy, 
whom  thore  was  every  reason  to  think  we 
siould  meet,  would  have  been  one  of  very 
considerable  difficulty.  No  doubt,  the 
force  which  Osman  Digna  had  concen- 
trated in  the  neighbourh€»od  of  8uakin 
might  have  been  disposed  oi  without 
considerable  difficulty  in  the  early  spring 
of  the  year;  but  the  most  difficult  por- 
tion of  the  march  would  have  been  the 
latter  portion  of  itr— across  an  almost 
absolutely  waterless  desert^  which  has 
never  been  traversed  except  by  small 
bodies  of  troops  at  one  time.  That  would 
have  presented  great  difficulties  to  the 
passage  of  a  large  force ;  and  at  that 
time  it  was,  and  still  is,  a  perfectly  un- 
known quantity  what  might  have  been 
the  amount  and  character  of  the  force 
which  would  have  to  be  encountered  at 
the  further  destination  of  the  march. 
The  number  of  the  enemy  that  might 
have  been  found  in  opposition  to  our 
troops  in  the  neighboui-hood  of  Berber 
was  unknown ;  and  if  that  number  was 
considerable  it  would  have  been  a  matter 
of  great  difficulty  to  have  brought  up, 
Bimultaneously,  a  sufficient  force  to  make 
it  a  safe  operation  to  attack  the  force  we 
might  have  found  ourselves  in  conflict 
with.  In  addition  to  these  circumstances, 
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the  expenditure  which  would  have  been 
incurred  in  providing  for  the  advance 
from  Suakin  to  Berber  would  have  been, 
probably,  much  larger  than  the  Com- 
mittee is  now  asked  to  grant,  or  is  likely 
to  be  asked  to  incur,  in  respect  of  the 
Nile  route.  For  the  reasons  which  I 
have  stated  any  force  despatched  from 
Suakin  to  Berber  must  have  been  a 
force  of  considerable  strength  in  order 
to  meet  any  possible  combinations  likely 
to  be  met  with  at  its  destination  at 
Berber. 

LoKD  EUSTACE  CECIL :  Has  the 
expense  been  estimated  at  all?  The 
noble  Marquess  speaks  with  great  con- 
fidence about  the  expense, 

TheMahquebs  of  HARTINGTON: 
I  cannot  give  the  noblo  Lord  details; 
but  I  will  give  him  the  reasons  why 
we  think  it  would  have  been  a  very 
heavy  expense  indeed.  The  foi*ce  must 
have  been,  as  X  say,  one  of  considerable 
siise  J  the  means  of  transport,  and  the 
means  nf  keeping  up  communication  for 
the  whole  of  the  force,  must  have  been 
great.  No  doubt,  the  8uakin  and  Berber 
route  had  been  used  in  past  times  by  tho 
Egyptian  Government  for  the  transport 
of  small  bodies  of  troops  ;  but  that  was 
at  a  time  when  the  country  was  in  a 
quiet  and  peaceful  state.  But  no  attempt 
to  transport  a  large  body,  simultaneously, 
across  tho  desert  has  been  made.  I  do 
not  say  that  if  it  were  a  question  of 
moving  troops,  in  time  of  peace,  from 
Egypt  to  Berber  that  the  Suakin  and 
Berber  routo  might  not  be  the  most 
economical  as  well  as  the  quickest ;  but, 
taken  into  consideration  with  the  fact 
that  we  had  decided  upon  moving  a 
large  force  simultaneously  across  a 
desert  of  that  description  providing  the 
force  on  march  with  the  water  neces- 
sary, not  only  for  tho  men,  but  also  for 
the  animals  accompanying  it,  the  amount 
of  land  transport  which  would  have 
been  required  would  have  been  enor- 
mous. And  when  the  noble  Lord  nska 
me  for  an  estimate  of  the  expense,  I 
say  it  is  almost  impossible  for  me  to 
furnish  it,  so  great  must  have  been  tho 
ditficulty  of  providing  the  necessary 
quantity  of  transpcu-t  animals  and  of 
stores  needed  for  their  maiutanance.  Be- 
fore I  leave  Suakin  I  should  like  to  say, 
for  reasons  previously  stated,  and  also 
because  it  would  be  extremely  impru- 
dent to  abandon  an  alternative  ro\ite 
which  it  might  be  necessary  in  certain 
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eventualities  to  make  use  of,  that  prepa- 
rations for  putting  the  Port  of  Suakin  in 
a  state  to  receive  troops  or  stores  have 
been  continued,  and  are  being  continued 
at  the  present  moment.  The  Marines 
and  the  Egyptian  troops  which  have 
occupied  that  port  have  had  an  extremely 
arduous  and  severe  time  during  the 
whole  of  the  past  summer,  having  been 
constantly  attacked  by  the  force  under 
Osman  Digna.  It  is  only  due  to 
General  Fremantle,  the  General  Officer 
commanding  there,  to  Major  Chermside, 
acting  as  Governor  of  the  place  and 
Political  Officer — who  has  kept  up  the 
communications  in  the  neighbourhood 
during  the  whole  of  the  time — to  say 
that  the  Marines,  under  the  command  of 
General  Fremantle,  and  also  the  Egyp- 
tian troops,  have  acted  in  a  manner 
which  has  called  forth  the  highest  ap- 
proval of  the  officer  commanding  in 
Egypt,  which  the  Government  have  re- 
cognized, and  which  I  am  sure  the  Com- 
mittee will  recognize  also.  Besides  the 
objections  to  the  Suakin  and  Berber 
route,  it  occurred  to  us  that  there  are 
advantages  of  a  positive  character  in 
favour  of  the  Nile  route.  It  was  at 
that  time  necessary,  independently  of 
any  advance  in  the  Soudan,  to  take 
some  measures  to  restrain  a  certain  agi- 
tation which  was  beginning  to  exist  in 
Upper  Egypt,  owing  to  the  reports 
which  we  received  of  the  advance  and 
successes  of  the  Mahdi,  which  might 
have  caused  a  certain  amount  of  excite- 
ment among  the  Natives,  and  which 
might  have  led  to  serious  consequences. 
It  would  have  been  necessary,  there- 
fore, under  any  circumstances,  to  have 
advanced  troops  further  up  the  Nile, 
and  to  have  strengthened  the  position 
then  held  by  our  troops.  At  the  same 
time,  it  appeared  that  an  advance  by 
the  Nile  might  have  the  desirable  effect 
of  strengthening  the  position  of  the 
Mudir  of  Dongola,  and  enabling  him  to 
hold  the  town  and  Province  of  Dongola 
for  the  Egyptian  Government,  which 
might  be  a  matter  of  great  importane  in 
the  event  of  any  further  operations  being 
undertaken  in  the  direction  of  Khar- 
toum. Up  to  that  time  very  little  had 
been  known  either  as  to  the  disposition 
and  character  of  the  Mudir  of  Dongola 
himself,  or  of  the  resources  that  he  was 
able  to  command  for  the  maintenance 
of  his  position.  Major  Kitchener  at 
that  time,   however,  had  been  in  the 
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neighbourhood  of  Dongola,  and  he  sent 
-full  Eeports  to  the  Government  as  to  the 
state  of  affairs  there ;  and  though^  the 
Government  had  previously  entertained 
a  totally  different  opinion,  it  appeared, 
at  the  time  I  am  speaking  of,  that  a  de- 
monstration of  support  to  the  Mudir 
might  enable  him — as  it  has  enabled 
him,  in  fact — ^to  maintain  his  position 
and  to  hold  the  town  and  Province  of 
Dongola  without  any  fear  of  attack 
from  the  Mahdi  or  any  of  his  partizans. 
No  doubt,  the  difficulties  of  the  Nile 
route  were  very  great.  The  Heport  of 
which  I  am  speaking  was  a  very  elabo- 
rate as  to  the  Nile,  and  the  difficulties 
and  character  of  its  navigation.  That 
Beport,  which  was  examined  by  the 
Military  and  Naval  Authorities  in  Egypt 
and  at  home,  led  us  to  form  the  opinion 
that,  considering  the  limited  amount  of 
the  resources  of  river  transport  which 
existed  on  the  Nile,  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  transport  by  those  means  only 
a  sufficient  force,  certainly  to  reach 
Khartoum  in  the  course  of  the  present 
winter.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
it  might  be  possible,  relying  on  those 
resources  only,  to  send  a  moderate 
force  as  far  as  Dongola.  There  was 
no  reason  to  think,  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, there  was  every  reason  to  douVt, 
whether,  relying  on  such  means  only, 
it  would  be  possible  to  take  even  such  a 
force  beyond  Dongola  so  as  to  be  able  to 
go  beyond  that  point  as  far  as  Elhar- 
toum  if  necessary.  Lord  Wolseley, 
from  the  time  that  this  came  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Government,  had 
entertained  the  idea  that  an  advance  by 
the  Nile  might  be  made  to  a  great  de- 
gree independently  of  the  local  means  of 
transport,  by  the  employment  of  boats 
to  be  constructed  in  this  country  and 
sent  out  to  Egypt,  of  a  character  similar 
to  those  which  he  had  himself  employed 
on  the  small  Expedition  which  took 
place  some  years  ago  in  North  America 
— an  expedition  known  as  the  "Red 
Eiver  Expedition.  Well,  I  consulted 
various  officers,  besides  Lord  Wolseley, 
who  had  taken  part  in  that  Expedition 
with  him.  I  placed  before  them  all  the 
Eeports  upon  the  Eiver  Nile,  and  on  the 
means  of  transport  which  existed  upon 
that  river ;  and  I  endeavoured  to  obtain 
their  opinion  as  to  whether  an  advance 
up  the  Nile,  relying,  in  a  great  degree, 
for  the  means  of  transport  upon  boats  of 
this  description,  woula  be  a  practicable 
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operation.  The  opinion  which  I  ob- 
tained from  those  officers  was  so  favour- 
able as  reasonably  to  satisfy  rae  that 
the  operation  was  one  of  a  practicable 
nature, 

8iR  WALTER  B,  BAETTELOT  : 
Will  tlie  noble  Marquess  state  who  were 
the  officers  consulted  ? 

The  Marqltess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  must  be 
perfectly  aware  that  there  were  officers 
available  who  had  taken  part  in  the 
Hed  River  Expedition  with  Lord  Wolse- 
ley.  There  was  not  only  Lord  Wolseloy 
himself,  but  there  were  General  Buller, 
General  ^rNeil,  Colonel  Alleyne,  and 
Colonel  Butler.  These  were  the  officers 
♦  hiefly  consulted  on  the  subject.  They 
had  taken  part  in  the  Red  River  Expe- 
dition, and  they  were  unanimously  of 
opinion  that  the  operation  was  a  prac- 
ticable and  a  feasible  one. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  :  I  nm  sorry  to  inter- 
rupt the  noble  Marquess.  He  has  given 
the  names  of  the  officers  who  recom- 
mended the  Nile  route.  Will  he  also 
give  the  names  of  the  officers  who  recom- 
mended the  Suakin  and  Berber  route  ? 

The  Marqitess  of  KARTINGTON  : 
I  am  stating,  Sir,  what  were  the  reasons 
which  induced  me  to  think  the  Nile 
route  practicable.  I  have  not  the  least 
objection  to  state— and  I  shall  have 
occasion  to  state  if  the  hon.  Member 
will  not  interrupt  me — the  opinions  that 
were  entertained  on  the  subject  by  offi- 
cers in  Egypt.  As  I  have  stated,  con- 
siderable doubts  were  expressed  in 
Egypt  as  to  the  practicable  character  of 
the  proposal  to  employ  small  boats  of 
ibia  description  in  the  transport  of  the 
Expedition.  Officers  in  Egypt,  who  had 
done  everything  that  was  in  their  power 
to  meet  our  %'iews,  who  had  carried  out 
with  great  energy  all  the  instructions 
that  had  been  given  to  them,  and  who,  I 
do  not  feel  the  slightest  doubt,  would 
have  carried  out  in  the  same  way  any 
further  instructions  that  might  have 
been  sent  to  them,  appeared,  in  our 
opinion,  to  entertain — probably  from  not 
being  acquainted  with  the  exact  nature 
of  the  measures  proposed  to  bo  taken— 
doubts  as  to  ours  being  the  best  plan. 
It  appeared  to  ns  that  while  they  were 
prepared,  with  the  resources  at  their 
command,  to  place  a  considerable  force- 
perhaps  a  force  larger  than  wo  con- 
sidered at  that  time  necessary — at  Don- 
gols,  relying  solely  on  the  steamboats 


for  means  of  transport,  they  had  not 
formed  in  their  own  mind,  and  did  not 
appear  able  to  form,  any  definite  plan 
of  operations  by  which,  in  the  event  of 
the  necessity  occurring,  t!jat  force,  or 
any  larger  or  smaller  force,  could  be 
successfully  transported  beyond  Doiigola 
as  far  as  Khartoum,  should  that  be 
requisite.  We  thought,  therefore,  con- 
sidering the  difficulty  of  explaining  by 
means  of  correspondence,  and  still  more 
by  means  of  telegraphic  correspondence, 
the  exact  nature  of  the  views  entertained 
here,  that  it  would  be  desirable,  both  in 
justice  to  the  officers  who  had  recom- 
mended this  operation,  and  to  the  offi* 
cers  on  the  spot  who  felt  a  doubt  as  to 
the  possibility  of  carrying  it  out,  and 
also  in  the  interest  of  the  successful 
carrying  out  of  the  operation  itself,  that 
the  responsibility  for  its  execution  ought 
to  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  officer 
who  had  been  principally  concerned  in 
recommending  it.  Accordingly,  without 
disparaging  in  the  slightest  degree  either 
the  ability,  or  the  energy,  or  the  goodwill 
of  Sir  Frederick  Stephenson  and  his  Staff, 
we  thought  it  desirable  that  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  Expedition  should  be  con- 
fided to  Lord  Wolseley,  who  recom- 
mended it,  and  felt  perfectly  confident  of 
success  in  carrying  it  out.  Well,  up  to 
the  time  I  am  referring  to,  nothing  had 
been  done  except  the  making  of  certain 
preparations.  I  was  asked  by  an  hon. 
Member  the  other  day  in  the  House  at 
what  time  the  actual  decision  was  arrived 
at  by  the  Government  to  send  the  Expe- 
dition. I  gave  the  date  of  August  23 
as  the  time  when  the  first  order  waa 
given  for  the  movement  of  the  troops 
beyond  the  Egyptian  Frontier  at  Wady 
Ualfa,  The  reason  for  that  order  being 
given  will  be  found  in  Blue  Book  No,  35, 
to  which  I  have  already  referred.  The 
silence  and  uncertainty  as  to  the  posi- 
tion of  General  Gordon  in  Khartoum 
still  continued  ;  the  time  within  which 
any  operations  for  his  relief  could  be 
undertaken  was  rapidly  shortening;  and 
it  appeared  to  me  desirable,  in  tho 
uncertainty  that  prevailed  relating  to 
General  Gordon's  fate,  that  the  actual 
advance  of  the  troops  to  a  position  nearer 
to  Khartoum  than  Wady  Haifa  had  be- 
come necessary.  It  also  appeared  to 
Her  Majesty^s  Government  that  the 
position  of  Dongola  was  menaced,  and 
that  the  reports  of  the  successes  of  the 
Mahdi  at  Berber  and  other  placos  made 
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it  possible  that  the  Mudir  of  Dongola 
might  not  be  able  to  maintain  his  position 
there  longer,  unless  he  was  supported  by 
some  active  assistance  from  Egypt.  The 
order  was,  therefore,  given  on  August  23, 
as  will  be  found  in  the  Blue  Book,  to 
despatch,  as  soon  as  possible,  Mounted 
Infantry  from  Wady  Haifa  to  Dongola. 
That  order  was  followed  on  the  26th  by 
another  directing  the  despatch,  as  soon 
as  possible,  after  the  Mounted  Infantry, 
by  any  means  available,  of  a  battalion 
of  Infantry  from  the  same  place.  These 
troops  are  now  in  Dongola.  One  bat- 
talion of  Infantry  is  there  at  this  moment, 
together  with  400  of  the  Mounted  In- 
fiintry ;  and  another  company,  which  is 
now  on  its  way,  will  be  there  in  a  day 
or  two.  Lord  Wolseley  has  now  de- 
termined, as  soon  as  possible,  to  con- 
centrate a  force  of  about  2,000  men — or 
somewhat  in  excess  of  2,000 — at  a  place 
called  Debbeh,  which  is  considerably 
higher  up  the  river  than  Dongola ;  and 
he  has  given  his  opinion  that  if  he  should 
find  that  the  attitude  of  the  tribes  is  such 
as  he  has  every  reason  to  believe  it  is, 
and  as  he  anticipates  he  will  find  it  to 
be,  it  will  be  in  his  power  to  advance 
that  force,  or  the  greater  portion  of  it, 
as  a  mounted  force  across  the  desert,  to 
Elhartoum,  if  necessary,  in  advance  of 
any  considerable  movement  of  Infantry. 
In  the  opinion  of  Lord  Wolseley,  the 
Gamel  Oorps,  composed  of  drafts  from  a 
number  of  difiPerent  regiments,  will  be 
particularly  suitable  for  that  operation, 
and  in  his  opinion  it  may  render  the 
advance  of  any  considerable  force  from 
Dongola  unnecessary.  In  fact,  one  of 
the  advantages  the  Government  claim 
for  the  plan  of  operations  which  has 
been  adopted  is  that  it  is,  to  a  certain 
extent,  an  elastic  one.  It  provides,  in 
our  opinion,  the  means  of  sending  a  con- 
siderable and  a  sufficient  force,  if  it 
should  be  necessary,  of  somewhat  be- 
tween 5,000  and  6,000  men  the  whole 
distance  by  river,  which,  in  the  opinion 
of  our  military  advisers,  will  be  a 
sufficient  amount  of  force  to  meet  suc- 
cessfully and  overcome  any  resistance 
that  is  at  all  likely  to  be  offered.  On 
the  other  band,  that  very  considerable 
operation  might  be  converted,  if  circum- 
stances prove  favourable,  into  one  of  a 
much  smaller  character  such  as  I  have 
indicated  —  namely,  the  sending  of  a 
much  smaller  but  sufficient  force  of 
Mounted  Infantry,    across  the   desert, 
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which  would  accomplish  the  object  in 
view  with  much  greater  rapidity,  and 
render  it  possible  that  the  rest  of  the 
troops  would  not  be  necessary.  Without 
goinff  into  the  details  *of  the  progress 
that  has  been  made,  I  may  say  that  the 
recent  information  which  we  have  re- 
ceived, both  publicly  and  privately,  from 
Lord  Wolseley  tends  to  show  that  he 
has  confidence  in  the  soundness  of  the 
plan  which  he  has  adopted ;  and,  in  fact, 
he  still  holds  the  opinion  that  it  would 
not  have  been  possible,  by  any  other 
means  than  that  of  the  small  boats  sent 
out  from  this  country,  to  have  absolutely 
secured  the  possibility  of  making  an 
advance  to  Khartoum  with  a  sufficient 
force  during  the  present  winter.  As  to 
the  object  of  the  expedition,  the  instruc- 
tions which  were  given  to  Lord  Wolseley 
have  been  published  in  No.  35  of  the 
Egyptian  Papers,  towards  the  end.  The 
primary  object  of  the  expedition  is,  as 
it  has  always  been,  ana  was  always 
meant  to  be,  the  relief  of  Oeneral 
Gordon.  I  wish  that  we  could  add  that 
we  have  still  any  hope  that  it  might  also 
secure  the  relief  of  Colonel  Stewart ;  but 
I  fear,  from  the  additional  information 
which  has  been  received  since  a  Ques- 
tion was  last  asked  in  this  House  on  this 
subject,  that  there  is  now  very  little 
hope  that  Colonel  Stewart  was  not  among 
the  party  which  appears  to  have  been 
treacherously  murdered  by  an  Arab 
sheikh  near  a  place  called  Merawi. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE  :  Can 
the  noble  Marquess  give  the  Committee 
any  information  wi3i  respect  to  Mr. 
Power  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
We  have  every  reason  to  think  that  Mr. 
Power  was  also  of  that  party.  When 
the  Question  was  asked  in  this  House, 
I  expressed  the  deep  sense  that  the  Go- 
vernment entertained  of  the  gallantry 
with  which  Colonel  Stewart  had  under- 
taken that  expedition,  and  of  the  manner 
in  which,  as  far  as  our  intelligence  en- 
ables us  to  judge,  he  seconded  the  efforts 
of  General  Gordon  during  their  long  im- 
prisonment in  Khartoum.  But  while 
the  primary  object  of  the  expedition  was 
the  relief  of  General  Gordon,  Lord 
Wolseley  has  received  full  instructions 
which  do  not  preclude  him  from  takina^ 
any  steps  in  his  power  to  establish  and 
leave  behind  him  at  Khartoum  and  in 
that  district  a  settled  form  of  Gbvem* 
ment.  On  the  contrary,  instructions  have 
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been  given  to  him  which  entitle  him  to  talte 
8Uoh  steps,  if  he  should  find  that  there  are 
any  practicable  stops  that  can  be  taken 
in  that  direction.  Thus,  in  fact,  the  two  ob- 
jects of  his  mission — ^the  relief  of  Gene- 
ral Gordon  and  of  Khartoum,  and  the 
establishment  of  a  settled  form  of  Go- 
vernment in  the  district — are  connected 
together.  The  facility  of  reaching 
Khartoum,  and  the  possibility  of  reliev- 
ing General  Gordon,  may  depend  very 
much,  indeed,  upon  the  arrangements 
which  may  be  made  beforehand  for  an* 
nouncing  to  the  people  the  establiah- 
ment  of  some  form  of  Government  in  the 
district  after  General  Gordon  shall  have 
left.  At  the  present  time  it  is  prema- 
ture to  anticipate  what  arrangements 
it  may  be  in  the  power  of  Lord  Wolse- 
ley  to  make.  He  is  on  the  spot,  and 
iSj  therefore,  better  able  to  form  an  opi* 
nion  than  we  can  as  to  what  arrange- 
ments should  be  made.  All  I  can  do  is 
to  assure  the  Committee  that  this  con- 
sideration is  fully  present  to  the  mind 
of  Lord  Wolseley,  and  that  he  fully 
understands  that  the  greatest  possible 
triumph  which  he  could  achieve^ — a 
triumph  very  much  greater  than  that  of 
any  victory  he  could  gain,  or  any  suc- 
cessful march  he  could  accomplish — 
would  be  the  making  of  such  political 
arrangomeuts  as  would  enable  the  ob- 
ject of  his  mission,  and  of  General  Gor- 
don's mission  as  well,  to  be  successfully 
accomplished  without  the  necessity  of 
fighting  at  all.  As  to  the  amount  of 
these  Estimates,  it  is  very  true  that  we 
have  very  considerably — very  greatly — 
exceeded  in  our  preparations  the  Tote  of 
£300,000  granted  by  Parliament  in 
August  last.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Prime  Minister,  in  moving  that  Vote  of 
Credit,  did  not  pledge  the  Government 
to  the  expenditure  of  that  exact  sum  ; 
and  he  carefully  refrained  from  saying 
tbat  it  was  based  upon  any  Estimates 
that  were  then  produced  for  definite  mea- 
sures or  dednite  preparations.  What, 
in  our  opinion,  that  Vote  of  £300,000 
did  was  to  make  it  incumbent  on  the 
Government  to  make  suoh  preparations 
as,  in  our  opinion,  would  enable  us  suc- 
cessfully to  discharge  our  obligations  to 
General  Gordon,  which  we  have  repeat- 
edly admitted  we  have  incurred.  Of 
course,  the  principal  responsibility  for 
the  making  of  the  preparations  which 
were  necessary,  after  the  Vote  of  Credit 
was  passed,  has  devolved  upon  me ;  and. 


undoubtedly,  fi-om  the  very  beginning 
of  the  preparations^  I  have  felt  that  re- 
sponsibility. From  the  moment  these 
preparations  were  taken  in  hand  they 
were  found  to  assume  very  considerably 
larger  proportions  than  had  been  antici- 
pated. But,  as  I  said  before,  I  ft^el  that 
the  expenditure  on  an  expedition  of  this 
character  is  one  which  may  be  kept 
within  certain  bmits,  although  I  should 
not  like  to  pledge  myself  to  the  exact 
sum  now  asked  for  as  one  that  will  ab- 
solutely cover  the  cost  to  be  Incurred  in 
the  present  fijioncial  year.  Still,  I  ap- 
prehend that  it  will  represent,  within 
reasonable  limits,  the  demand  likely  to 
be  made.  We  have  endeavoured  to 
avoid  the  almost  incalculable  military 
expenditure  which  would  have  been  in- 
curred if  it  had  been  necessary  to  make 
provision  for  a  land  transport  in  connec- 
tion with  an  extensive  expedition  across 
the  desert.  The  expenditure  upon  a 
river  expedition,  such  as  is  now  in  pro- 
gress, is  to  a  very  great  extent  initial. 
It  consists  principally  in  the  provision 
of  boats,  and  measures  of  the  nature  I 
have  described.  The  employment  of 
boats  allows  the  expenditure  to  be  in- 
curred to  be  tolerably  accurately  ascer- 
tained widun  certain  reasonable  limits. 
What  I  wish  to  impress  upon  the  Com- 
mittee is  that  the  Estimate  is  not  likely 
to  be  exceeded*  Although  it  professes 
only  to  provide  for  a  period  wbich  falls 
within  the  present  financial  year,  I  do 
not  think  the  Committee  need  be  under 
any  apx)rehension  that  they  will  be  led 
into  any  totally  unforeseen  expenditure, 
such  as  was  incurred,  under  circum- 
stances somewhat  similar,  in  the  Expedi- 
tion to  Abyssinia  some  years  ago.  The 
m.ain  cause  of  that  was  the  great  cost  of 
the  enormous  amount  of  land  transport 
required.  I  believe  that  at  one  time,  in 
order  to  move  a  force,  which  was  not  an 
excessively  large  one,  to  Magdala,  it  was 
necessary  to  employ  for  the  purpose  of 
transport  a  number  of  animals  exceed- 
ing 50,000.  When  we  take  into  con- 
sideration the  weight  of  artillery,  of  am- 
munition, and  of  provisions  which  have 
to  be  carried  in  connection  with  a  mili- 
tary expedition,  it  becomes  a  matter 
almost  impossible  of  calculation  to  say 
what  limit  of  expenditure  may  be 
reached.  But,  as  I  have  said,  we  have 
every  reason  to  hop©  that  within  rea- 
sonable limits  we  shall  be  able  to 
confine  our  expenditure  to  the  «um  wo 
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now  ask  Parliament  to  grant.  I  am 
quite  aware  that  when  the  matter  is  dis- 
cuseed  by  the  Committee  it  may  require 
further  explanation.  As  it  will  be  in 
our  power  to  offer  any  explanation  in 
reply  to  any  questions  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers may  desire  to  put,  I  will  not  delay 
you  further  than  by  moving  the  Vote,  I 
beg  to  move  that  a  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate of  £1,000,000  be  granted  fur  the 
Expedition  to  Egypt. 

(L)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**  That  A  Supplementary  8uni,  not  exceeding 
£1,000^000,  be  granted  to  Her  Jlajeaty,  for  cer- 
taia  Army  Services,  to  meet  Additional  Expendi- 
ture arlfliog  from  the  Expedition  tip  the  Nile, 
whioh  will  come  in  course  of  pnyment  during 
the  yeur  ending  on  the  31sfc  day  of  March 
1886." 

Colonel  STANLEY  :  Of  courae.  I  do 
not  riie  for  the  purpoeo  of  debating  thia 
Vote,  nor  do  I  think  there  is  any  desire 
on  the  part  of  those  sitting  on  this  side 
of  the  House  to  offer  any  opposition  to  it* 
The  noble  Marquess,  perhaps  uncon- 
sciouely,  took  rather  an  apologetto  tone 
in  reciting  the  dates  on  which  certain 
steps  for  effective  action  in  connection 
with  this  Expedition  were  taken.  All  I 
can  say  is  that  thia  House  must  he 
strangely  altered  if  it^  or  any  but  a  very 
Bmall  minority  of  it,  would  grudge  the 
money  required,  or  even  double  as  much, 
if  it  were  necessary,  for  the  purpose  of 
extricating  from  his  perilous  position 
the  gallant  man  who  has  been  shut  up 
60  long  in  Khartoum.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess has  stated  that  the  Vote  passed 
by  the  House  in  August  last  was  pre- 
paratory. That,  I  think,  has  been  under- 
stood all  along.  It  was  for  the  purpose 
of  preparing  for  an  increase  in  our  force 
in  Egypt,  and  it  was  to  deal  with  what 
the  noble  Marquess,  making  use  of  a 
noticeable  expression,  described  as  an 
Expedition  which  was  to  go  beyond  the 
extreme  limits  of  the  Egyptian  Domi- 
nions— namely,  Wady  Haifa.  I  under- 
stand, Sir,  that  there  will  be  other  oppor- 
tunities of  raising  the  question  of  the 
general  policy  of  the  Expedition,  as  far 
as  the  limited  retention  or  evacuation  of 
Khartoum  is  concerned  ;  and  as  I  do  not 
intend  to  criticize  in  detail  the  arrange- 
ments made  for  the  Expedition,  it  will 
not  be  necessary  that  I  should  trouble 
the  Committee  with  more  than  a  very  few 
remarks.  The  oonc lading  obsei'vationa 
ci  the  noble  Marquess  would  seem  to 
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indicate  that  there  will  be  other  and,  not 
unlikely,  more  than  one  opportunity  of 
further  discussing  thia  and  other  ques- 
tions on  this  subject,  when  the  Expedi- 
tion has  been  further  advanced.  It  ia 
clear  that  the  noble  Marquess  looks 
upon  the  Estimate  of  £1,000,000,  al- 
though  it  is  the  sum  which  appears  in 
the  present  Estimate  for  the  expenses  of 
the  present  Expedition,  as  a  hypothetical 
statement  only  of  its  probable  cost,  al- 
though he  very  properly  guarded  him- 
self "by  expressing  a  reasonable  hope 
that  that  sum  would  not  be  exceeded. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  the  two 
routes,  there  would  be,  perhaps,  a  little 
delicacy  iu  examining  that  question  very 
fully.  Everyone  who  has  read  the  Papers 
must  do  justice,  which  the  noble  Mar- 
quess himself  did  not  fail  to  do,  to  the 
honourable  manner  in  which  General 
Sir  Frederick  Stephenson,  although  on 
the  spot,  although  having  apparently 
ample  means  of  obtaining  local  informa- 
tion, and  although  clearly  holding  the 
view  that  another  line  would  have  been 
preferable^  has,  nevertheless,  cordially 
accepted  the  position  in  which  he  has 
been  temporarily  placed,  and  has  acted 
loyally,  as  no  one  who  knew  bim  would 
doubt,  under  Lord  Wolseley,  who  has 
now,  for  the  time  being,  superseded  him. 
As  regards  Loi-d  Wolseley's  special  quali- 
fications for  conducting  an  Expedition 
such  as  this,  I  think  no  one  who  knows 
his  career  will  deny  them.  If  he  has 
fallen  back  upon  the  traditions  of  his 
earlier  exploits,  and  has  preferred  the 
arrangement  of  ascending  the  Nile  by 
boats,  instead  of  taking  that  or  a  similar 
route  by  land  transport,  it  must  be  ad- 
mitted that  his  experience  in  former 
times  fully  justifies  him  in  the  very 
strong  view  which  he  appears  to  have 
taken  all  along  in  preferring  that  mode 
of  conveying'  the  troops  over  any  other. 
As  the  noble  Marquess  has  very  truly 
remarked,  transport,  undoubtedly,  baa 
always  been,  and  probably  always  wiU 
be,  a  weak  part  of  our  Service  ;  and  the 
difficulties  are  enormously  increased  in 
countries  where,  as  in  this  caae»  the 
alternative  would  be  to  carry  almost 
everything  by  animal  transport.  It  ia 
also  the  case,  as  the  noble  Marquess  has 
said,  that  a  large  portion  of  the  expen- 
diture and  of  the  difficulties,  altbough 
formidable,  may  still  be  regarded  as 
initial.  I  trust  the  anticipations  of  the 
noble  Marquess  may  torn  out  to  be  cor- 


1613     Army  8uppUm€nUry     INovekbeb  13,  1884J       EHimatn,  1884-5.         )ei4 


rect^  and  that  the  general  plan  on  which 
thia  Expedition  has  been  started  may 
prov^e  sucoeasful  in  its  outcome  and  in  its 
ftilfilment.  The  noble  Marquesa  seems, 
however — I  do  not  know  if  it  is  in  conse- 
quence of  any  doubt  in  his  own  mind — to 
have  suggested  an  alternatiTe.  8o  far  ae 
I  understand  the  noble  Marquess^  it 
appears  to  be  a  question  whether,  after 
all,  it  may  not  be  necessary  to  depart 
from  the  general  lines  of  the  Expedition, 
and  to  make  a  daah  with  a  smaller 
number  of  men,  in  order  to  eflFeot  the 
object  in  view.  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  these  observations  are,  to  some 
extent,  corroborated  by  some  of  the 
Papers  issued  with  regard  to  Egypt  in 
the  inclosures  in  No.  35,  particularly 
that  dated  3l8t  of  July,  in  the  last  des- 
patch of  General  Gordon  to  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring.  It  is  there  clearly  indicated 
that  in  a  very  short  time  from  then  the 
question  of  Khartoum  would  become  a 
most  urgent  one.  Everyone  knows  the 
gallant  spirit  with  which  General  Gordon 
has  met  his  difficulties ;  and,  writing  on 
the  3 1st  of  July^  he  says — 

"  River  be^ns  to  fall,  in,  say,  four  months. 
Before  that  time  you  must  either  l<*t  the  Saltan 
tak«  back  the  Soadan,  or  send  Zebehr  with  a 
Bubaidy  yearly." 

It  is,  therefore,  perfectly  clear  that 
General  Gordon  based  his  hopes  upon 
one  of  two  contingencies*  He  has  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  oDe  or  other  of 
them  cannot  be  postponed  until  a  long 
date ;  and  no  one  who  knows  him  will 
doubt  that  his  own  efiforts  will  bo  sus- 
tained as  long  as  it  is  possible  to  con- 
tinue them.  I  would  point  out  the  diffi- 
culty which  is  also  indicated  in  General 
Gordon*s  letter — he  clearly  contemplates 
either  that  you  must  allow  the  Soudan 
to  be  handed  back  into  what  he  calls  the 
Sultan's  hands,  or  it  must  be  taken  over 
by  Zebehr,  with  a  yearly  subsidy. 
Perhaps  these  are  matters  which  would 
be  better  dealt  with  at  a  more  con* 
venient  opportunity,  when  we  are  less 
hampered  by  the  actual  details  of  the 
Vote  before  us,  and  when  the  larger 
questions  which  are  not  raised  by  the 
Vote  itself  may  be  more  effectively 
defidt  with.  There  is  one  point,  however, 
upon  which  I  desire  to  touch,  and  it  is 
this— It  is  perfectly  clear,  from  what  the 
noble  Marquees  did  not  say  and  from 
the  instructions  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  Lord  Wolseley  in  the  Paper  I 
have  cited,  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 


raent  have  distinctly  and  definitely  made 
up  their  mind  to  abandon  all  the  garri- 
sons South  of  Khartoum  to  whatever 
fatu  they  may  meet  with.  I  think  it  will 
be  an  advantage  to  the  Committee  to 
know  from  the  Government  whether 
they  have  distinctly  made  up  their 
minds,  and  whether  they  will  refuse^ 
under  any  circumstances,  to  afford  these 
garrisons  any  assistance  ;  whether,  in 
laut,  they  will  hold  to  that  paragraph  in 
their  instructions  to  Lord  Wolseley,  in 
which  they  say — 

*'  The  position  of  the  g&rrisona  in  Barf  our, 
tho  Bahr-el-Gazelle,  and  Equatorial  Provinces, 
renders  it  impossible  that  you  should  take  any 
action  which  would  facilitnto  their  retreat  with- 
out extending  your  operationn  far  beyond  tho 
sphere  which  Her  Majesty's  Government  ia 
prepared  to  sanction.  As  regarda  tho  Senna&r 
garrison*  Her  Majesty's  Government  ia  not 
prepared  to  sanction  tho  dcifpatch  of  an  expe- 
dition of  British  troopa  up  the  Blii«  Nile  in 
order  to  insure  its  retreat/' 

Now,  where  I  want  to  get  an  answer 
from  the  noble  Marquees  on  this  point 
is  partly  in  referenoe  to  an  expression  of 
General  Gordon,  in  the  same  letter  I 
have  already  cited  of  the  3l8t  of  July, 
and  partly  in  reference  to  the  answer 
the  noble  Marquess  may  give  in 
respect  of  any  future  debate.  It  ia 
perfectly  clear,  from  his  letter  of  July 
31  at,  that  General  Gordon  had  no  idea 
of  abandoning  any  of  the  garrisons  in 
the  Soudan,  of  which  he  considered  him- 
self in  charge.  He  clearly  anticipated 
opening  up  the  road  to  Sennaar,  and  he 
also  clearly  expected  that  the  Equatorial 
and  Bahr-el-Clazello  Provinces  would  he 
relieved  later  on.  These  appear  to  be 
the  conditions  on  which  alone  he  ia  him- 
self prepared  to  abandon  Khartoum. 
He  says  somewhat  earlier  in  his  letter — 

'^  It  is  a  sine  qwl  tion  that  ^ou  send  me 
Zebehr;  otherwiae  my  stay  here  ifl  indeflnito." 

And  here  it  is  that  I  want  to  ask  upon 
this  Vote,  whether  the  noble  Marquess 
is  prepared  to  say  that,  under  all  circum- 
stances, willing  or  not  willing,  General 
Gordon  ia  to  be  relieved,  and  tho  Expe- 
dition is  then  to  retire,  having  only 
communicated  with  General  Gordon,  or 
whether  they  are  prepared  to  take  a 
stronger  course,  and  oblige  him  to  give 
up  that  position  which  he  holds,  ap- 
parently, in  his  own  view,  in  the  in- 
terests  of  humanity  and  order?  The 
noble  Marquess  told  us  that  there  were 
some  hopes  of  the  Expedition  leaving 
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Bomething  of  the  nature  of  a  satisfactory 
Government  behind  it.  It  is  perfectly 
clear  that,  in  General  Gordon's  view, 
that  is  not  a  matter  that  could  be  dealt 
with,  certainly  not  satisfactorily,  in  a 
very  short  space  of  time.  There  is  a 
good  deal  of  sarcasm  in  the  final  para- 
graph of  his  letter,  in  which  he  says — 

«  My  sole  desire  is  to  restore  the  prestige  of 
the  Gk)T6mmeiit  in  order  to  get  out  garrisons 
and  to  put  some  ephemeral  Government  in  posi- 
tion in  order  to  get  away." 

I  think  the  Committee  has  a  right  to 
know,  clearly,  in  what  position  the  Go- 
vernment and  Lord  Wolseley  stand  with 
reference  to  this  relief  of  £[hartoum.  I 
know  I  am  touching  upon  delicate 
ground.  If  General  Gordon  had  been 
holding  only  a  military  office  in  the  ser- 
vice of  the  Sovereign,  Lord  Wolseley 
being  the  Commander-in-Chief  of  the 
Expedition,  there  could  have  been  no 
doubt  as  to  his  position.  But  I  want 
to  know  how  far  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  left  operative,  and  how  far 
they  have  cancelled,  the  previous  com- 
mission given  to  General  Gordon,  at 
the  instance  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, by  the  Khedive  ?  Unless  there 
are  other  instructions  which  cancel  it, 
it  will  certainly  raise  a  question  of  some 
delicacy,  if  not  of  doubt.  As  regards 
the  principal  details  of  this  Expedition, 
all  we  can  do  is  to  express  our  cordial 
hope  that  it  may  not  be,  like  too  many 
other  measures  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, however  good  in  its  concep- 
tion, too  late  in  its  execution.  We  trust 
that  the  time  may  not  be  past  when 
what  they  are  aiming  at  is  possible  and 
can  be  effected.  I  gather  from  the 
language  of  the  noble  Marquess  that 
although  he  has  some  sort  of  feeling 
that  the  Expedition  may  return  during 
the  winter,  he  is  not  sure  that  its 
return  may  not  be  protracted  beyond 
that  time.  I  think  there  would  be  a 
great  feeling  of  relief — although,  of 
course,  I  do  not  wish  to  press  the  noble 
Marquess  for  any  military  details  which 
may  be  undesirable — but  I  think  there 
would  be  a  general  feeling  of  relief  if  the 
noble  Marquess  were  able  to  say  that  upon 
the  calculations  Lord  Wolseley,  his  Staff, 
and  the  War  Office  officials  have  made, 
the  Expedition,  as  far  as  it  has  gone,  is 
fairly  up  to  date ;  that  it  is  at  the  place 
where  it  was  expected  to  be  at  a  given 
time,  or  as  near  as  it  may  be.  There 
is  an  impression,   whether    rightly  or 
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wrongly  I  know  not,  that,  owing  to  tiie 
unaccountable  delays  and  difficulties 
which  have  been  interposed,  the  Expe- 
dition is  not  as  far  forward  as  it  ought 
to  be.  I  am  not  prepared  to  challenge 
this,  for  we  have  not,  as  far  as  I  am 
aware,  any  positive  statements  on  the 
subject  resting  on  official  documents 
since  the  Expedition  was  decided  upon ; 
but  I  trust  the  noble  Marquess  will  en- 
deavour, as  far  as  possible,  in  any  answer 
he  may  give  later  on  in  the  evening,  to 
remove  the  natural  anxiety  which  is  felt 
on  that  point.  I  do  not  think  it  neces- 
sary, myself,  to  prolong  this  discussion 
further.  As  the  noble  Marquess  has 
admitted,  the  details  of  the  Expedition 
comply  more  with  Parliamentary  Forms 
than  afford  any  real  basis  for  a  discus- 
sion which  would  be  of  any  practical 
ffood.  I  can  only  conclude,  as  I  beg^n, 
by  expressing  the  hope,  not  only  on  be- 
half of  one  side  of  the  House,  but  of 
every  Party  in  the  House,  as  well  as  of 
the  country  generally,  that  the  Expedi- 
tion, however  halting  may  have  oeen 
its  conception,  and  however  late  it  may 
have  been  commenced,  will,  neverthe- 
less, meet  with  success  in  its  main  ob- 
ject— the  relief  of  Khartoum,  and  the 
establishment,  if  possible,  of  something 
more  than  what  General  Gordon  calls  an 
ephemeral  Government. 

SirWILFEIDLAWSON:  The  noble 
Marquess,  in  moving  the  Yote,  said,  he 
was  in  doubt  whether  it  would  be  at- 
tacked on  financial,  political,  or  military 
grounds.  I  have  no  wish  to  attack  it 
on  military  grounds.  I  have  very  little 
doubt  that  the  Government  have  taken 
the  best  military  advice  in  their  power 
according  to  their  lights.  Nor  have  I 
any  wish  to  attack  it  on  financial 
grounds.  I  believe  that  if  you  go  into 
these  Expeditions  you  must  go  into  them 
thoroughly;  and  if  you  go  into  them 
thoroughly  you  must  spend  a  consider- 
able amount  of  money  upon  them.  The 
only  criticism  I  will  make  upon  the 
financial  point  is  that,  although  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  only  asking 
lor  £1,000,000  to-day,  I  am  very  much 
afraid  that  in  the  course  of  a  few  months 
they  may  come  down  to  the  House  again 
and  ask  for  more.  But  it  is  upon  poli- 
tical grounds  that  I  attack  the  Yote.  I 
want  to  know  why  we  are  called  upon  to 
vote  money  for  the  Expedition  at  all ; 
and  I  will  quote  the  noble  Marquees 
himself  as  the  authority  why  we  ought 
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not  to  vote  this  money.  The  Committee 
will  remember  perfectly  well  the  etate- 
rnent  made  to  the  House  by  the  noble 
Marquess  on  the  3rd  of  April  ia  this 
year,  when  he  used  these  words— 

**  General  Gordon  left  this  c?ountry  with  a 
moBt  distinct  and  clear  imderatnading,  re- 
peated over  and  over  again  b}'  himAeH,  that  the 
miBsion  which  he  waa  going  to  undertake  was 
one  which  ho  was  prepared  to  undertake  with 
«uch  resources  as  he  might  find  on  the  spot ; 
and  he  distinctly  understood  that  it  was  not  a 
part  of  the  policy  of  the  (iovemmeat  in  de* 
■.patching  that  Expodition  to  rlak  having  to 
send  a  freah  Expedition  for  the  relief  of  Khar- 
toum  or  any  similar  garriaons."— (3  Saniard, 
[a86]  1516.) 

That  was  a  distinct  and  straightforward 
statement  of  policy  such  as  the  noble 
Marquess  always  made  when  he  had  to 
deal  with  any  question;  and,  therefore, 
I,  for  one,  was  intensely  surprised  when, 
a  few  months  later,  on  the  Sth  of  August, 
the  noble  Marquees  and  his  Colleagues 
came  down  to  the  House  and  askod  for 
£300,000  as  a  sort  of  preliminary  pro- 
mise that  Her  Majesty's  Gfoverument 
might  have  the  money  if  they  felt  them- 
selves called  upon  to  send  out  an  Ex- 
pedition, At  that  time  they  were  not 
certain  that  an  Expedition  would  be  sent, 
but  they  got  the  money  ;  and  I,  for  one, 
felt  certain  that  if  they  got  it  they  would 
spend  it.  Now  they  come  down  to  the 
House  and  aak  for  £1,000,000  more  for 
this  Expedition,  What  is  the  object? 
Why  should  wo  spend  it  ?  We  are  told 
that  it  is  to  get  General  Gordon  away 
from  Khartoum.  I  have  no  doubt,  as 
the  noble  Marquess  has  said,  that 
Colonel  Stewart  and  his  companions  are 
already  beyond  the  reach  of  aid ;  but  I 
believe  that  General  Gordon  can  get 
away  from  Khartoum  whenever  he  likes, 
I  have  very  little  doubt  in  my  own  mind 
that  he  can  get  away  if  he  pleases.  What 
has  be  done  since  he  went  there  ?  Let 
us  go  a  little  into  this  matter,  because 
I  want  to  discuss  it  solely  upon  political 
grounds.  We  were  told  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  when  we  assembled 
last  January,  that  General  Gordon  was 
aent — 

*'  To  report  on  the  beat  meana  of  giving  efect 
to  the  reaolutiou  of  the  Khediro  to  withdraw 
from  the  Interior  of  the  Boudan/' 

The  country,  I  believe,  heard  of  that 
mission  with  great  approbation,  and 
even  with  enthusiasm »  oecause  It  was 
believed  that  General  Gordon  waa  going 
out  there  to  assist  the  Soudanese  to  get 


rid  of  the  abominable  and  corrupt  Egyp- 
tian Government  who  had  for  so  many 
years  oppressed  them  and  ground  them 
down,  1  went  last  year  to  a  lecture  at  the 
Geographical  Society  in  order  to  hear 
a  great  African  traveller.  I  remember 
that  he  explained  his  experiences  in  the 
Soudan  long  ago,  and  he  said  that 
wherever  the  Egyptian  Government 
held  away  in  the  Soudan  there  they 
found  misery,  wretchedness,  and  oppres- 
sion ;  but  wherever  the  Soudanese  people 
governed  themselves  there  was  compara- 
tive comfort.  When  I  heard  the  noble 
Marquess  talk  about  the  possibility  of 
General  Gordon  being  able  to  establish 
a  civilized  form  of  Government  at  Khar- 
toum I  could  not  help  thinking  how 
much  better  it  would  be  to  leave  them 
alone.  As  we  understand.  General  Gor- 
don merely  went  out  on  an  errand  of 
enfranchisement  to  set  the  people  of  the 
Soudan  free  from  the  corrupt  influence  a 
of  the  Egyptian  Government,  He  went 
to  enfranchise  the  Soudanese  just  aa 
Her  Majesty*s  Government  at  home 
have  been  engaged  in  enfranchising  the 
agricultural  labourer;  and  he  carried  in 
his  pocket  a  Firman  ifrom  the  Khedive 
announcing  to  all  the  chief  Notables 
and  people  of  the  Soudan  the  evacua- 
tion of  the  country  by  the  Egyptian 
troops,  and  informing  them  that  in 
future  the  Soudan  would  be  left  to  them, 
and  to  rulers  to  be  appointed  from 
among  themselves.  If  I  am  not  wrong 
—and  I  hope  the  noble  Marquess  will 
correct  me  if  I  am— General  Gordon 
never  published  that  Proolamation.  As 
I  understand,  he  had  a  Firman  to  that 
efi'ect  from  the  Khedive,  giving  liberty 
to  these  wretched  people ;  but  he  never 
promulgated  it  among  them.  I  do  not 
know  why,  but  I  fancy  the  reason  was 
that  he  was  afraid  to  place  in  the  hands 
of  the  Mahdi  a  weapon  that  would 
make  him  more  popular  with  those  who 
hated  and  detested  the  rulers  under 
whom  they  had  been  living,  and  who 
regarded  the  Mahdi  as  the  only  ex- 
ponent of  the  wretchedness  and  misery 
of  the  people,  a  man,  also,  who  pro- 
fessed the  same  religion  —  because  in 
that  country  religion  and  politics  are 
united.  General  Gordon,  having  in  his 
pocket  that  Proclamation  telling  the 
people  of  the  Soudan  that  they  were  to 
he  free,  never  took  the  trouble  to  pub- 
lish it  I  and,  instead  of  emancipating 
them,  he  haa  been  busily  engaged  in 
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shooting  them  ever  since  he  has  been 
there,  and  calling  them  rebels.  Even 
Hep  Majesty's  Government  call  the 
Soudanese  rebels.  I  want  to  know  who 
are  they  rebelling  against?  We  sent 
GK)rdon  there  to  declare  that  the  Egyp- 
tian Government,  so  far  as  the  Soudan 
was  concerned,  was  at  an  end  ;  and  now 
we  propose  to  shoot  down  the  Soudan- 
ese because  they  are  rebelling  against  the 
very  Government  we  are  going  there  to 
upset.  It  is  a  melancholy  state  of  things  to 
find  a  country  like  England  engaged  in 
such  a  work.  What  is  the  argument  in 
favour  of  this  Vote  to-night  ?  The  only 
reason  for  it,  as  far  as  I  can  see,  is  that 
Gordon  is  a  Christian  hero,  and  there- 
fore we  are  bound  to  go  and  rescue  him. 
No  doubt  General  Gordon  is  a  most 
heroic  man.  As  far  as  I  know  General 
Gordon's  character,  he  is  a  man  who  is 
absolutely  fearless ;  he  has  no  fear  of 
death,  and  no  regard  for  money  or  for 
gain  for  himself.  These  are  among  the 
highest  qualities  any  man  can  possess  ; 
but  I  do  not  think  that  the  course  pur- 
sued by  General  Gordon,  heroic  as  it  may 
have  been,  has  been  such  as  to  make  the 
people  of  that  country  very  much  in  love 
with  our  Christianity,  because  General 
Gordon  has  been  associated,  in  regard 
to  the  course  he  has  taken,  in  the 
minds  of  the  people  of  the  Sou- 
dan, with  the  Egyptian  Government, 
who  are  merely  a  set  of  men  steeped 
in  deceit,  oppression,  cruelty,  and 
slaughter.  That  is  the  idea  of  Chris- 
tianity which  the  people  of  that  country 
must  have  had  given  to  them  by  General 
Gordon's  proceedings.  I  am  afraid  they 
must  think  that  the  Christianity  of  this 
country  is  very  much  a  sham,  and  they 
must  take  the  same  view  that  Lord 
Wolseley  did  of  all  this  fighting.  I 
should  like  to  quote  to  the  Committee 
a  passage  which  is  very  honestly  put  by 
Lord  Wolseley  himself  in  his  Soldier* 8 
Hand  Book,     He  says — 

"  As  a  nation  we  are  bred  up  to  feel  it  a  dis- 
g^ce  to  succeed  by  falsehood ;  we  will  keep 
hammering  along  with  the  conviction  that 
honesty  is  the  best  policy,  and  that  truth 
always  wins  in  the  long  run.  These  pretty 
little  sentences  do  well  for  a  child's  copy-book  ; 
but  the  man  who  acts  upon  them  in  war  had 
better  sheathe  his  sword  for  ever." 

That  is  a  very  honest  statement,  indeed, 
and  I  hope  will  command  the  attention 
of  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  who  is 

i'ust  going  out  of  the  House  (Sir  Walter 
5.  Barttelot).    I  object  to  the  money 

Sir  Wilfrid  Lawuon 


of  the  people  of  this  country  beine  ex- 
pended, and  very  likely  thousands  of 
lives  sacrificed,  in  going  out  nominally 
to  rescue  a  man  who  I  do  not  believe 
requires  to  be  rescued,  and  who,  as  far 
as  I  understand,  has  disregarded  the  in- 
structions with  which  he  was  sent  oat, 
and  brought  discredit  on  the  country  by 
the  policy  he  has  pursued.  On  that 
ground,  when  you,  Sir  Arthur  Otway, 
put  the  Question  from  the  Chair,  who- 
ever may  support  me,  I  shall  say  "No" 
to  this  Vote,  and  take  a  Division  upon 
it.  I  wish  that  the  Government  would 
mend  their  ways  upon  this  Egyptian 
Question.  It  is  melancholy  to  see  the 
amount  of  trouble  the  Government  have 
got  into,  and  all  because  they  have  de- 
serted their  own  principles.  As  to  the 
story  of  their  going  to  Egypt  for  the 
sake  of  the  Egyptians,  nobody  believes 
that  tale.  We  went  there  for  the  sake 
of  money,  and  nothing  else,  and  that  is 
the  policy  of  the  Tory  Party.  It  was 
only  to-day  that  I  read,  in  the  leading 
organ  of  the  Tory  Party,  this  statement 
about  all  this  fighting — 

''  Trade  follows  the  flag,  and  the  flag  followi 
the  sword.  This  was  the  political  gospel  of 
Lord  Beaoonsfield. ' ' 

It  is  also  the  political  gospel  of  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  who  is  to  get  up 
after  me.  [**  No  !  "]  I,  for  one,  cer- 
tainly think  that  it  is,  and  it  appears  to 
me  that  it  is  a  gospel  of  selfishness,  a 
gospel  of  cruelty,  and  a  gospel  I  am 
sorry  to  see  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment 
prepared  to  follow  out.  The  Liberal 
Government  should  set  their  face 
against  this;  not  follow  the  example 
of  their  opponents,  but  return  to  the 
righteous  course. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
on  rising  to  make  a  few  remarks  upon 
this  important  Vote,  he  would  express 
regret  at  not  seeing  in  his  place  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  who,  however,  he  expected 
would  not  be  long  absent.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  that  the  greatest  interest 
existed  in  the  country  with  regard  to 
the  fate  of  General  Gordon ;  nor  could 
there  be  a  doubt  that  for  a  considerable 
time  past  it  had  been  felt  that  the  tenure 
by  General  Gordon  of  Khartoum  had 
been  a  most  precarious  one,  even  if  it 
still  existed  ;  and  it  had  been  the  belief 
generally  adopted  by  the  large  majority 
of  his  fellow-countrymen  that  no  effort 
ought  to  be  spared  by  Her  Majesty's. 
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Ghjvemment  to  effect  General  Gordon's 
relief.  It  had  also  been  hoped  that  that 
gallant  man,  Colonel  StewaH,  might  have 
been  relieved ;  but,  as  had  happened  so 
often  before,  and  had  happened^  he 
feared,  again,  the  Government  had  been 
too  late  to  save  a  valuable  English  life. 
Were  they  too  late  now  to  save  the  life 
of  General  Gordon  ?  He  would  venture 
to  say  that  when  this  question  come  to 
be  understood  and  discuesed  throughout 
the  country,  should  Khartoum  have 
fallen,  and  should  General  Gordo n*s 
life  have  been  sacrifioed,  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  called  upon  to  state  their 
reasons — and  those  reasons  would  have 
to  be  clear — why  they  had  not  taken  the 
proper  steps  and  precautions  for  pre- 
venting that  calamity.  He  believed 
that  the  gravest  mistake— the  gravest 
mistake  in  the  interests  of  this  country, 
in  the  interests  of  Egypt,  and  in  respect 
of  that  pledge  which  they  had  given  to 
Egypt  was  made,  when  the  Government 
refused — positively  declined — to  send  a 
force,  under  General  Graham,  from 
Buakin  to  Berber,  which  might  have  led 
to  the  relief  of  Khartoum.  What  had 
happened?  On  the  15th  of  May  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Eye  (Mr. 
Ashmead-Bartlett)  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War— 

**  Whether  General  Gordon  was  informed  of 
the  intended  withdrawal  of  General  tirabriic's 
force  from  Simkia  to  Cairoi  and  hia  opinion 
ojsked  aa  to  it«  expediency ;  and,  if  so,  what 
answer  General  Gordon  returned;  and,  whether 
General  Grahiim  was  asked  if  an  expedition  to 
Berber  was  leiiaible  in  March,  and,  if  so,  what 
was  hia  reply  f  *' 

To  that  Question  the  noble  Marqueaa 
answered  that  he  did  not  think  they 
would  have  been  justified  in  asking 
General  Graham's  opinion,  seeing  that 
General  Stephenson  had  not  thought  lit 
to  sanction  the  march*  Now  that  the 
noble  Marquess  had  again  taken  his 
place,  ho  would  ask  what  was  General 
Stephenson's  opinion,  and  upon  what 
authority  did  the  noble  Marquess  go 
when  he  made  the  reply  just  referred 
to  ?  It  was  very  important  that  the 
Committee  should  be  reminded  at  that 
point  what  the  opinions  of  General 
Stephenson  and  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  were. 
In  the  first  place,  it  was  true  that  on 
the  5th  of  March  General  Stephenson 
held  a  diHorent  opinion  to  that  which  he 
afterwards  held  [  it  was  an  opinion 
totally  different  from  that    which    he 


subsequently  gave  through  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring,  after  he  knew  the  whole  of  the 
circumstances  of  the  case.  The  noblo 
Marquess  had  just  said  that  Lord  Wolse- 
ley  was  much  better  able  to  judge  of  his 
position  than  he  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington) could  be  at  home;  and  he  would 
like  to  ask  him  how  it  was  that  General 
Graham  was  not  in  a  better  position  to 
judge  of  the  circumstances  of  the  case 
and  of  the  friendly  tribes  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Suakin  than  the  noble 
Marquess,  who  was  at  the  time  sitting 
in  Downing  Street  ?  Now,  on  the  5th 
of  March,  General  Stephenson  tele- 
graphed from  Cairo  (Egypt,  No.  12, 1884, 
Despatch  No,  212)  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  as  follows :  — 

*'  Graham  telegraphs  suggesting  that  Gordon 
Pasha  be  asked  if  ho  would  rocommend  force 
nnder  Graham  operating  on  lin©  SuaHn-Berher  ; 
if  80,  how  far  would  he  he  prepared  to  co-ope- 
rate ?  Baring  tells  m«  that  Gordon  attaches 
importance  to  this  route  being  opened*  Boring 
has  asked  Gordon  to  what  extent  Hassan 
Khalifa  could  co-operate  from  Berber.  I  am 
not  prepared  to  recommend  Graham's  force 
tnnrching  to  Berber,  owing  to  scarcity  of  water 
on  road.  I  strongly  recommend  that  Graham 
be  instructed  to  attack  Osman  Bigna  without 
delay,  now  stippoaed  to  be  10  miles  from 
Suakin. '^ 

That  was  on  the  5th  of  March,  and  on 
the  6th  of  March  the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington  telegraphed  as  follows  to  Major 
General  Sir  Gerald  Graham — 

**  Yours  5th  forwarded  by  General  Stephen* 
son.  Operations  at  considerable  distance  from 
Suakin  not  to  be  undertaken.*' 

But  in  the  same  Bhie  Book  there  was 

an  extract  from  a  telegram  from  Bir 
Evelyn  Baring  to  Earl  Granville,  re- 
ceived on  the  16th  of  March,  which 
said — 

'*  It  baa  now  become  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance not  only  to  open  the  road  between  Suakin 
and  Berber,  but  to  come  to  terms  with  the 
tribes  biitweon  Berber  and  Khartoum." 

That  was  the  first  answer ;  what  did  the 
second  answer  from  Sir  Evelyn  Baring 
to  Earl  Granville  say?  (Despatch  No. 
301;  received  by  telegraph,  March  24) — 

'*I  believe  that  the  success  gained  by  Gene* 
ral  Graham  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Suakin 
will  result  in  tho  opening  of  the  road  to  Ber- 
ber ;  but  I  should  not  think  that  any  action  ho 
can  take  at  or  near  f^uakin  would  exert  much 
influence  over  the  tribes  between  Berber  and 
Khartoum.  Unless  any  \mforeseea  circum- 
stances should  occur  to  change  the  situation, 
only  two  soliit-  -      ^  *    '  '  'o.     The 

first  is  to  tru-  able  to 

maintain  hiiuii  ..  ^:  :^ ^i.  „—  ..J.  ;...  lutTimn, 
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when,  by  reason  of  the  greater  qoantitj  of 
water,  it  would  be  lets  difficult  to  conduct  operai- 
tions  on  the  Suakin-Berber  road  than  it  is  at 
present.  This  he  might  perhaps  be  able  to  do, 
but  it,  of  course,  involves  running  a  ^eat  risk. 
The  only  other  plan  is  to  send  a  portion  of  Ge- 
neral Graham's  Army  to  Berber,  with  instruc- 
tions to  open  up  communication  with  Khar- 
toum. There  would  be  very  great  difficulty  in 
getting  to  Berber ;  but  if  the  road  were  once 
open,  it  might  be  done  by  sending  small  de- 
tachments at  a  time.  General  Gordon  is  evi- 
dently expecting  help  from  Suakin,  and  he  has 
ordered  messengers  to  be  sent  along  the  road 
from  Berber  to  ascertain  whether  any  English 
force  is  advancing.  Under  present  circum- 
stances, I  think  tlmt  an  effort  should  be  made 
to  help  General  Gordon  from  Buakin,  if  it  is  at 
all  a  possible  military  operation.  General 
Stephenson  and  Sir  Evelyn  Wood,  whilst  ad- 
mitting the  very  great  risk  to  the  health  of  the 
troops,  besides  the  extraordinary  military  risks, 
are  of  opinion  that  the  undertaking  is  possible. 
They  think  that  General  Graham  should  be 
further  consulted." 

Next  in  order  of  time  came  that  Ques- 
tion of  his  hon.  Eriend  the  Member  for 
Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  to  which 
he  had  referred ;  and  he  would  be  glad 
to  know  on  what  plea  the  noble  Mar- 
quess rested  the  answer  which  he  gave 
to  it  at  the  time,  when  he  knew  that 
General  Stephenson  and  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood  did  think  it  possible  for  General 
Graham  to  march  from  Suakin  to  Ber- 
ber, and  that  General  Stephenson  re- 
commended him  to  apply  for  informa- 
tion to  the  only  man  who  could  give 
information  on  the  subject?  What  did 
the  noble  Marquess  do  ?  He  declined 
to  apply  to  General  Graham,  and  that, 
in  his  judgment,  showed  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  predetermined  that  there 
should  be  no  advance  from  Suakin  to 
Berber.  He  believed  that  the  noble 
Marquess  must  have  known,  and  did 
know,  that  this  was  the  only  reliable 
chance  of  relieving  General  Gordon. 
Would  the  noble  Marquess  give  an  an- 
swer now  to  the  Question  asked  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Eye  with  regard  to  the 
proposal  of  General  Graham?  General 
Graham  had  made  two  proposals,  after 
the  battle  of  Tamanieb,  to  the  noble 
Marquess.  In  his  Despatch  (No.  272) 
he  telegraphed  thus  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  W  ar— 

"  The  present  position  of  afTairs  is  that  two 
heavy  blows  have  been  dealt  at  rebels  and  fol- 
owers  of  the  Mahdi,  who  are  profoundly  dis- 
couraged. They  say,  however,  that  English 
troops  can  do  no  more;  must  re-embark  and 
leave  the  countr^r  to  them  ;  to  follow  up  these 
victories  and  bring  waverers  to  our  side  we 
should  not  proclaim  our  intention  of  leaving ; 

Sir  Walter  B.  Bartteht 


but  rather  make  a  demonstration  of  an  advance 
towards  Berber,  and  induce  a  belief  that  we  can 
march  anywhere  we  please.  I  propose,  there- 
fore,  making  as  great  a  show  as  possible  withoat 
harassing  troops,  as  Medical  Officers  report  they 
require  rest.  A  strong  battalion,  with  reg^eoat 
of  Cavalry,  advances  to-morrow  to  Handok,  and 
from  thence  a  reconnaissance  will  be  made  sdong 
the  Berber  road;  this  road,  Suakin-Berber, 
passes  through  country  occupied  by  various 
tribes  from  Buakin ;  Handuk,  Otas,  and  SibU 
are  the  Fadlab,  whose  Sheikh,  Mohammed  All 
Bey,  is  friendly,  but  has  given  no  active  sup- 
port hitherto.  He  undertakes  to  accompany  the 
troops  in  their  advance  to-morrow,  and  may  be 
useful.  He  was  formerly  the  wekil,  or  agent,  of 
Sheikh  Hamad  Mahmoud,  of  Mousiah  tribe,  the 
Khalifa  or  Governor  of  the  road,  and  conducted 
all  bargains  with  camel  drivers.  The  road  from 
Sibil  to  Aariab  lies  in  country  of  Amrar  tribM. 
Their  head  Sheikh,  Hamad  Mahmoud,  just 
mentioned,  is  with  rebels  through  the  greater 
part.  The  sub-tribes  of  Amrar  are  still  IojbL 
Prom  Aariab  to  Berber  the  road  lies  in  country 
of  Bishareen,  and  must  be  dealt  with  from 
Berber.  Keports  of  pilgrims  state  that  an 
Egyptian  garrison  holds  Obak ;  desirable  to 
obtain  from  Berber  attitude  of  Bishareen,  and 
how  far  road  is  open.  Gordon  should  comma* 
nicate  to  you  for  my  information ;  he  can  find 
out  as  to  road  and  tribes,  and  should  endeavour 
to  open  road  and  send  people  across." 

That  was  General  Gbaham's  first  pro- 
posal, and  the  second  was  very  like  it. 
It  would  be  found  in  his  despatch  to  the 
noble  Marquess  (No.  277),  dated  Suakin, 
March  18,  which  ran  thus — 

"  Gordon  Highlanders,  with  19th  Hussars 
and  Mounted  Infantry,  have  marched  to 
Handuk,  and  are  now  in  telegraphic  commu- 
nication. The  force  is  under  General  Stewart, 
accompanied  by  the  Sheikh  of  Fadlab  tribe; 
Osman  Digna  is  reported  at  Tamanieb  with 
2,600  followers,  many  of  whom  are  reported  as 
wavering,  and  to  have  sent  to  friends  in  Fadlab 
tribe,  who  have  advised  them  to  come  to  Handuk 
for  protection  from  Osman.  Stewart  has  in- 
structions to  conciliate  and  work  with  friendly 
Sheikh;  also  to  reconnoitre  and  report.  An 
advance  to  Sibil,  50  miles  on  Berber  road,  could 
be  made  with  2,000  men ;  300  more  camelB 
would,  however,  be  required,  and  preparations 
would  take  five  days.    Troops  very  healthy." 

Now,  he  said,  that  after  such  statements 
as  these  it  was  perfectly  possible  for  the 
noble  Marquess  to  have  ordered  an  ad* 
vance  upon  Berber  from  Suakin.  Had 
that  advance  taken  place,  Berber  would 
not  have  fallen,  because,  as  hon.  Mem- 
bers knew,  the  Mudir  of  Berber  was 
prepared  to  march  out  some  50  or  more 
miles  to  meet  the  advancing  force  which 
General  Gordon  thought  was  coming ; 
so  that  the  march  over  that  part  of  the 
road  without  water  would  hare  been 
accomplished  by  Egyptian  troops  from 
Berber.     The  noble  Marquess  knew  all 
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that ;  but  the  Grovernmeiit  were  deter- 
mined to  do  nothing,  nor  would  they 
have  done  anything  einee  but  for  the 
outcry  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
who  demanded  that^  at  any  cost,  Ghordon 
ahould  be  relieved.  Then  he  would  ask 
whether  it  would  not  have  been  wise 
and  prudent  to  have  consulted  so  distin- 
guished a  man  as  General  Sir  Gerald 
Graham,  as  to  what  he  considered  to  be 
the  best  and  wisest  course  ?  The  noblo 
Marquess  had  stated  that  he  did  not 
want  to  have  another  action.  But  was 
he  more  likely  or  not  to  have  another 
action,  having  left  Oaman  I>igna  and  his 
force  unbroken  and  undispersed,  during 
the  whole  summer  and  autumn,  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Suakin  ?  Had  General 
Graham's  march  to  Berber  taken  place, 
that  force  would  never  have  collected 
again.  Had  General  Graham  been  con- 
suited  and  that  march  BanctionedT  he 
was  convinced  that  General  Graham 
would  have  done  his  duty  Buccessfully. 
The  noble  Marquess  seemed  to  think 
that  some  point  ol  etiquette  would  have 
been  iuvolved  in  consulting  a  junior 
Generah  But  if  it  were  wise  to  send  a 
junior  General  to  Huakin  at  all,  surely 
it  would  have  been  wise  to  have  oon- 
eulted  him  when  he  was  there.  He  (Sir 
Walter  B,  Barttelot)  believed  that  Gene- 
ral Graham  would  have  been  prepared, 
at  the  most  reasonable  cost,  not  only  to 
have  placed  outposts,  but  to  have  main- 
tained and  opened  the  road  to  Berber, 
which  would  have  remained  the  trade 
route  of  that  part  of  the  country.  Was 
it  a  light  thing  that  a  road  of  that  kind 
should  be  abandoned  ?  The  noble  Mar- 
quess knew  that  it  was  not,  and  he  knew 
that  there  was  a  possibility  of  theirhaving 
to  advance  from  time  to  time  further  from 
Suakin.  The  Government  were  going  to 
improve  the  harbour  at  Suakin ;  and,  if  he 
was  not  mistaken,  a  large  quantity  of 
rails  had  been  landed  there ;  and  the 
idea  was  floating  in  their  minds  to  have 
a  railway  between  Suakin  and  Berber; 
but»  although  nothing  would  tend  more 
to  civilize  the  country,  they  would  pro- 
bably not  go  to  the  expense  until  it  was 
too  late  for  the  railway  to  be  of  any 
use.  \_A  laugh.'l  The  noble  Marquess 
laughed;  but  if  he  were  on  the  spot, 
he  would  find  it  desirable  to  have  that 
railway  constructed  in  the  interest  of 
Egypt,  wbich,  he  said,  the  Government 
had  so  much  at  heart.  To  judge  by 
the  way  in  which  they  had   acted,   it 


did  not  seem  that  they  had  that  interest 
at  heart  very  strongly,  not  withstand- 
ing  their  declarations.  He  repeated 
that  nothing  would  be  more  beneficial, 
especially  for  protection,  to  Egypt,  than 
a  railway  between  Suakin  and  Berber. 
But  the  Government  had  done  abso- 
lutely nothing  up  to  the  time  at  which 
they  came  down  for  a  Yote  of  Credit — 
that  was  to  say,  just  before  the  end  of 
the  last  Session.  The  noble  Marquess 
bad  very  good-naturedly  said  to  him  at 
the  time,  in  reply  to  a  Question — ^*  You 
have  now  got  your  answer,  and  I  hope 
you  are  satisfied  with  it."  It  was  satis- 
factory then.  But  the  £300,000  asked 
for  by  the  Government  was  but  as  a 
drop  in  the  ocean,  if  they  were  going  to 
do  what  they  now  professed.  He  under- 
took to  say  that  IChartoum  would  have 
been  relieved  by  General  Graham  at  a 
very  small  cost,  whereas  now  the  ex- 
pense would  be  simply  enormous,  and 
time  alone  would  show  whether  the  Ex- 
pedition would  succeed.  But  this  the 
Government  knew — that  they  had  em- 
barked on  a  most  difficult  and  dan- 
gerous operation,  even  if  the  force  under 
General  Lord  Wolseley  was  not  attacked. 
He  would  not  pretend  to  say  what  was 
the  chance  of  that ;  but  supposing  it  was 
attacked,  and  suffered  a  reverse,  on  what 
were  they  going  to  fall  back  ?  Let  the 
Committee  consider  the  distance  of  their 
base  from  Khartoum,  and  judge  what 
the  consequences  of  a  reverse  would  be. 
He  ventured  to  believe  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  token  this  step  out  of  con- 
sideration to  public  opinion ;  not  be- 
cause they  wished  to  take  it,  for  they 
had  stated  that  it  was  not  their  view  or 
wish  that  General  Gordon  should  be  re- 
lieved, but  that  he  should  escape  from 
Khartoum  in  the  best  way  he  could. 
General  Gordon,  a  man  who  had  always 
shown  and  proved  himself  to  be  most 
tenacious  of  the  honour  of  his  country, 
had  been  seut  out  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
lieving the  garrisons  in  the  Soudan  ; 
but  they  were  now  told  that  the  insti-uc- 
tions  of  Lord  Wolseley  were  that  those 
garrisons  were  to  be  sacrificed,  an  aban- 
donment which,  if  it  took  place,  would 
constitute  an  indelible  disgi'aco  to  the 
country.  Whenever  General  Gordon 
asked  for  help  or  relief,  when  he  said 
he  was  suflfering  and  unable  to  hold  out, 
no  notice  was  taken  of  his  appeal.  God 
grant  that  the  Expedition  might  not  be 
too  late!     But  he  was  afraid  that  the 
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question  was  one  on  whicli  there  was 
room  for  much  doubt.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess had  not  said  one  word  as  to  what 
the  Government  intended  to  do  in  the 
event  of  Khartoum  having  fallen.  That 
was  a  question  of  considerable  interest, 
and  one  on  which  he  and  his  hon.  Friends 
would  like  to  have  some  information. 
Did  they  mean  to  allow  the  Mahdi  to 
take  possession  of  Khartoum,  and  was 
slavery  to  be  allowed  to  continue  in  the 
Soudan,  as  it  had  done  in  years  gone 
by  ?  It  was  the  Government  who,  by 
proclaiming,  in  season  and  out  of  season, 
that  they  were  going  to  abandon  the 
Soudan,  had  been  the  destruction  of  the 
coimtry.  Never  had  a  more  reckless 
course  been  taken  by  any  Government 
than  this  declaration  of  the  abandon- 
ment of  the  Soudan  before  the  garrisons 
had  been  withdrawn  in  safety ;  and  he 
believed  that  if  it  culminated  in  the  fall 
of  Khartoum,  and  the  destruction  of 
General  Gordon,  no  censure  had  ever 
fallen  on  a  Government  heavier  than 
that  which  he  hoped  the  people  of  the 
country  would  pass  on  those  who  had 
been  the  cause  of  that  calamity.  Did 
the  Government  mean  to  hand  over  the 
whole  of  the  Soudan  to  the  Mahdi  ?  If 
that  were  so,  Egypt  would  be  left  open 
at  any  moment  to  the  attacks  of  those 
hordes  which  would  come  down  upon  her 
from  the  Soudan,  a  condition  of  affairs 
that  would  be  as  dangerous  to  the 
country  as  it  would  be  disgraceful  to  the 
Government.  But  he  believed  the  people 
would  speak  out  on  this  question.  They 
were  watching  with  the  greatest  anxiety 
what  the  Government  were  now  doing 
in  Egypt,  when,  up  to  the  present,  they 
had  done  nothing  but  upset  all  that  was 
good  without  substituting  anything  in 
its  place.  It  was  high  time  that  there 
should  be  no  longer  two  masters  in 
Egypt;  nor  could  the  country  be  pro- 
perly governed  by  dummies  directed 
from  Downing  Street.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  must  assume  the  responsi- 
bility which  events  had  cast  upon  them, 
disguise  it  as  they  might ;  and,  having 
assumed  it,  they  would  be  bound  to  take 
care  that  order  reigned  in  Egypt,  al- 
though we  might  be  kept  there  for  many 
years  to  come. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  not 
being  a  military  genius,  ready  at  a 
moment  to  explain  how  the  campaign 
ought  to  be  conducted  or  not  in  Central 
A^ioa,  he  should  not  intrude  his  views 
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upon  the  Committee  as  to  whether  they 
ought  to  have  gone  to  Khartoum  by 
Suakin  or  by  the  Nile,  because  he  ob- 

i'ected  to  their  going  there  at  all.  The 
Lon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  who  had 
just  spoken  asked  the  Government  what 
it  was  they  intended  to  do  if  the  Expedi- 
tion were  too  late  to  save  General  Gor- 
don. But  was  not  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  aware  that  an  answer  had 
been  given  to  that  again  and  again? 
Had  not  the  Prime  Minister  told  them  a 
long  time  ago  that  the  sole  object  in  the 
Soudan  was  to  **  rescue  and  retire?" 
They  were  to  rescue  the  garrisons  and 
General  Gordon,  after  which  they  were 
to  retire  without  mixing  themselves  up 
with  the  internal  affairs  of  the  oountry. 
When  the  noble  Marquess,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  was  introducing 
this  Estimate,  he  had  said  something 
about  establishing  a  settled  form  of  Gb- 
vernment  in  the  Soudan.  That,  he 
would  point  out,  was  a  scheme  entirely 
novel,  and  also  contrary  to  the  pledges 
given  to  the  House  when  the  prelimi- 
nary Vote  of  £300,000  was  asked  for. 
It  was  then  understood  that  the  leader 
of  the  Expedition  would  solely  and 
simply  endeavour  to  bring  back  with 
him  General  Gordon,  and,  if  possible, 
the  garrisons;  but  there  was  not  one 
word  said  about  establishing  any  form 
of  settled  Government  in  the  Soudan. 
If  the  noble  Marquess  simply  meant 
that  if  Lord  Wolseley  reached  Khartoum, 
he  was,  in  order  to  prevent  the  disorgani- 
zation of  all  society  there,  to  gather  to- 
gether some  of  the  notabilities  of  the 
town,  he  should  be  glad  to  hear  that  that 
was  so ;  but  if  he  meant  that  they  were 
going  to  establish  some  settled  form  of 
Government  in  the  Soudan,  that  would 
be  a  very  different  business  to  what  was 
understood  by  the  House  as  being  in 
view  when  the  money  was  voted  last 
Session.  Had  General  Wolseley  never 
communicated  with  the  Mahdi  ?  There 
was  no  doubt  that  many  communications 
had  taken  place  between  that  personage 
and  the  Mudir  of  Dongola;  they  had 
French  Ministers  as  well  as  merchants 
receiving  despatches  every  day  of  what 
was  taking  place  ut  Khartoum;  and 
yet  it  seemed  that  no  efforts  were 
made  to  convey  to  the  Mahdi,  on  tiie 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
that  if  he  would  only  allow  General 
Gordon  and  the  garrison  at  Khartoum 
to  retire  they  would  have  nothing  more 
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to  do  Trith  the  Soudan,  He  had  aeked 
the  question  soveral  timea  in  the  House 
already,  but  had  never  been  able  to  get 
a  reply  as  to  whether  they  had  entered 
into  any  communication  with  the  Mahdi. 
The  J*  linew  very  little  about  what  was 
going  on  at  Khartoum.  All  they  knew  was 
that  General  Gordon  was  in  a  position  of 
great  and  exceptional  difficulty.  It  was 
almoet  impossible  to  criticize  General 
Gordon's  actions ;  but,  at  the  same  time^ 
it  was  well  to  bear  in  mind  the  report 
which  was  published  the  other  day  by 
Colonel  Duncan  as  to  the  passage 
through  Assouan  of  persons  leaving  the 
Soudan.  In  that  report  it  was  stated 
that  men,  women,  and  children— the 
wives,  children,  and  servants  of  tho 
different  employers — wore  leaving  the 
country ;  and  then  Colonel  Duncan  weot 
on  to  say  it  would  be  remarked  that 
there  were  exceedingly  few  soldiers 
passing  through  the  town.  The  reason 
of  that  waf3  that  General  Gordon,  who 
was  sent  out  to  relieve  the  garrisons — to 
get  the  garrison  out  of  Khartoum — had 
called  in  all  the  troops  in  the  neighbour- 
hood, and  had  told  them  that  they  must 
not  leave,  but  must  rally  at  Khartoum. 
He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  only  mentioned 
these  facts  because  it  was  desirable  that 
they  should  be  borne  in  mind.  They 
heard  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  talk  about  a  settled  Go- 
vernment in  Khartoum*  He  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  did  not  think  any  of  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  with  whom  he  uemdly 
acted  desired  that  if  Lord  Wolseley  was 
able  to  get  the  garrison  away  from 
Khartoum  the  gallant  General  should 
delay  one  moment,  or  spend  any  British 
blood  or  money  in  order  to  establish 
a  settled  Govei-nment  in  Khartoum, 
or  the  Soudan,  or  to  wage  war  against 
the  Mahdi.  He  intended  to  follow  into 
the  Lobby  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson).  He 
quite  admitted  that  if  an  Expedition  was 
sent  out  it  must  be  paid  for.  He  re- 
membered that  last  Session  the  Prime 
Minister  said  he  asked  for  a  small  pre- 
liminary Vote  as  a  matter  of  principle. 
He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  understood  that  by 
aaaenting  to  that  small  preliminary  Vote 
the  House  assented  to  the  proposal  to 
send  out  an  E3tpedition.  But  why  should 
they  pay  for  it  at  all  ?  Why  not  Egypt 
pay  for  it,  or,  rather,  tho  Egyptian  bond- 
holders?  It  was  admitted  that  the 
Suudan    was    execrably    governed    by 


Egypt.  The  Egyptian  Government  sent 
out,  against  our  wish,  Hicks  Pasha  to 
bring  the  Soudan  once  more  under  the 
control  of  Egypt.  At  the  time  we  pro- 
tested against  Hicks  Pasha  being  sent 
out.  Hicks  Pasha,  however,  went  to  tho 
SoudaUj  and  he  might  have  withdrawn 
with  the  Egyptian  garrisons ;  but  ho 
tried  to  re-establish  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment there,  and  the  consequence 
was  that  he  and  his  army  were  de* 
stroyed.  The  garrisons  remained  in  tho 
country,  and  the  Egyptians  could  not  do 
anything  to  relieve  them.  It  appeared 
the  Egyptians  were  not  very  great  men 
at  fighting,  and  eo  they  asked  us  to  aid 
them.  We  sent  General  Gordon  to  aid 
them ;  but  when  General  Gordon  arrived 
in  Cairo  he  accepted  the  post  under  the 
Khedive  of  Governor  of  the  Soudan.  Tho 
position,  therefore,  of  General  Gordon 
was  that  of  Eepresentative  of  tho  Khe- 
dive at  Khartoum.  Although  we  were, 
pei'haps,  right  in  sending  men  out  to 
rescue  General  Gordon  because  we  wore, 
to  a  certain  extent,  responsible,  yet  it 
was  obvious  that  it  was  the  Egyptian 
Government  who  ought  to  jmy,  and  not 
wo,  the  cost  of  the  Expedition  to  get  the 
Egyptian  garrisons  and  General  Gordon, 
who  was  the  Egyptian  Governor  of  tho 
Soudan,  out  of  the  country.  It  was  said 
that  Egypt  could  not  pay  her  debts.  No 
illusion  was  greater  than  that.  For  cen- 
turies Egypt  had  been  the  great  granary 
of  Europe,  and  it  was  possible  for  Egypt 
to  pay  the  cost  of  its  administration,  and 
have  a  surplus  for  such  an  Expedition  as 
the  present.  It  was  well  known  why 
Eg}'|3t  could  not  now  pay  its  debts.  The 
reason  was  to  be  found  in  the  fact  that 
the  greater  portion  of  the  Revenue  of  the 
country  was  diverted  for  the  benefit  of 
the  bondholders.  The  Kevenues  of  the 
country  were  mortgaged  to  the  bond- 
holdera ;  and,  therefore,  the  bondholders 
should  pay  for  the  defence  of  tho  coun- 
try. He  was  entirely  opposed  to  the 
Expedition  ;  but  he  especially  supported 
his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson) 
that  night,  upon  the  ground  that  they 
ought  to  call  upon  Egypt  to  pay  tho  ex- 
penses. They  might  make  an  advance 
of  money  if  necessary ;  but  then  they 
ought  to  put  it  down  as  a  debt  owing  by 
Egypt  to  us.  Ho  could  well  understand 
an  advance  being  made;  but  he  could 
not  understand  why,  whenever  a  ques- 
tion of  this  sort  arose,  no  matter  wha 
Government  waa  in  power,  it  was  always 
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said — ''Oh!  let  the  British  taxpayer 
pay."  There  were  many  people  in  Eng- 
land who  wanted  money,  and  to  whom 
money  would  be  of  the  greatest  benefit. 
The  Lrish  wanted  money  ;  the  shipping 
trade  was  in  distress ;  indeed,  there  were 
hundreds  of  ways  in  which,  if  they  had 
got  these  millions  to  throw  away,  they 
oould  expend  them  with  far  more  benefit 
to  the  country  than  in  expending  them 
in  the  Soudan,  expending  them  not  even 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Soudan  or  Egypt, 
but  for  the  benefit  of  the  Egyptian  bond- 
holders, who  were  simply  usurers,  and 
who,  if  he  had  his  way,  would  not  get 
la.  interest  for  the  money  they  had  ad- 
vanced. 

Mr.  GEEQORY  shared  the  regret 
which  had  been  expressed  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
that  the  Government  did  not  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  operations  against  Osman 
Digna  to  relieve  Khartoum  by  the  Suakin 
and  Berber  route ;  and,  speaking  with 
great  diffidence  to  military  authorities,  he 
thought  it  would  have  been  better  if  the 
Suakin-Berber  route  had  been  adopted 
for  the  present  Expedition.  From  some- 
thing which  fell  from  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington),  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  question  of  expense 
had  entered  a  little  more  than  it  ought 
to  have  done  into  the  consideration  of  this 
matter.  He  trusted  that  that  was  not 
the  case,  because  he  felt  that  the  prin- 
cipal object  of  the  Expedition  was  the 
relief  of  General  Gordon.  It  was  all 
very  well  to  say  it  was  desirable  to  com- 
municate with  Dongola,  and  with  the 
tribes  along  the  course  of  the  Nile ;  but 
the  principal  and  main  object  which  they 
ought  always  to  have  had  before  them 
in  undertaking  the  Expedition  was  the 
release  of  General  Gordon  from  the  diffi- 
cult position  in  which  he  was  placed. 
Again,  there  was  another  matter  which 
ought  to  haveenteredinto  their  considera- 
tion, and  that  was  the  establishment  of 
a  permanent  Government  at  Khartoum. 
He  held  that  it  was  impossible  to  main- 
tain a  permanent  Government  there  un- 
less communication  were  kept  up  between 
it  and  civilization,  and  he  did  not  see 
that  by  taking  the  route  up  the  Nile 
they  had  opened  up  that  connection  in 
any  degree.  He  believed  that  if  they 
had  taken  the  Suakin  and  Berber  route 
they  would  have  opened  a  new  line  of 
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communication,  or  made  practicable  the 
old  line  of  communication,  by  which 
constant  intercourse  could  have  been 
maintained  with  Khartoum  and  the 
Soudan.  He  feared  that  in  consequence 
of  the  route  Lord  Wolseley  had  taken  it 
would  be  impossible  for  them  to  establish 
a  permanent  Government  at  Khartoum, 
and  thus  bring  about  a  better  state  of 
things. 

Sir  GBOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
as  his  views  on  this  subject  were  gene- 
rally in  accord  with  those  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Oarlisle  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson),  he  need  not  repeat 
what  the  hon.  Baronet  had  said,  and 
said  with  much  greater  force  than  he  (Sir 
George  Campbell)  could.  At  the  same 
time,  he  did  not  think  that  it  would 
be  worth  while  to  divide  on  the  Vote. 
He  and  his  hon.  Friend  might  take 
this  salve  to  their  consciences — that  they 
had  throughout  protested  against  the 
policy  which  had  made  this  Vote  neces- 
sary. It  was  to  be  remembered  that  in 
the  summer  the  Prime  Minister  proposed 
a  Vote  of  £300,000  for  the  Expedition 
to  Khartoum.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man called  it  a  Vote  of  principle ;  and 
he  avowed  that  the  Vote  was  meant  to 
commit  the  House  and  the  country  to 
the  Expedition.  He  (Sir  George  Oamp- 
bell)  dissented  from  the  Vote,  because 
he  believed  it  amounted  to  a  sanction 
of  what  he  believed  would  be  a  long 
bill.  Still,  he  felt  that  the  House  and 
the  country  was  committed  to  the 
matter,  and  that  he  and  his  hon.  Friend 
had  done  their  duty  by  protesting  against 
the  proposed  expenditure.  He  did  not 
like  the  tone  of  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington).  The 
noble  Marquess  was  very  straightforward 
and  honest;  he  could  not  bring  him- 
self to  tell  them  that  the  Vote  now  pro- 
posed would  be  sufficient  for  the  Expe- 
dition. He  (Sir  George  Campbell) 
considered  that  the  Government  were 
bound  to  do  then*  utmost  to  face  clearly 
the  expenditure  and  risks  they  were  now 
incurring.  The  noble  Marquess  had  very 
fairly  told  the  Committee  that  they  might 
have  to  pay  more ;  but  the  Government 
ought  at  the  present  moment  to  place 
before  the  country  an  Estimate  of  the 
expenditure  which  would  in  all  proba- 
bility be  incurred.  He  thoroughly  be- 
lieved that  the  noble  Marquess  was  a 
prudent  administrator,  and  liiat  Lord 
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"Wolaeley    was    a    skilful    and    econo- 
niical   General t   and  that  this   Expedi- 
tion would  not  be  ohai'aoterized  by  the 
enormous  wasteful  expenditure  as  cha- 
raoterizod  tbo  Expedititm  to  Abyssinia. 
At  the  same  timi\  he  could  hardly  credit 
that  this  gruat  Expedition  into  the  heart 
of  Africa  would  bo  carried  out  for  the 
expenditure  now  before  the  Committee 
—namely,  £1,600,000  in  alL     If  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  the  Expedition  the 
present  Estimate  were  tu  be  greatly  ex- 
ceeded,  considerable  blame  would  attach 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  for  not 
piitting  the  thing  fully  before  the  country. 
He  eonfessed  that  the  present  Eijtimate 
appeared  to  him  to  he  exceedingly  low. 
Although   he   had   great  confidence  in 
the  noble  Marquess  at  tho  head  of  the 
War  Department,  he  had    great  mis- 
givings,   especially    after    the    expres- 
elons  which  fell  from  the  noble  Marquess 
himself,   that  the    Estimate   would    be 
exceeded.       He   was    also    anxious    to 
know  how  the  money  was  to  be  raised* 
Ha  was  aware  that   the    country   was 
occupied  upon  other  matters,  and  that  it 
did    not    pay    much   attention   to    this 
question;  and  as  long  as  it  was  a  ques- 
tioa  of  votiDg  the  money  and  borrowing 
it  from  the  Money  Market,  the  country 
would  not  pay  very  much  attention  to  it. 
They  were  bound,  however^  when  they 
did  undertake  Expeditions,  to  pay  for 
them  out  of  their  own  pockets;  and  if 
another   2d.   in   the  pound   was   to   be 
added  to  the  Income  Tax  the   country 
would  soon  become  alivo  to  the  import- 
ance of  the  Expedition  and  the  risks  they 
were  undertaking.      He   thought  very 
great  credit  was   due   to   the   Govern- 
meat  for   the  eourago    they    had   dis- 
played in   resisting  the  attempts  made 
by   the   Opposition   to   induce   them  to 
send  an  Expedition   into  the  heart   of 
Africa    at    the   hottest   and    most    un- 
favourable time  of  the  year,     [Mr.  Asn- 
mkad-Bartlett  :  No,   uo!]       The  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  and 
his  hon.  Friends  were  at  one  time  con- 
tinually urging  the  Government  to  send 
an  Expedition  to  Berber  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  hot  weather  ;  and  he  main- 
tained that  Her  Majesty's  Govcrnmeut 
showed  great  courage  in  resisting  the 
pressure  put  upon  them  to  send  out  such 
an  Expeaition,     If  an  Expedition  had 
been  sent  out  as  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site desired  the  saoritice  of  life  amongst 
Her  Majesty's  troops  must  have  been 
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enormous.      General  Gordon  had  been 
able,  up  to  the  present — throughout  the 
hot   weather— to    maintain   himself   at 
Khartoum,   and  had  not  yet  been  cap- 
tured.     In  bia  opinion,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  been  extremely  prudent 
in  the   inatructlons   they  had  given  to 
General  Wolseley,  for  they  had  limited 
his  Expedition  as  far  as  possible.     He 
thought  the  Government  were  right  in 
saying  distinctly  that  General  Wolseley 
should  not  go  beyond  Khartoum  to  re- 
lieve any  garrisons  there  might  bo  there. 
He   (Sir    George    Campbell)   protested 
against  the  things  said   by   hon.   Gen- 
tlemen opposite  when  they  talked  about 
sacrihcing  these  garrisons.     They  talked 
as  if  the  gari'isons  must  necessarily  be 
massacred,   There  was  no  reason  to  sup- 
pose   that   they   would    be   massacred. 
There  was  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the 
Mahdi  would  not  receive  them  with  open 
arms,  as  he  had  done  other  garrisons. 
He    (Sir    George    Campbell)   sincerely 
hoped  they  would »  somehow  or  other, 
find  their  way  to  their  own  country ;  and, 
if  necessary,  he  should  be  glad  to  con- 
tribute towards  their  ransom.     He  did 
not    think^     however,    there    was    the 
smallest  reason  to  assume  they  would  be 
massacred  if  they  showed  a  disposition, 
as  others  had  done,  to  join  the  Mahdi. 
But    when    General    Wolseley    got    to 
Khartoum    Her  Majesty *8  Government 
must   make  up  their  minds   what  was 
to   be  done  with   the  place.       If  they 
could    not    find     a    capable     Govern- 
ment at  Khartoum  they  must  make  tip 
their  minds  to  pack  up  their  baggage 
and  come  away.     If  it  should  happen 
that  Khartoum  was  left  without  a  settled 
Government  they  might  regret  it^  but 
they  could  not  help  it ;  it  was  not  their 
business  to  govern  Khartoum.     As  re- 
garded General  Gordon  himself,  he  (Sir 
George  Campbell)  could  hardly  imagine 
that  General   Gordon,  a  British  officer, 
holding    Her     Majesty's     commission, 
would  refuse  to  leave  Khartoum.     If  he 
did  he  must  resign  Her  Majesty's  com- 
mission,   and   then    they  would  be  no 
longer  responsible  for  him.     If  he  was 
in  a  lit  state  to  exercise  his  own  judg- 
ment, and  desired  to  stay  at  Khartoum, 
his  wish  ought  to  be  gratitied,  but  upon 
such  terms  that  they  would  be  free  from 
all  responsibility  as  regarded  liim.     He 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  trusted  that  Her 
Majesty's    Government    would    adhere 
firmly  to  the  insti^actions  they  had  given 
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to  Lord  Woleeley,  and  that  as  they  had 
undertaken  it  they  would  bring  the  Ex- 
pedition to  an  end  as  speedily  and  as 
cheaply  as  possible. 

Ma.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said,  he 
did  not  think  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Kirkc£ildy  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  had  recommended  a  very  Eng- 
lish, or  noble,  or  honourable  policy.  Now, 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle 

Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  stated  what  most 
embers  of  the  Committee  could  entirely 
agree  with.  The  hon.  Baronet  told  them 
that  his  great  wish  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  mend  their  ways  and  stick  to 
their  principles.  But  it  had  occurred  to 
him  (Mr.  Stanley  Leighton)  to  ask  him- 
self what  were  the  principles  of  the  Go- 
vernment? Not  the  principles,  surely, 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  for  his 
hon.  Friend  severely  criticized  them. 
Unfortunately,  no  one  knew  what  the 
principles  of  file  (Government  were.  This 
Expedition  was  the  latest,  but  he  was 
afraid  it  was  not  the  last  Expedition 
which  would  go  from  this  country  to 
Egypt.  It  certainly  seemed  to  him  that 
the  Committee  ought  to  extract  from  the 
Government  certain  guarantees  before 
it  allowed  a  Vote  to  pass  which  would 
add  another  to  the  millions  of  pounds 
which  had  been  spent  by  this  Govern- 
ment on  this  Egyptian  business,  and 
would  place  a  number  of  lives  in  jeopardy 
without,  possibly,  any  corresponding  ad- 
vantage being  reaped.  The  guarantees 
which  it  appeared  to  him  the  Committee 
were  bound  to  demand  were  a  recantation 
of  those  foolish  declarations  which  were 
contained  in  the  words  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, **Eescue  and  Retire,*'  and  in  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  that  they  should 
quit  Egypt  in  six  months.  The  inevit- 
able course  of  events  had  already  re- 
versed the  policy  of  the  Government; 
but  the  Committee  ought  to  demand  a  re- 
cantation in  words  also  of  the  foolish  ex- 
pressions to  which  he  had  referred.  The 
policy  of  advance  and  retreat,  or,  in 
other  words,  the  policy  of  war  and  peace, 
at  the  same  time  must  be  abandoned. 
If  the  Peace  Party  had  had  their  way, 
every  drop  of  English  blood  which  had 
been  shed  in  Egypt  during  the  last  four 
years  might  have  been  saved,  besides 
millions  of  money.  If,  on  the  contrary, 
the  Government  had  chosen  to  follow  a 
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distinct  and  honourable  and  straightfor- 
ward course  of  advance  they  would  have 
reaped  great  advantages ;  and  most,  if 
not  all,  of  the  blood  which  had  been  shed 
would  have  been  saved,  and  the  country 
would  have  been  some  millions  the 
richer.  The  Government  had  not  fol- 
lowed either  the  one  or  the  other  course ; 
but  they  had  tried  to  perform  the  ab- 
solutely impossible  task  of  going  two 
ways  at  the  same  time.  He  was  glad 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
son)  was  going  to  divide,  because  it  was 
proper  that  the  positions  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  of  the  Peace  Party  should  be 
clearly  defined.  If  the  Government  were 
to  have  the  support  of  the  House  of 
Commons  that  night  they  must  break 
with  the  Peace  Party.  For  the  sake  of 
peace  they  must  oppose  the  Peace  Party. 
There  was  no  middle  course  open  any 
longer.  They  were  now,  for  the  seventh 
time  in  three  years,  responsible  for  a 
Military  Expedition. «-  First  of  all,  there 
was  the  Expedition  of  General  Hicks; 
then  Ijord  Alcester's ;  then  Lord  Wolse- 
ley's  first  Expedition;  then  General 
Gordon's;  then  General  Baker's;  then 
General  (Graham's ;  and  now  there  was 
Lord  Wolseley's  second  Expedition. 
["  And  Lord  Northbrook's !  "1  No ;  Lord 
Wolseley's.  [**Lord  Northbrook's!"] 
Oh,  yes ;  he  would  come  to  that  by-and- 
bye.  These  were  the  seven  Military 
Expeditions  for  which  they  were  re- 
sponsible in  three  years.  But  the  Go- 
vernment were  not  content  with  Military 
Expeditions ;  they  had  sent  out  an  equal 
number  of  Civil  Expeditions,  which  had 
also  cost  a  great  deal  of  money.  They 
had  sent  out  in  turn  Sir  Bivers  Wi  so  n 
Sir  Edward  Malet,  Sir  Auckland  Oolvin, 
Sir  Evelyn  Baring,  Mr.  Edgar  Vincent, 
the  Earl  of  Dufferin,  and  the  Earl  of 
Northbrook .  Seven  ()ivil  Expeditions  in 
addition  to  seven  Military !  All  in  three 
years!  Who  would  they  send  next? 
He  did  not  like  to  ask  the  question 
without  suggesting  some  practical  an- 
swer. The  only  other  person  left  to  be 
sent  to  Egypt  was  the  Prime  Minister 
himself.  Why  should  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spend  the  winter  season 
in  Grand  Cairo  ?  The  winter  was  plea- 
sant, and  it  would  be  better  for  his 
health  to  be  there  than  campaigning 
amidst  the  snows  of  Mid  Lomian,  or 
catching  colds  at  chaotic  railway  stations. 
The  idea  of  Gt)vemment  by  Missions  was 
a  new  one.    Unfortunately,  it  had  failed. 
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How  many  more  fail  urea  were  tliey  to 
witness  ?  He  had  forgotten  to  mention 
the  most  questionable  of  all  the  Expedi- 
tions for  which  the  Government  were 
responsible — he  meant  the  Expedition 
of  Ailnural  Hewett  and  Mason  Bey,  the 
object  of  which  was  to  incite  a  boat  of 
Abyssinian  savages  to  invade  the  Sou- 
dan. The  Government,  he  was  well 
aware,  by  their  obstinate  refusal  of  in- 
formation on  the  subject,  were  them- 
selves ashamed  of  it.  That  Expedition, 
too,  had  failed.  The  only  amends  which 
the  Government  could  make  to  the 
country  would  be  now,  at  the  eleventh 
hour,  to  separate  themselves  entirely 
from  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  bo- 
longed  to  the  Peace  Party — separate 
theme  elves  at  once  and  for  ever.  For 
himself,  he  should  not  take  any  part 
in  the  Division.  He  should  like  those 
who  supported  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  them  alone,  to  be  responsible 
for  the  imposition  of  this  new  tax  on  the 
country. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  said, 
he  had  listened  with  some  surprise  to 
the  speech  of  the  bon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (iSir  George 
Campbell)  when  he  had  stated  that  it 
was  impossible  to  send  an  Expedition  to 
the  relief  of  Khartoum  by  way  of  Berber 
iu  March  last.  It  was  not  accurate  to 
say  that  in  that  month  the  hottest  wea- 
ther prevailed.  It  was  true  there  was 
excessive  heat  in  the  iSoudan  for  a  few 
days  in  the  middle  of  March  of  this  year; 
but  such  abnormal  weather  prevailed 
also  in  more  Westerly  countries.  It  was 
succeeded  by  many  weeks  of  temperate 
weather.  The  troops  might  have  suffered 
somewhat ;  but,  acc^ording  to  the  highest 
military  authorities  both  on  the  spot 
and  in  this  country,  it  was  porfectly 
possible  for  General  Graham,  after 
Mb  two  great  victories  over  the  Arabs, 
to  have  sent  a  small  Expedition  along 
the  Berber  road  mounted  either  on 
camels  or  horses.  The  moral  effect 
of  such  an  Expedition  after  Graham's 
Buocesses  would  ba%^e  been  quite  suffi- 
cient to  have  insured  the  opening  of 
the  road  to  Khartoum,  and  the  safety  of 
that  town.  They  had  General  Gordon's 
own  word  for  it;  for  about  the  period  in 
question  the  gallant  officer  had  distinctly 
stated  that  the  presence  of  200  Briti^^h 
troops  at  Wady  Haifa  would  be  quite 
enough  to  cause  the  whole  of  the  opera- 
tions of  the  rebels  in  that  part  of  the 


Soudan  to  collapse.  As  to  the  other 
statements  of  the  hon.  Member,  he  (Mr, 
Ashmead-Bartlett)  could  hardly  con* 
gratulate  the  Government  on  their  can- 
did friend.  The  hon.  Baronet  had  told 
them  that  the  Government  trusted  to 
the  chapter  of  accideuts,  and  that  in 
that  chapter  the  Mudir  of  Dongola  had 
turned  up.  But  in  this  chapter  of  ac- 
cidents some  other  things,  lesfi  pleasant, 
had** turned  up.**  Berber  had  fallen, 
and  5,000  people  had  been  sacrificed. 
Khartoxim  had  been  besieged,  numerous 
battles  had  occurred,  and  many  lives 
had  been  lost ;  Lord  Wolseley*8  Expe- 
dition had  been  despatched — an  Expe- 
dition whi«h  had  already  cost  close  upon 
£2,000,000,  and  with  regard  to  which  the 
Government  might  esteem  themselves 
fortunate  if  they  escaped  with  no  further 
expenditure  than  another  £2,000,000. 
Such  had  been,  and  was  likely  to  be,  the 
result  of  the  policy  of  the  Government 
in  trusting  to  the  chapter  of  accidents. 
It  did  not  appear  to  him  (Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett)  that  this  policy  had  proved 
particularly  fortunate.  As  to  the  pro- 
posal before  the  House,  this  was  the 
19th  £1,000,000  the  Government  had 
wasted  in  Egypt.  The  first  campaign 
cost  England'  and  India  £7,000,000; 
the  present  Expedition  had  already  cost 
close  on  £2,000,000  ;  and  the  cost  to 
Egypt  of  the  intervention  and  blunder- 
ing of  the  Government  in  Egypt  had 
been,  at  least,  £10,000.000.  In  addition 
to  this  enormous  expenditure,  the  Go- 
vernment were  responsible  for  the  loss  of 
from  40,000  to  50,000  human  lives  ;  they 
had  allowed  slavery  and  slave  dealers  to 
obtain  a  hold  over  a  vast  country  from 
which  it  had  been  practically  banished  j 
and  if  tliey  abandoned  Khartoum,  they 
would,  as  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  and  Gene- 
ral Gordon  had  warned  them,  cause  the 
slave  traffic  in  its  most  horrible  forms  to 
prevail  throughout  the  Soudan.  More- 
over, they  had  set  the  whole  of  Europe 
against  them.  The  Great  Powers  were 
now  protesting  against  their  policy. 
And  now  Parliament  was  discussing 
the  opening  and  initial  cost  of  the 
third  serious  campaign  which  had 
been  undertaken  in  Egypt,  The  Go- 
vernment, in  carrying  out  their  Egyp- 
tian policy,  had  employed  —  as  they 
had  told  the  House — all  the  best  men 
they  could  lay  their  hands  on,  from  the 
Earl  of  Dutferin  to  General  Gordon. 
They  had  called  these  persons  to  their 
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council,  but  had  treated  them  all  with 
contempt.  They  had  received  their 
counsel  from  time  to  time  in  regard  to 
the  various  details  of  their  action  in 
Egypt,  but  had  refused  to  derive  any 
benefit  for  themselves  or  for  Egypt  from 
the  employment  of  these  distinguished 
men.  This  Expedition  of  General 
Wolseley  was  practically  the  fifth  epoch 
in  their  Egyptian  policy ;  and  the  country 
was  now  paying  this  £2,000,000,  in 
addition  to  all  the  other  sums  which  it 
had  paid  before,  simply  and  solely  in 
consequence  of  the  delay  of  the  Govern- 
ment— their  inability  to  foresee,  decide, 
or  to  act  in  any  of  the  crises  in  which 
decision  or  action  would  have  been  of 
avail.  They  had  rejected  every  sugges- 
tion that  General  Gordon  made  to  them ; 
they  had  refused  him  all  the  assistance 
he  asked  for — ^the  200  troops  at  Wady 
Haifa,  the  five  English  officers,  Zebehr, 
Indian  troops  at  Berber,  the  advance  of 
Graham's  Army,  the  2,000  Turkish 
troops.  All  his  suggestions  had  been 
contemptuously  rejected,  and  the  Go- 
vernment had  done  absolutely  nothing 
except  send   him  insulting    messages, 

Eractically  charging  him  with  a  change  of 
is  pacific  policy,  and  unjustly  rebuking 
him  in  his  perilous  and  critical  position. 
Surrounded  and  cut  off  as  he  was,  and— 
as  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  had  admitted  that  night — 
suffering  a  long  imprisonment  in  Khar- 
toum, in  the  greatest  danger,  by  day  and 
by  night,  Ministers  had  the  effrontery 
to  tell  General  Gordon  they  could  send 
him  no  military  force  to  undertake 
offensive  operations.  He  (Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett)  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  the  extraordinary  dis- 
crepancy between  the  statements  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers — and  it  was  a  point 
worthy  of  note,  strictly  bearing  upon  the 
Vote  under  discussion  —  with  regard  to 
the  position  of  General  Gordon  last 
March,  April,  and  May,  and  the  facts 
of  the  case  known  at  that  time  and 
since  confirmed.  On  the  8th  of  April 
the  Prime  Minister  said — 

**  General  Gordon  is  under  no  inability  to 
leave  the  Soudan  at  the  present  moment." — 
(3  Hansard,  [287]  39.) 

On  the  2l8t  he  said — 

**  The  position  of  General  Gordon  is,  so  far 
as  we  know,  a  position  of  security  ;  "— (Jfticf. 
141.) 

On  May  1  he  said — 

Jfr.  Ashmead'BartUt 


"  There  is  no  military  daneer  at  ihfl  prasnt 
moment  besetting  Khartoum.  — (Hid,  1059.) 

And  all  the  time  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  hon.  Members  knew  that  GK>r- 
don's  forces  had  been  defeated,  and 
that  the  General  was  besieged  by 
fanatical  hordes  and  in  great  peril. 
They  had  had  Mr.  Power's  despatches 
and  General  Gordon's  own  warnings. 
General  Gordon,  in  his  despatches,  said 
plcdnly  that  he  had  remained  in  Elhar- 
toum  because  the  Arabs  had  shut  him 
in.  The  Prime  Minister  must  have 
known  that  Gordon  was  in  imminent 
danger.  Between  April  16  and  May  7 
eight  difPerent  attacks  were  made  on 
Khartoum ;  and  it  was  no  wonder  that 
when  Gordon  got  the  insulting  and 
offensive  despat^es  of  April  23  and 
May  1,  he  replied  in  those  burning 
words  which  would  not  be  soon  forgotten 
by  the  English  people — 

"I  leave  to  you  the  indelible  disgraoe  of 
abandoning  the  garrisons." 

In  his  recent  despatches,  just  published, 
General  Gbrdon  emphasized  the  same 
reproach — 

<'  If  the  rebels  kill  the  Egyptian!  their  blood 
be  on  your  heads.*' 

The  most  remarkable  incident  was  the 
fall  of  Berber.  The  Government  were 
warned  of  the  peril  all  through  April.  80 
anxious  were  the  Eg^yptian  Ministry, 
Sir  Evelyn  Baring,  Nubar  Pasha,  and 
the  Khedive  about  Berber,  that  they 
all  urged  that  relief  should  be  sent. 
Although  the  Government  were  told 
these  things  throughout  April  —  al- 
though in  the  early  part  of  the  month 
despatches  reached  them  stating  that 
Berber  was  in  imminent  danger  of  fall- 
ing, the  Prime  Minister  found  himself 
able,  on  the  24th  of  April,  to  inform 
the  House  and  the  country  that  so  far 
as  he  knew  there  was  no  risk  of 
Berber  sharing  the  fate  of  Sinkat. 
That  was  a  most  extraordinary  inaccu- 
racy— he  would  not  say  deliberate  inac- 
curacy— for  the  Head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, in  possession  of  the  information 
it  was  known  he  had  at  that  time,  to 
have  been  guilty  of.  The  Gk)vemm6nt 
were  advised  and  urged  to  do  what  they 
could  to  assist  Berber.  Sir  Evelyn  Baring 
told  them  that  if  Berber  fell,  General 
Gt)rdon's  position  would  be  worstened, 
and  yet  they  found  the  Premier  de- 
claring that    he    did    not  believe  the 
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fall  of  Berber  wotdd  eeriouslj  aifect 
Khartoum.  Berber  held  out  for  eome 
weekSf  and  troops  could  easily  have 
been  sent  there  from  Assouan  by  way 
of  Dongola  or  by  the  desert.  General 
Gordon  had  said  the  eflfect  of  Berber 
having  been  saved  would  have  made 
Lord  Wolseley  advance  by  the  Nile  to 
Khartoum  *'  a  mere  picnic."  He  added 
these  words — *'Accordingto  all  accountP, 
5>000  men  were  massacred  at  Berber ;  " 
andi  with  a  touch  of  irony,  be  concluded 
with— **  All  is  for  the  best.''  The  hon. 
Baronet  had  congratulated  the  Govern- 
ment on  having:  come  across  the  Mudir 
of  Dongola-  That  was  a  mistake.  It 
appeared  to  him  (Mr,  Ashmead-Bartlett) 
that  the  Government  hAd  not  come  across 
the  Mudir  of  Dongola,  but  that  the 
Mudir  of  Dongola  had  come  across 
them.  The  Mudir  bad  been  ordered  by 
the  Egyptian  Government,  under  the 
direction  of  the  British  Cabinet,  to  aban- 
don Dongola  in  June  ;  and  it  was  only 
because  he  refused  to  abandon  the  great 
Province,  which  was  the  key  of  Egypt, 
that  the  Mudir  was  in  his  present  posi- 
tion, and  that  Lord  Wolseley^s  force  was 
able  to  advance  even  at  the  slow  rate  at 
which  it  was  advancing.  Here  he  would 
saj  a  word  as  to  the  instructions  issued  to 
Lord  Wolseley.  They  were  of  a  most 
extraordinary  kind,  loose  and  self-con- 
tradictory, as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Devon  (8ir 
Stafford  Northoote)  had  stated  the  other 
day.  The  instructions  were  such  that 
the  Government  could  quote  them  in 
support  of  two  directly  opposite  policies 
in  the  future,  if  they  desired  to  do  so. 
In  one  place  they  told  Lord  Wolseley  to 
estabbsh  a  Government  at  Khartoum  if 
he  could,  and  in  the  next  sentence  they 
told  him  that  such  a  Government  would 
have  to  rely  solely  on  its  own  strength. 
That  everybody  knew  was  impossible. 
They  could  not  at  present  establish  a 
suitable  Government  at  Khartoum  which 
could  rely  absolutely  on  its  own  strength* 
They  had  tried  to  make  such  an  arrange- 
ment as  that  in  Zulu  land,  and  they 
failed.  Everything  fell  to  pieces  as  soon 
as  British  supervision  was  withdrawn.  If 
the  Government  had  honestly  wished  to 
maintain  good  government  and  order  in 
the  Soudan,  they  would  have  authorized 
Lord  Wolseley  to  give  General  Gordon^ 
or  some  other  competent  British  otficial, 
such  support  as  to  have  enabled  him  to 
establish  a  Government  and    to  have 


maintained  it  until  it  became  eflBcient. 
Did  the  Govc-rnment  really  mean  to 
incur  th«  indelible  diisgrace  of  abandon- 
ing all  the  other  garrisons  ?  Were  these 
garrisons,  who  had  held  out  loyally  and 
gallantly,  confident  that  they  would  be 
relieved »  to  be  deliberately  abandoned 
to  massacre  and  slavery.  The  instruc- 
tions to  Lord  Wolseley  said  they  were 
to  be  abandoned.  Was  that  the  policy 
of  the  Government  ?  Were  the  men 
who  had  been  confident  that  some  relief 
would  come  to  them  to  be  given  over 
to  the  fate  of  Tewfik,  the  people  of 
Berber,  Onlonel  Stewart,  and  so  many 
others?  Had  the  Government,  when 
they  stated  that  any  rule  established 
south  of  Wady  Haifa  would  have 
to  rely  solely  upon  its  own  strength, 
taken  the  trouble  to  read  the  information 
collected  by  Colonel  Stuart-Wortley  in 
the  course  of  his  recent  gallant  ride 
across  the  desert  ?  It  was  clear  from 
the  latest  information  that  Dongola  was 
a  most  impoi-tant  position  for  the  de- 
fence of  Egypt ;  and  if  that  place  wera 
abandoned  the  position  at  Wady  Haifa 
would  be  perfectly  insecure.  In  fact, 
if  they  abandoned  Dongola  and  Khar- 
toum, unless  Egypt  was  to  be  handed 
over  to  anarchy  and  ruin,  there  would 
be  a  recurrence  of  these  Nile  Expeditions 
every  two  or  three  years.  He  would 
now  very  briefly  sum  up  what  he 
believed  was  desired  by  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  thinking  public  in  this 
country  who  had  examined  this  question, 
and  who  took  a  real  interest  in  the  in- 
fluence of  England  and  in  the  welfare 
of  Egypt.  He  sincerely  believed  that 
very  many  Liberals,  if  not  the  great 
majority  of  them,  together  with  almost 
the  whole  of  the  Conservative  Party, 
desired  to  see  a  settlement  made 
with  regard  to  Egypt  and  the  Soudan 
such  as  he  would  venture  to  sug- 
gest to  the  Government  and  to  the 
Committee,  In  the  first  place,  he  be- 
lieved it  to  be  necessary  that  a  thorough 
British  supervision  should  be  estab- 
lished over  Egypt  for  a  number  of 
years — for  a  sutticient  length  of  time  to 
reform  the  administration  and  to  make  its 
effect  felt  throughout  Egypt.  In  the 
second  place,  he  thought  that  the  people 
of  this  country  wished  to  see  General 
Gordon  authorized,  and  furnished  with 
sufficient  support  to  enable  him  to  re- 
store order  and  peace  and  freedom  to  the 
great  districts  extending  between  the 
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when,  by  reason  of  the  greater  quantity  of 
water,  it  would  be  less  difficult  to  conduct  opersi- 
tions  on  the  Sualdn-Berber  road  than  it  is  at 
present.  This  he  might  perhaps  be  able  to  do, 
but  it,  of  course,  involves  running  a  ^^reat  risk. 
The  only  other  plan  is  to  send  a  portion  of  Ge- 
neral Graham's  Army  to  Berber,  with  instruc- 
tions to  open  up  communication  with  Khar- 
toum. There  would  be  very  great  difficulty  in 
getting  to  Berber ;  but  if  the  road  were  once 
open,  it  might  be  done  by  sending  small  de- 
tachments at  a  time.  General  Gordon  is  evi- 
dently expecting  help  from  Suakin,  and  he  has 
ordered  messengers  to  be  sent  along  the  road 
from  Berber  to  ascertain  whether  any  English 
force  is  advancing.  Under  present  circum- 
stances, I  think  that  an  effort  should  be  made 
to  help  General  Gt>rdon  from  Suakin,  if  it  is  at 
all  a  possible  military  operation.  General 
Stephenson  and  Sir  Evelyn  Wood,  whilst  ad- 
mitting the  very  great  risk  to  the  health  of  the 
troops,  besides  the  extraordinary  military  risks, 
are  of  opinion  that  the  undertaldng  is  possible. 
They  think  that  General  Graham  should  be 
further  consulted." 

Next  in  order  of  time  came  that  Ques- 
tion of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  to  which 
he  had  referred  ;  and  he  would  be  glad 
to  know  on  what  plea  the  noble  Mar- 
quess rested  the  answer  which  he  gave 
to  it  at  the  time,  when  he  knew  that 
General  Stephenson  and  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood  did  think  it  possible  for  General 
Qraham  to  march  from  Suakin  to  Ber- 
ber, and  that  General  Stephenson  re- 
commended him  to  apply  for  informa- 
tion to  the  only  man  who  could  give 
information  on  the  subject  ?  What  did 
the  noble  Marquess  do  ?  He  declined 
to  apply  to  General  Graham,  and  that, 
in  his  judgment,  showed  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  predetermined  that  there 
should  be  no  advance  from  Suakin  to 
Berber.  He  believed  that  the  noble 
Marquess  must  have  known,  and  did 
know,  that  this  was  the  only  reliable 
chance  of  relieving  General  Gordon. 
Would  the  noble  Marquess  give  an  an- 
swer now  to  the  Question  asked  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Eye  with  regard  to  the 
proposal  of  General  Graham?  General 
Graham  had  made  two  proposals,  after 
the  battle  of  Tamanieb,  to  the  noble 
Marquess.  In  his  Despatch  (No.  272) 
he  telegraphed  thus  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War— 

"  The  present  position  of  affairs  is  that  two 
heavy  blovrs  have  been  dealt  at  rebels  and  fol- 
owers  of  the  Mahdi,  who  are  profoundly  dis- 
couraged. They  say,  however,  that  English 
troops  can  do  no  more;  must  re-embark  and 
leave  the  countrjr  to  them ;  to  follow  up  these 
victories  and  bring  waverers  to  our  side  we 
should  not  proclaim  our  intention  of  leaving ; 

Sir  Walter  B.  BarUtht 


but  rather  make  a  demonstration  of  an  advance 
towards  Berber,  and  induce  a  belief  that  we  can 
march  anywhere  we  please.  I  propose,  there- 
fore, making  as  great  a  show  as  possible  without 
harassing  troops,  as  Medical  Officers  report  they 
require  rest.  A  strong  battalion,  with  regiment 
of  Cavalry,  advances  to-morrow  to  Handuk,  and 
from  thence  a  reconnaissance  will  be  made  tdong 
the  Berber  road ;  this  road,  Suakin-Berber, 
passes  through  country  occupied  by  various 
tribes  from  Suakin ;  Handuk,  Otas,  and  Sibil 
are  the  Fadlab,  whose  Sheikh,  Mohammed  Ali 
Bey,  is  friendly,  but  has  given  no  active  aup- 
port  hitherto.  He  undertakes  to  accoinpany  the 
troops  in  their  advance  to-morrow,  andf  may  be 
useful.  He  was  formerly  the  wekil,  or  agent,  of 
Sheikh  Hamad  Mahmoud,  of  Mousiah  tribe,  the 
Khalifa  or  Governor  of  the  road,  and  conducted 
all  bargains  with  camel  drivers.  The  road  from 
Sibil  to  Aarlab  lies  in  country  of  Amrar  tribes. 
Their  head  Sheikh,  Hamad  Mahmoud,  just 
mentioned,  is  with  rebels  through  the  greater 
part.  The  sub-tribes  of  Amrar  are  stiU  loyaL 
From  Aariab  to  Berber  the  road  lies  in  country 
of  Bishareen,  and  must  be  dealt  with  from 
Berber.  Reports  of  pilgrims  state  that  an 
Egyptian  garrison  holds  Qbak ;  desirable  to 
obtam  from  Berber  attitude  of  Bishareen,  and 
how  far  road  is  open.  Qx>rdon  should  commu* 
nicate  to  you  for  my  information ;  he  can  find 
out  as  to  road  and  tribes,  and  should  endeavour 
to  open  road  and  send  people  across." 

That  was  G-eneral  Graham's  first  pro> 

?osal,  and  the  second  was  verj  like  it. 
t  would  be  found  in  his  despatch  to  the 
noble  Marquess  (No.  277),  dated  Suakin, 
March  18,  which  ran  thus — 

*'  Gordon  Highlanders,  with  19th  Hussars 
and  Mounted  Infantry,  have  marched  to 
Handuk,  and  are  now  in  telegraphic  commu- 
nication. The  force  is  under  General  Stewart, 
accompanied  hy  the  Sheikh  of  Fadlab  tribe; 
Osman  Dig^na  is  reported  at  Tamanieb  with 
2,600  followers,  many  of  whom  are  re|>orted  as 
wavering,  and  to  have  sent  to  friends  m  Fadlab 
tribe,  who  have  advised  them  to  come  to  Handuk 
for  protection  from  Osman.  Stewart  has  in- 
structions to  conciliate  and  work  with  friendly 
Sheikh;  also  to  reconnoitre  and  report.  An 
advance  to  Sibil,  50  miles  on  Berber  road,  could 
be  made  with  2,000  men ;  300  more  camels 
would,  however,  be  required,  and  preparations 
would  take  five  days.    Troops  very  healthy." 

Now,  he  said,  that  after  such  statements 
as  these  it  was  perfectly  possible  for  the 
noble  Marquess  to  have  ordered  an  ad- 
vance upon  Berber  from  Suakin.  Had 
that  advance  taken  place,  Berber  would 
not  have  fallen,  because,  as  hon.  Mem- 
bers knew,  the  Mudir  of  Berber  was 
prepared  to  march  out  some  50  or  more 
nules  to  meet  the  advancing  force  which 
General  Gordon  thought  was  ooming; 
so  that  the  march  over  that  part  of  the 
road  without  water  would  hare  been 
accomplished  by  Egyptian  troops  from 
Berber.     The  noble  Marquess  knew  all 
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that ;  but  the  (iovernment  were  deter- 
mined to  do  nothing,  nor  would  they 
liave  done  any  thin  g^  since  but  for  the 
outcry  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
who  demanded  that,  at  any  cost,  Gordon 
should  be  relieved.  Then  he  would  ask 
whether  it  would  not  have  been  wise 
and  prudeut  to  have  consulted  so  dietin- 
guished  a  man  aa  General  Sir  Gerald 
Graham,  as  to  what  he  considered  to  be 
the  best  and  wisest  course  ?  The  noble 
Marquess  had  stated  that  he  did  not 
want  to  have  another  action.  But  was 
he  more  likely  or  not  to  have  another 
action,  havings  left  Oaman  Digna  and  his 
force  unbroken  and  undiapereed,  during 
the  whole  summer  and  autumn,  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Suakin  ?  Had  General 
Graham's  march  to  Berber  taken  place » 
that  force  would  never  have  collected 
again.  Had  General  Graham  been  con- 
sulted and  that  march  sanctioned,  he 
was  couvinced  that  General  Graham 
would  have  done  his  duty  successfully. 
The  noble  Marquess  seemed  to  think 
that  some  point  of  etiquette  would  have 
beon  involved  in  consulting  a  junior 
General.  But  if  it  were  wise  to  send  a 
Tunior  General  to  8uakin  at  all,  surely 
it  would  have  been  wise  to  have  ooa- 
eulted  him  when  he  was  there.  He  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  believed  that  Gene- 
ral Graham  would  have  been  prepared, 
at  the  most  reasonable  cost,  not  only  to 
have  placed  outposts,  but  to  have  main- 
tained and  opened  the  road  to  Berber, 
which  would  have  remained  the  trade 
route  of  that  part  of  the  country.  Was 
it  a  light  thing  that  a  road  of  that  kind 
ahould  be  abandoned  ?  The  noble  Mar- 
quess knew  that  it  was  not,  and  he  knew 
that  there  was  a  possibility  of  their  having 
to  advance  from  time  to  time  further  from 
Buakia.  The  Government  were  going  to 
improve  the  harbour  at  Suakin ;  and,  if  he 
Was  not  mistaken,  a  large  quantity  of 
rails  had  been  landed  there  j  and  the 
idea  was  floating  in  their  minds  to  have 
ft  railway  be trreen  Suakin  and  Berber; 
but,  although  nothing  would  tend  more 
to  civilize  the  country,  they  would  pro- 
bably not  go  to  the  expense  until  it  was 
too  late  for  the  railway  to  be  of  any 
use.  [Jt  laugh.']  The  noble  Marquess 
laughed;  but  it*  hw  were  on  the  spot, 
he  would  find  it  desirable  to  have  that 
railway  constructed  in  the  interest  of 
Egypt,  which,  he  said,  the  Government 
had  so  much  at  heart.  To  judge  by 
the  way  in  which   they   had   acted,    it 


did  not  seem  that  they  had  that  interest 
at  heart  very  strongly,  notwithstand- 
ing their  declarations.  He  repeated 
that  nothing  would  be  more  beneficial, 
especially  for  protection,  to  Egypt,  than 
a  railway  between  Suakin  and  Berber* 
But  the  Government  had  done  abso- 
lutely nothing  up  to  the  time  at  which 
they  came  down  for  a  Yote  of  Oredit^ — 
that  was  to  say,  just  before  the  end  of 
the  last  Session.  The  noble  Marquess 
had  very  good-naturedly  said  to  him  at 
the  time,  in  reply  to  a  Question — "  You 
have  now  got  your  answer,  and  I  hope 
you  are  satisfied  with  it.''  It  was  satis- 
factory then.  But  the  £300,000  asked 
for  by  the  Government  was  but  as  a 
drnp  in  the  ocean,  if  they  were  going  to 
do  what  they  now  professed.  He  under- 
took to  say  that  lOiartoum  would  have 
been  relieved  by  General  Graham  at  a 
very  small  cost,  whereas  now  the  ex- 
pense would  be  simply  enormous,  and 
time  alone  would  show  whether  the  Ex- 
pedition would  succeed.  But  this  the 
Government  knew— that  they  had  em- 
barked on  a  moat  difficult  and  dan- 
gerous operation,  even  if  the  force  under 
General  Lord  Wolseley  was  not  attacked. 
He  would  not  pretend  to  say  what  was 
the  chance  of  that ;  but  supposing  it  waa 
attacked,  and  suffered  a  reverse,  on  what 
were  they  going  to  fall  back  ?  Let  the 
Oomraittee  consider  the  distance  of  their 
base  from  Khartoum,  and  judge  what 
the  consequences  of  a  reverse  would  be. 
He  ventured  to  believe  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken  this  step  out  of  con- 
sideration to  public  opinion;  not  be- 
cause they  wished  to  take  it,  for  they 
had  stated  that  it  was  not  their  view  or 
wish  that  General  Gordon  should  be  re- 
lieved, but  that  he  should  escape  from 
Khartoum  in  the  best  way  he  could. 
General  Gordon,  a  man  who  had  always 
shown  and  proved  himself  to  be  most 
tenacious  of  the  honour  of  his  country, 
had  been  sent  out  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
lieving the  garrisons  in  the  Soudan  ; 
but  they  were  now  told  that  the  instruc- 
tions of  Lord  Wolseley  were  that  those 
garrisons  were  to  be  sacrificed,  an  aban- 
donment which,  if  it  took  place,  would 
constitute  an  indelible  disgrace  to  the 
country.  Whenever  General  Gordon 
asked  for  help  or  relief,  when  he  said 
he  was  suffering  and  unable  to  hold  out, 
no  notice  was  taken  of  his  appeal.  God 
grant  that  the  Expedition  might  not  lie 
too  late!     But  he  was  afraid  that  the 
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question  was  one  on  which  there  was 
room  for  much  doubt.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess had  not  said  one  word  as  to  what 
the  Government  intended  to  do  in  the 
event  of  Khartoum  having  fallen.  That 
was  a  question  of  considerable  interest, 
and  one  on  which  he  and  his  hon.  Friends 
would  like  to  have  some  information. 
Did  they  mean  to  allow  the  Mahdi  to 
take  possession  of  Khartoum,  and  was 
slavery  to  be  allowed  to  continue  in  the 
Soudan,  as  it  had  done  in  years  gone 
by  ?  It  was  the  Government  who,  by 
proclaiming,  in  season  and  out  of  season, 
that  they  were  going  to  abandon  the 
Soudan,  had  been  the  destruction  of  the 
country.  Never  had  a  more  reckless 
course  been  taken  by  any  Government 
than  this  declaration  of  the  abandon- 
ment of  the  Soudan  before  the  garrisons 
had  been  withdrawn  in  safety ;  and  he 
believed  that  if  it  culminated  in  the  fall 
of  Khartoum,  and  the  destruction  of 
General  Gordon,  no  censure  had  ever 
fallen  on  a  Government  heavier  than 
that  which  he  hoped  the  people  of  the 
country  would  pass  on  those  who  had 
been  the  cause  of  that  calamity.  Did 
the  Government  mean  to  hand  over  the 
whole  of  the  Soudan  to  the  Mahdi  ?  If 
that  were  so,  Egypt  would  be  left  open 
at  any  moment  to  the  attacks  of  those 
hordes  which  would  come  down  upon  her 
from  the  Soudan,  a  condition  of  affairs 
that  would  be  as  dangerous  to  the 
country  as  it  would  be  disgraceful  to  the 
Government.  But  he  believed  the  people 
would  speak  out  on  this  question.  They 
were  watching  with  the  greatest  anxiety 
what  the  Government  were  now  doing 
in  Egypt,  when,  up  to  the  present,  they 
had  done  nothing  but  upset  all  that  was 
good  without  substituting  anything  in 
its  place.  It  was  high  time  that  there 
should  be  no  longer  two  masters  in 
Egypt;  nor  could  the  country  be  pro- 
perly governed  by  dummies  directed 
from  Downing  Street.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  must  assume  the  responsi- 
bility which  events  had  cast  upon  them, 
disguise  it  as  they  might ;  and,  having 
assumed  it,  they  would  be  bound  to  take 
care  that  order  reigned  in  Egypt,  al- 
though we  might  be  kept  there  for  many 
years  to  come. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  not 
being  a  military  genius,  ready  at  a 
moment  to  explain  how  the  campaign 
ought  to  be  conducted  or  not  in  Central 
Africa,  he  should  not  intrude  his  views 
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upon  the  Committee  as  to  whether  they 
ought  to  have  gone  to  Khartoum  by 
Suakin  or  by  the  Nile,  because  he  ob- 

i'ected  to  their  going  there  at  all.  The 
Lon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  who  had 
just  spoken  asked  the  Government  what 
it  was  they  intended  to  do  if  the  Expedi- 
tion were  too  late  to  save  General  Gor- 
don. But  was  not  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  aware  that  an  answer  had 
been  given  to  that  again  and  again? 
Had  not  the  Prime  Minister  told  them  a 
long  time  ago  that  the  sole  object  in  the 
Soudan  was  to  ** rescue  and  retire?" 
They  were  to  rescue  the  garrisons  and 
General  Gordon,  after  which  they  were 
to  retire  without  mixing  themselves  up 
with  the  internal  affairs  of  the  country. 
When  the  noble  Marquess,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  was  introducing 
this  Estimate,  he  had  said  something 
about  establishing  a  settled  form  of  Go- 
vernment in  the  Soudan.  That,  he 
would  point  out,  was  a  scheme  entirely 
novel,  and  also  contrary  to  the  pledges 
given  to  the  House  when  the  prelimi- 
nary Vote  of  £300,000  was  asked  for. 
It  was  then  understood  that  the  leader 
of  the  Expedition  would  solely  and 
simply  endeavour  to  bring  back  with 
him  General  Gordon,  and,  if  possible, 
the  garrisons;  but  there  was  not  one 
word  said  about  establishing  any  form 
of  settled  Government  in  the  Soudan. 
If  the  noble  Marquess  simply  meant 
that  if  Lord  Wolseley  reached  Khartoum, 
he  was,  in  order  to  prevent  the  disorgani- 
zation of  all  society  there,  to  gather  to- 
gether some  of  the  notabilities  of  the 
town,  he  should  be  glad  to  hear  that  that 
was  so ;  but  if  he  meant  that  they  were 
going  to  establish  some  settled  form  of 
Government  in  the  Soudan,  that  would 
be  a  very  different  business  to  what  was 
understood  by  the  House  as  being  in 
view  when  the  money  was  voted  last 
Session.  Had  General  Wolseley  never 
communicated  with  the  Mahdi  ?  There 
was  no  doubt  that  many  communications 
had  taken  place  between  that  personage 
and  the  Mudir  of  Dongola;  they  had 
French  Ministers  as  well  as  merchants 
receiving  despatches  every  day  of  what 
was  taking  place  ut  Khartoum;  and 
yet  it  seemed  that  no  efforts  were 
made  to  convey  to  the  Mahdi,  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
that  if  he  would  only  allow  General 
Gordon  and  the  garrison  at  Khartoum 
to  retire  they  would  have  nothing  more 
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to  do  with  the  Soudan «  He  had  aek&d 
the  question  several  times  in  the  House 
already,  but  had  never  been  able  to  get 
a  reply  as  to  whether  they  had  entered 
into  any  communication  with  the  Mahdi. 
They  knew  very  little  about  what  was 
goieg  on  at  Khartoum.  All  they  knew  was 
that  General  Gordon  was  in  a  position  of 
great  and  exreptional  difficulty.  It  was 
almofit  impossible  to  criticize  General 
Gordon* B  actions  ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
it  was  well  to  bear  in  mind  the  ropoit 
which  was  published  the  other  day  by 
Colonel  Duncan  as  to  the  passage 
through  Assouan  of  persons  leaving  the 
Soudan.  In  that  report  it  was  stated 
that  men,  women,  and  children— the 
wives^  children,  and  servants  ol  the 
different  employers — were  leaving  the 
country ;  and  then  Colonel  Duncan  went 
on  to  say  it  would  be  remarked  that 
there  were  exceedingly  few  soldiers 
paasiDg  through  the  town,  The  reason 
of  that  was  that  General  Gordon,  who 
was  sent  out  to  relievo  the  garrisons— to 
get  the  garrison  out  of  Khartotim^ — had 
called  in  all  the  troops  in  the  neighbour- 
hood, and  had  told  them  that  they  must 
not  leave,  but  must  rally  at  Khartoum. 
He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  only  mentioned 
these  facts  because  it  was  desirable  that 
ih^y  should  be  borne  in  mind,  They 
heard  the  noble  Marquess  (, the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  talk  about  a  settled  Go- 
vernment in  Khartoum.  He  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  did  not  think  any  of  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  with  whom  he  usuHlly 
&Gt«d  desired  that  if  Lord  Wolseley  was 
able  to  get  the  garrison  away  from 
Khartoum  the  gallant  General  should 
delay  one  moment,  or  spend  any  British 
blood  or  money  in  order  to  establish 
a  settled  Government  in  Khartoum, 
or  the  Soudan,  or  to  wage  war  against 
the  Mahdi,  He  intended  to  follow  into 
the  Lobby  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson).  He 
quite  admitted  that  if  an  Expedition  was 
sent  out  it  must  be  paid  for.  Ho  re- 
membered that  last  Session  the  Prime 
Minister  said  he  asked  for  a  small  pre- 
liminary Vote  as  a  matter  of  principle. 
He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  understood  that  by 
assenting  to  that  small  preliminary  Vote 
the  House  assented  to  the  proposal  to 
send  out  an  Expedition.  But  why  should 
they  pay  for  it  at  all  ?  Why  not  Egypt 
pay  for  it,  or,  rather,  the  Egyptian  bond- 
holders? It  was  admitted  that  the 
;  Suudau    was    exeorably    governed    by 


Egypt.  The  Egyptian  Government  sent 
out,  against  our  wish,  Hicke  Pasha  to 
bring  the  Soudan  once  more  under  the 
control  of  Egypt.  At  the  time  we  pro- 
tested against  Hicks  Pasha  being  sent 
out.  Hicks  Pasha,  however,  went  to  the 
Soudan,  and  he  might  have  withdrawn 
with  the  Egyptian  garrisons;  but  he 
tried  to  re-establish  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment there,  and  the  consequence 
was  that  he  and  his  army  were  de- 
stroyed. The  garrisons  remained  in  the 
country,  and  the  Egyptians  could  not  do 
anything  to  relieve  them*  It  appeared 
the  Egyptians  were  not  very  great  men 
at  fighting,  and  so  they  askt-id  us  to  aid 
them.  We  sent  General  Gordon  to  aid 
them  \  but  when  General  Gordon  arrived 
in  Cairo  he  accepted  the  post  under  the 
Khedive  of  Governor  of  the  Soudan.  The 
position,  therefore^  of  General  Gordon 
was  that  of  Representative  of  the  Khe- 
dive at  Khartoum,  Although  we  were, 
perhaps,  right  in  eending  men  out  to 
rescue  General  Gordon  because  we  were, 
to  a  certain  extent,  responsible,  yet  it 
was  obvious  that  it  was  the  Egyptian 
Government  who  ought  to  pay,  and  not 
we,  the  cost  of  the  Expedition  to  get  the 
Egyptian  garrisons  and  General  Gordon, 
who  was  the  Egyptian  Governor  of  the 
Soudan,  out  of  the  country.  It  was  said 
that  Egypt  could  not  pay  her  debts*  No 
illusion  was  greater  than  that.  For  cen- 
turies Egypt  had  been  the  great  granary 
of  Europe,  and  it  was  possible  for  Egypt 
to  pay  the  cost  of  its  administration,  and 
have  a  surplus  for  such  an  Expedition  as 
the  present.  It  was  well  known  why 
Egypt  could  not  now  pay  its  debts.  The 
reason  was  to  be  found  in  the  fact  that 
the  greater  portion  of  the  Eeveuue  of  the 
country  was  diverted  for  the  benefit  of 
the  bondholders.  The  Kevenues  of  the 
country  were  mortgaged  to  the  bond- 
holders ;  and»  therefore,  the  bondholders 
shouidjjay  for  the  defence  of  the  coun- 
try. He  was  entirely  opposed  to  the 
Expedition ;  but  he  especially  supported 
his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson) 
that  night,  upon  the  ground  that  they 
ought  to  call  upon  Egypt  to  pay  the  ex- 
penses. They  might  make  an  advance 
of  money  if  necessary ;  but  then  they 
ought  to  put  it  down  as  a  debt  owing  by 
Egypt  to  us.  He  could  well  understand 
an  advance  being  made;  but  he  could 
not  understand  why,  whenever  a  ques- 
tion of  this  sort  arose,  no  matter  wha 
Government  was  in  power,  it  was  always 
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said— "Oh!  let  the  British  taxpayer 
pay."  There  were  many  people  in^ng- 
land  who  wanted  money,  and  to  whom 
money  would  be  of  the  greatest  benefit. 
The  Irish  wanted  money  ;  the  shipping 
trade  was  in  distress ;  indeed,  there  were 
hundreds  of  ways  in  which,  if  they  had 
got  these  millions  to  throw  away,  they 
oould  expend  them  with  far  more  benefit 
to  the  country  than  in  expending  them 
in  the  Soudan,  expending  them  not  even 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Soudan  or  Egypt, 
but  for  the  benefit  of  the  Egyptian  bond- 
holders, who  were  simply  usurers,  and 
who,  if  he  had  his  way,  would  not  get 
1«.  interest  for  the  money  they  had  ad- 
ranoed. 

Me.  GEEGORY  shared  the  regret 
which  had  been  expressed  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
that  the  Government  did  not  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  operations  against  Osman 
Digna  to  relieve  Khartoum  by  the  Suakin 
and  Berber  route ;  and,  speaking  with 
great  diffidence  to  military  authorities,  he 
thought  it  would  have  been  better  if  the 
Suakin-Berber  route  had  been  adopted 
for  the  present  Expedition.  From  some- 
thing which  fell  from  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington),  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  tihe  question  of  expense 
had  entered  a  little  more  than  it  ought 
to  have  done  into  the  consideration  of  this 
matter.  He  trusted  that  that  was  not 
the  case,  because  he  felt  that  the  prin- 
cipal object  of  the  Expedition  was  the 
relief  of  General  Gordon.  It  was  all 
very  well  to  say  it  was  desirable  to  com- 
municate with  DoDgola,  and  with  the 
tribes  along  the  course  of  the  Nile ;  but 
the  principal  and  main  object  which  they 
ought  always  to  have  had  before  them 
in  undertaking  the  Expedition  was  the 
release  of  General  Gordon  from  the  diffi- 
cult position  in  which  he  was  placed. 
Again,  there  was  another  matter  which 
ought  to  have  entered  into  their  considera- 
tion, and  that  was  the  establishment  of 
a  permanent  Government  at  Khartoum. 
He  held  that  it  was  impossible  to  main- 
tain a  permanent  Government  there  un- 
less communication  were  kept  up  between 
it  and  civilization,  and  he  did  not  see 
that  by  taking  the  route  up  the  Nile 
they  had  opened  up  that  connection  in 
any  degree.  He  believed  that  if  they 
had  taken  the  Suakin  and  Berber  route 
they  would  have  opened  a  new  line  of 
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communication,  or  made  practicable  the 
old  line  of  communication,  by  which 
constant  intercourse  could  have  been 
maintained  with  Khartoum  and  the 
Soudan.  He  feared  that  in  consequence 
of  the  route  Lord  Wolseley  had  taken  it 
would  be  impossible  for  them  to  establish 
a  permanent  Government  at  Khartoum., 
and  thus  bring  about  a  better  state  of 
things. 

Sir  GBOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
as  his  views  on  this  subject  were  gene- 
rally in  accord  with  those  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Oarlisle  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson),  he  need  not  repeat 
what  the  hon.  Baronet  had  said,  and 
said  with  much  greater  force  than  he  (Sir 
George  Campbell)  could.  At  the  same 
time,  he  did  not  think  that  it  would 
be  worth  while  to  divide  on  the  Vote. 
He  and  his  hon.  Friend  might  take 
this  salve  to  their  consciences — that  they 
had  throughout  protested  against  the 
policy  which  had  made  this  Vote  neces- 
sary. It  was  to  be  remembered  that  in 
the  summer  the  Prime  Minister  proposed 
a  Vote  of  £300,000  for  the  Expedition 
to  Khartoum.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  called  it  a  Vote  of  principle  ;  and 
he  avowed  that  the  Vote  was  meant  to 
commit  the  House  and  the  country  to 
the  Expedition.  He  (Sir  George  Oamp- 
bell)  dissented  from  the  Vote,  because 
he  believed  it  amounted  to  a  sanction 
of  what  he  believed  would  be  a  lon^ 
bill.  Still,  he  felt  that  the  House  and 
the  country  was  committed  to  the 
matter,  and  that  he  and  his  hon.  Friend 
had  done  their  duty  by  protesting  against 
the  proposed  expenditure.  He  did  not 
like  the  tone  of  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington).  The 
noble  Marquess  was  very  straightforward 
and  honest;  he  could  not  bring  him- 
self to  tell  them  that  the  Vote  now  pro- 
posed would  be  sufficient  for  the  Expe- 
dition. He  (Sir  George  Campbell) 
considered  that  the  Government  were 
bound  to  do  their  utmost  to  face  clearly 
the  expenditure  and  risks  they  were  now 
incurring.  The  noble  Marquess  had  very 
fairly  told  the  Committee  that  they  might 
have  to  pay  more ;  but  the  Government 
ought  at  the  present  moment  to  place 
before  the  country  an  Estimate  of  the 
expenditure  which  would  in  all  proba- 
bility be  incurred.  He  thoroughly  be- 
lieved that  the  noble  Marquess  was  a 
prudent  administrator,  and  that  Lord 
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Wolaeley    was    a    skilful    and    ecouo-  j 
mical   General,  and  that  this   Exjiedi- 
tion  would  not  be  characterized  by  the 
enomiouB  wasteful  expenditure  as  cha- 
racterized thi*  Expedition  to  Abyssinia, 
At  the  same  time,  he  could  hardly  credit 
that  this  great  Expedition  into  the  heart 
of  Afriua  would  bo  carried  out  for  the 
expenditure  now  before  the  Committee 
—namely,  £1,600,000  in  alL     If  in  the 
ordinary  course  ol  the  Expedition  the 
present  Estimate  were  to  be  greatly  ex- 
ceeded, considerable  blame  would  attach 
to  Her  Majesty^s  Government  for   not 
piitttug  the  things  fully  before  the  country. 
He  confessed  that  the  present  Estimate 
appeared  to  him  to  bo  exceedingly  low. 
Although   he   had   great  conBdence  iu 
tbe  noble  Marquess  at  the  head  of  the 
War   Department,  lie  had    great   mis- 
givings,   especially    after    the    expres- 
fiions  which  fell  from  the  noble  Mfirquess 
himself,    that   the    Estimate    would    be 
exceeded.       He    was    also    anxious    to 
know  how  the  money  was  to  be  raised. 
He  was   aware  that   the    country   was 
occupied  upon  other  matters,  and  that  it 
did    not   pay    much  attention   to    this 
question;  and  as  long  as  it  was  a  ques- 
tion of  voting  the  money  and  borrowing 
it  from  the  Money  Market,  the  country 
would  not  pay  very  much  attention  to  it. 
They  were  bound,  ho%vever,  when  they 
did  undertake  Expeditions,  to  pay  for 
them  out  of  their  own  pockets ;  and  if 
another  2d,  in   the   pound   was  to   be 
added  to  the  Income  Tax  the  country 
would  soon  become  alive  to  the  import- 
ance of  the  Expedition  and  the  risks  they 
were  undertaking.      He   thought  very 
great  credit  was   due   to   the   Govern- 
ment for   the   courage    they    had   dis- 
played in   resisting  the  attempts  made 
by   the   Opposition   to   induce   them  to 
send  an  Expedition   into  the  heart  of 
Africa    at   the   hottest   and    most    un- 
favourable time  of  the  year,     [Mr.  Asn- 
mbad*Bab.tlett :  No,   no!]       The  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Ashmead-^artlett)  and 
his  hon.  Friends  were  at  one  time  con- 
tinually urging  the  Government  to  send 
an  Expedition  to  Berber  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  hot  weather  ;  and  he  main- 
tained that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
showed   great  courage  in  resisting  the 
presHuie  put  upon  them  to  send  out  such 
an  Expedition.     If  on  Expedition  had 
been  sent  out  as  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site desired  the  sacridce  of  life  amongst 
Her  Majesty's  troops  must  have  been 
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enormous.     General  Gordon  had  been 
able,  up  to  the  present — throughout  the 
hot   weather — to    maintain   himself    at 
Khartoum,  and  had  not  yet  been  cap- 
tured.     In  his  opinicm,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  been  extremely  prudent 
in  the   inatrnctiona    they  had  given  to 
General  Wolseley,  for  they  had  limited 
his  Expedition  as  far  as  possible.     He 
thought  the  Government  were  right  in 
Baying  distinctly  that  General  Wolseley 
should  not  go  beyond  Khartoum  to  re- 
lieve any  garrisons  there  might  be  there. 
He   (Sir    George    Campbell)   protested 
against  the  things  said  by   hon.   Gen- 
tlemen opposite  when  they  talked  about 
sacrificing  these  garrisons.     They  talked 
as  if  the  garrisons  must  necessarily  be 
massacred.   There  was  no  reason  to  sup- 
pose   that  they   would    be   massacred. 
There  was  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the 
Mahdi  would  not  receive  them  with  open 
arms,  as  he  had  done  other  garrisons. 
He    (Sir    George    Campbell)   sincerely 
hoped  they  w^ould,  somehow  or  other, 
flud  their  way  to  their  own  country ;  and, 
if  necessary,  he  should  be  glad  to  con- 
tribute towards  their  ransom*     He  did 
not    thinkj     however,    there    was    the 
smallest  reason  to  assume  they  would  be 
massacred  if  they  showed  a  disposition, 
as  others  had  done,  to  join  the  Mahdi. 
But    when    General    Wolseley    got    to 
Khartoum    Her  Majesty's  Government 
must   make  up  their  minds   what  was 
to   be  done  with  the  place.       If  they 
could    not    find     a    capable    Govern- 
ment at  Khartoum  they  must  make  up 
their  minds  to  pack  up  their  baggage 
and  come  away.     If  it   should  happen 
that  Khartoum  was  left  without  a  settled 
Government  they  might  regret  it,  but 
they  could  not  help  it ;  it  was  not  their 
business  to  govern  Khartoum.     As  re- 
garded General  Gordon  himself,  he  (Sir 
George  Campbell)  could  hardly  imagine 
that  General   Gordon,  a  British  officer, 
holding    Her     Majesty's     commission, 
would  refuse  to  leave  Khartoum,     If  he 
did  he  must  resign  Her  Majesty's  com- 
mission,   and   then    they  would  be  no 
longer  responsible  for  him*     If  he  was 
in  a  fit  state  to  exercise  his  own  judg- 
ment, and  desired  to  stay  at  Khartoum, 
his  wish  ought  to  be  gratified,  but  upon 
such  terms  that  they  would  be  free  from 
all  responsibility  as  regarded  liim.     He 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  trusted  that  Her 
Majesty's    Government    would    adhere 
firmly  to  the  instructions  they  had  given 
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Qordon  at  Khartoum.  General  Oordon 
was  a  Civil  Governor,  and  when  those 
charges  had  to  be  met  by  this  country 
they  would  be  met  by  a  Vote  from  the 
Treasury  as  a  Civil  Fund,  and  would 
not  come  out  of  an  Army  Vote  at  all. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  asked,  whether  it 
was  to  be  understood  that  on  some  later 
date  a  Vote  would  be  produced  for  the 
payment  of  General  Gt>rdon's  debts,  or 
what  provision  would  be  made  for  the 
payment  of  them  ?  Was  Lord  Wolseley 
to  pay  the  debts  at  his  own  risk,  or 
what  was  to  be  done  in  regard  to  them  ? 

Sir  AETHUE  HAYTER  said,  that 
Lord  Wolseley  had  not  been  instructed 
upon  that  point.  All  these  questions 
were  premature,  because  the  Government 
did  not  yet  know  what  arrangements 
General  Gordon    had    made,   or  what 

?ecuniary  liabilities  he  had  incurred. 
t  would  be  necessary  to  know  that,  and 
to  discuss  the  matter  at  the  Treasury, 
before  a  decision  was  come  to  as  to  the 
form  in  which  the  matter  would  be 
placed  before  the  House  in  regard  to 
the  settlement  of  General  Gordon's 
liabilities. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  :^AjeB  75; 
Noes  17:  Majority  56.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  14.) 

The  Marqxtbss  of  HARTINGTON 
rose  to  move  a  Vote  of  £675,000  for 
military  operations  in  Beohuanaland. 
The  noble  Marquess  said :  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  is  intended  to  take  this  op- 
portunity of  discussing  the  political  as- 
pects of  the  question.  If  it  is,  it  is  not  my 
intention  or  duty  to  enter  into  that  part 
of  the  subject ;  and  I  propose  to  say  very 
few  words  in  explanation  of  the  Vote 
which  I  am  about  to  move.  The  Esti- 
mate which  has  been  placed  on  the 
Table  represents  the  sum  of  money 
which  will  be  required  in  the  event  of 
military  operations,  and  these  on  a 
considerable  scale  having  to  be  under- 
taken for  the  expulsion  of  the  fili- 
busters who  have  forcibly  taken  pos- 
session of  certain  territory  under  our 
protection  in  Bechuanaland — that  is  to 
say,  it  is  framed  on  the  basis  that  force, 
and  force  to  the  utmost  extent,  will  be 
required  in  order  to  remove  these  fili- 
busters. It  is  not  contemplated  that 
the  mere  preparatory  measures  which 
may  be  taken  will  have  the  desired 
effect ;  but  that  force  will  be  necessary, 

Sir  Arthur  HayUr 


and  that  the  full  Estimate  will  be  re- 
quired in  the  event  of  matters  ooming 
to  extremities.  Perhaps  it  is  not  de- 
sirable that  I  should  enter  into  minute 
details  as  to  the  composition  of  the  force 
which  we  propose  to  send  out  on  this 
Expedition.  The  Estimate  is  framed 
on  the  basis  of  a  force  of  1,500  volun- 
teers, who  will  be  supported  by  an 
adequate  force  of  Regular  troops,  the 
exact  composition  of  which,  or  the  num- 
ber of  Regular  troops  which  will  be  sent 
in  support  of  the  Volunteer  Force,  it  is, 
perhaps,  not  desirable  that  I  should 
state.  The  Estimate  also  provides  for 
the  replacing  of  any  Regular  troops 
which  may  be  temporarily  withdrawn 
from  Natal  or  Zululand  in  order  to  take 
part  in  the  Expedition.  It  is  not  con- 
sidered desirable,  in  the  present  state 
of  affairs  in  Zululand,  entirely  to  weaken 
the  forces  at  present  there,  or  in  Natal, 
but  which  may  be  available  for  imme- 
diate service  in  Bechuanaland.  I  may 
say  that  the  Estimate  which  has  been 
framed  is  an  outside  one — at  all  events, 
it  is  outside  any  sum  that  is  likely  to  be 
expended  in  the  present  year.  It  has 
been  framed  as  accurately  as  we  could, 
rather  upon  the  basis  of  the  whole  sum 
likely  to  be  expended,  under  any  cir- 
cumstances, for  a  campaign  which  is  not 
expected  to  last  beyond  a  few  months. 
Of  course,  if  the  operations  were  to  close 
early  the  whole  of  this  sum  would  not 
be  expended  in  the  present  year;  and 
therefore  the  Committee  may  take  it 
that  the  Estimate  is  an  outside  one,  and 
that  as  regards  the  present  year  it  will 
certainly  exceed  any  sum  likely  to  be 
expended. 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*'  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  ezcoeding 
£676,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  for  certain 
Army  Servioes,  to  meet  Additional  Expenditure 
arising  from  the  Expedition  to  Bechuanaland, 
whioh  will  come  in  course  of  payment  daring 
the  year  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of  Alarch 
1886." 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKSBEACH :  I 
think  the  Committee  will  have  heard 
with  great  satisfcuition  two  statements 
of  the  noble  Marquess  —  in  the  first 
place,  that  the  Volunteers  whom  it  may 
be  necessary  to  send  will  be  supported 
by  an  adequate  number  of  Begolar 
troops ;  and,  secondly,  that  in  providing 
that  force  there  is  no  intention,  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Goyemmenty  to 
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diminish  the  force  available  for  the  pro* 
teotion  of  the  Zulu  Reserve,  Thanks 
to  the  courtesy  of  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colooies  (Mr-  Evelyn 
AshJey  )^  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  copy  of 
the  Instructions  issued  to  Sir  Charles 
Warren.  These  Papers,  however,  are 
not  in  the  possession  of  the  House,  and 
I  confess  that  I  have  not  myself  had 
time  to  consider  them  and  compare 
them  with  other  docuraeots  on  the  sub- 
ject. Therefore,  what  appears  to  me 
and  to  others  whom  I  have  consulted  on 
the  matter  a  fair  proposal,  which  I  hopo 
Her  Majesty* 6  Governmout  will  not  be 
unwilling  to  accede  to,  is  this — we  have 
no  desire  to  impose  unnecessary  delay 
in  granting  this  Vote,  believing  it  to  be 
for  necessary  purposes  ;  but  we  do  think 
that  some  fair  opportunity  should  be 
given  for  a  discuflsion  of  the  subject, 
and  if  this  Yote  is  to  be  taken  to-night 
I  hopo  the  Government  will  have  no  ob- 
jection to  fix  some  day  for  the  Eeport 
next  week  on  which  we  may  have  a  full 
and  complete  discussion. 

Sir  henry  HOLLAND  said,  he  en- 
tirely concurred  in  the  view  taken  by  the 
right  hou.  Member  for  East  Glouoester- 
bhire  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach),  who 
had  just  spoken;  and  he  would  conEne 
the  few  observations  he  desired  to  make 
to  considering  the  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and  showing  how 
their  inaction  had  led  up  to  the  expen- 
ditux^o  now  proposed.  He  craved  the 
indulgence  of  the  Committee  for  tres- 
passing upon  them  on  a  second  occasion ; 
but  when  ho  addressed  the  House  a  short 
time  ago,  the  first  batch  of  Papers  only 
had  been  presented,  and  he  now  desired 
to  comment  upon  this  second  batch  of 
Papers^  and  to  show  how  completely  the 
information  given  in  them  bore  out  the 
views  he  had  then  advocated.  He 
had  then  said  that  the  Boers  were 
led  to  believe,  by  our  policy  of  drift 
and  concession,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  either  unabhs  or 
unwilling,  to  interfere,  and  to  incur 
the  expense  which  would  be  caused  by 
such  interference  ;  and  that  they  might 
deal  with  the  Convention  of  London  as 
they  had  dealt  with  the  Convention  of 
Pretoria,  And  this  set  of  Papers  showed 
that  such  was  their  belief.  These  Papers 
also  showed,  as  he  had  feared  might  be 
the  case,  that  the  Boers  were  able  to 
taunt  the  Native  Chiefs  with  their  folly 
in  trusting  to  British  promises^  and  to 


the  protection,  although  promised »  of 
the  British  Government.  He  observed 
that  this  had  actually  taken  place,  and 
that  Mankoroane  was  cited  by  the  Boers 
as  the  case  of  a  Chief  deserted  by  the 
British  Government,  Surely  it  was  a 
matter  of  deep  regret  that  our  conduct 
should  have  been  such  as  to  justify 
the  Boers  in  making  this  charge.  An- 
other point  which  he  had  brought  for- 
ward on  the  former  occasion  was  that 
the  defence,  formerly  set  up  by  the  Go- 
vernment, that  the  action  of  the  Transvaal 
(Tovernraent  must  be  separated  from  that 
of  the  freebooters,  would  not  be  found 
to  hold  good  in  the  present  case.  There 
could  be  no  question  now  as  to  the  com- 
plicity, or,  at  all  events,  connivance,  of 
the  Transvaal  Government  with  what  had 
passed  in  Bechuanaland,  and  their  in* 
tention  to  make  a  profit  out  of  these  out- 
rages against  Montaioa.  The  former 
batch  of  Papers  showed  the  recruiting 
at  Pretoria ;  the  publication  of  N,  Gf+y's 
Proclamation  in  The  VolkssUmf  at  Pre- 
toria ;  and  though  it  was  true  that  the 
Transvaal  Government  had  issued  a 
counter- Proclamation,  it  was  unsup- 
ported by  any  restraining  force^ — and 
these  later  Papers  showed  that  no  such 
force  was  at  any  time  used— and  the 
Boers  attached,  therefore,  the  same  value 
to  that  Proclamation  as  the  Transvaal 
Government  attached  to  the  verbal  re- 
monstrances of  our  Resident,  unsup- 
ported by  any  firm  action  on  the  part 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  Tbii 
counter-Proclamation  was,  in  fact,  as  Sir 
Hercules  Robinson  pointed  out,  of  no  use 
at  all  by  itself,  and  was  nothing  but  a 
mere  blind.  What  else  did  these  later 
Papers  show  ?  One  could  haa-dly  read 
them  without  surprise  and  feelings  of 
shame  at  the  grievous  inaction  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  a  state  of 
things  so  fraught  with  difhculty.  Until 
the  7th  of  October  there  was  literally  no 
indication  of  their  policy ;  no  advice ;  no 
orders  were  given  to  Sir  Hercules  Robin - 
eon;  and  no  instructions  to  warn  the 
Transvaal  Government  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  intended  to  enforce 
observance  of  the  Convention,  and  to 
protect  Montsioa'a  territory.  He  would 
take  one  date  to  show  that  he  was  justi- 
fied in  that  statement.  On  September 
21  the  Earl  of  Derby  telegraphed  to  Sir 
Hercules  Robinson,  He  would  read 
that  telegram  to  the  Committee  in  a  few 
minutes;    but  he  desired  first  to  point 


1659       Army  SuppUmentary        {OOMMOMJ} 


E$timat0S,  1884-5.         1660 


out  what  information  the  Earl  of  Derby 
had  in  his  possession  of  the  state  of 
things  in  Bechuanaland  when  he  so  tele- 
graphed. In  the  first  place,  he  had 
learnt,  by  a  telegram  of  the  11th  of 
September  from  8ir  Hercules  Bobinson, 
that  Montsioa  had  been  attacked  and 
defeated,  and  that,  reduced  to  extremi- 
ties, he  had  been  forced  to  surrender 
himself,  his  people,  and  his  property, 
unconditionally,  to  the  Boers.  The  Earl 
of  Derby  must  have  been  aware  that, 
though  the  surrender  was  made  nomi- 
nally to  the  Goshen  Hepublic,  yet  as  that 
Eepublic  was  "  under  the  supervision  " 
of  the  Transvaal  Government,  Mont- 
sioa's  territory  was  practically  annexed 
by  that  Government.  He  had  been  in- 
formed also  of  the  conduct  of  Joubert, 
the  accredited  Agent  of  that  Govern- 
ment, who  negotiated  this  Treaty  with 
Montsioa.  By  another  telegram  of  the 
1 5th  of  September,  he  had  been  informed 
by  Sir  Hercules  Eobinson  that  the  posi- 
tion of  affairs  called  for  ''  immediate  con- 
sideration ; "  that  the  movements  were 
believed  to  have  been  instigated  by 
Transvaal  officials ;  and  that  there  seemed 
but  little  prospect  of  the  new  Convention 
being  observed  so  long  as  it  was  thought 
that  the  Imperial  Government  did  not 
intend  to  enforce  it ;  that — 

"  If  it  were  only  believed  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  meant  to  insist  on  the  boundaries 
fixed  by  the  Convention  being  respected,  and 
the  independence  of  the  Natives,  whom  we  have 
promisea  to  protect,  it  might  be  possible,  even 
then,  to  accomplish  those  objects  without  fight- 
ing ;  but  to  induce  that  belief  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  announce  the  decision  firmly,  and  to 
make  ostensible  preparations  for  fighting." 

By  a  telegram  of  the  I7th  of  September, 
Sir  Hercules  Eobinson  again  pressed 
for  leave  to  announce  to  the  Transvaal 
Government  that  existing  engagements 
would  be  insisted  on,  if  necessary,  by 
force  of  arms;  and  stated  that  he  was 
still  of  opinion — 

**  That  if  the  Transvaal  and  the  freebooters 
saw  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  were  de- 
termined, the  difficulties  might  be  arranged 
without  actual  fighting/' 

It  would  thus  be  seen  by  the  Committee 
that  Sir  Hercules  Hobinson  had  made 
the  Earl  of  Derby  fully  aware  of  the 
grave  and  increasing  difficulties  of  the 
case;  of  the  danger  of  delay  and  in- 
activity ;  and  that  he  had  pressed  for 
authority  to  make  some  firm  and  decided 
representations  to  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment, which,  if  made,  ho  thought  even 

Sir  Henry  Holland 


then  might  prevent  the  neoeeaitj  of 
fighting.  Now,  what  was  the  answer  ? 
It  would  be  found  in  the  Earl  of  Derby's 
telegram  of  September  21,  to  which  he 
had  before  referred.  It  was  couched  in 
the  usual  stereotyped  form — "  YourB 
11th,  15th,  and  17th  receiving  careful 
consideration."  Surely,  it  would  not 
have  been  too  much  to  expect  from  the 
Secretary  of  State  that  he  should,  in 
such  circumstances,  and  under  such  pres- 
sure from  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson,  have 
authorized  him  to  inform  the  Transvaal 
Government  that  this  Government  dis- 
tinctly intended  to  stand  by  the  Conven- 
tion, and  to  fulfil  their  pledges,  by  force 
if  necessary,  to  protect  Montsioa's  terri- 
tory from  the  ^'eebooting  Boers.  But 
in  this  telegram  of  September  21  the 
Earl  of  Derby  goes  on — 

'<lt  is  desirable  that  I  should  have  dear 
expression  of  J^Iinisters*  recommendations,  and 
understand  extent  of  co-operation  to  be  g^ven 
by  Colony  on  account  of  trade  route  and  otiier- 
wise  if  active  measures  taken.'' 

But  he  would  ask,  why  should  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  waited  to  know 
what  the  Cape  Government  were  willing 
to  do  before  returning  a  decided  answer 
that  they  were  prepared  to  fulfil  their 
Imperial  engagements?  In  truth,  no 
answer  was  practically  given  to  these 
pressing  telegrams — ^in  other  words,  no 
indication  of  their  policy  was  given  to 
Sir  Hercules  Eobinson  until  October  7. 
What  could  Sir  Hercules  Robinson 
gather  from  this  silence  but  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  either  not 
made  up  their  minds  what  line  to  take, 
or  that  they  had  resolved  to  pursue  the 
policy  of  inaction  and  waiting  upon 
events?  What  would  the  Transvaal 
Government  be  led  to  believe  when  they 
found  no  immediate  notice  taken  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  of  the  flagrant 
violation  of  the  Convention  of  London  ? 
They  had  telogi'aphed  on  the  17th  of 
September  direct  to  the  Earl  of  Derby — 
**  Being  implored  by  Montsioa,  took  him 
under  protection."  The  Earl  of  Derby 
knew  from  Sir  Hercules  Eobinson  the 
real  state  of  the  case,  and  the  conduct 
of  Mr.  Joubert  in  negotiating  this  so- 
called  Treaty  with  Montsioa ;  but,  as  he 
returned  no  answer  to  the  Transvaal 
Government  to  their  telegram  of  the 
17  th  until  early  in  October,  what  could 
the  Transvaal  Government  believe  but 
that  they  had  succeeded  in  passing  off 
their  version  of  the  case  upon  him,  and 
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costly  ooncGseionSi  made  at  the  expense 
of  the  British  taxpayer.  It  was  much  to 
be  regretted  that  the  present  Cape  Mi- 
nistry had  hitherto  not  carried  out  the 
[jromises  made  hy  Sir  Thomas  Scanlen, 
Hid  which  had  invrdved  this  countrj  in 
iieavy  liabilities.  Ifc  was  said  that  the 
PCape  could  not  undertake  indefinite  re- 
sponsibilities. But  this  country  had  done 
BO  on  the  faith  of  their  representations. 
'It  was  very  hard  on  the  British  taxpayer 
Ihat  the  cost  of  a  policy  in  which  Jus 
'aterestwas  so  infinitesimal  should  fall 
:*n  biin,  and,  in  hie  opinion^  8ir  Hercules 
n's  communications  to  the  Cape 
liiiient  had  been  most  judicious, 
/observed  that  the  present  obli- 
Qfi  were  un willingly  undertaken  by 
Sritish  Government  at  the  request 
the  interest  of  the  Cape,  and 
*^>  distinct  promise  of  oontribu- 
be  expenses,  and  of  cordial  co- 
i ;  and  he  concluded^ 


Governor  feels  vc?ry  itrongly  that 
"B 16  binding  in  honour  on  the  Colony, 
til  in  hiu  duty  to  Minuterft  if  he 
lihold  from  them  the  frank  Qxpres- 
Mpinion,*' 

July,  and  did  not  appear  to 

luirh   effect;    hut   it    would 

tfiH   telegram  of  the  24th 

that,    alarmed    by   the 

pe.xatioa  of  Angra  Pequena 

R'tuit  events,  the  Gape  Mi- 

}\v  more  disposed  to  fulfil 

I ;  and  he  should  bo  glad  to 

Br    they  had  proposed,   or 

fce,  to  take  a  g^rant  of  money 

D0S(3  ?     He  should  be  fflad, 

tknow  what  steps  the  Cape 

id  talc  on  to  give  elfeet  to 

'  the  24th  of  September? 

(lembor  that  in  July  Mr. 

pe  Premier,  used  very 

in  the  House  of  As- 

louse  itself  passed  unant- 

|tjnn  in  the  same  sense, 

ll^fiT  I V,  ihe  Cape  Ministry 

(lid  not  commit  the 

dbtinite.      Had    the 

y  Vote  to  the  As- 

ed  on  them  by  8ir 

Mr.    Upington^s 

of  September  said 

' '         would  be 

1  Qovern- 

terms  de-  ' 

it  of  July. 


iii^on  then 
Parliaraent 


iJEaiBS.j 


in  its  next  Session  a  measure  for  the  annexa- 
tion to  thia  Colony  of  the  territorv  on  th« 
South- West  Border  of  the  South  A^can  Re- 
puhlic,  now  under  Britiiih  protection,  provided, 
first,  thrtt  such  coiirao  should  meet  with  the 
approval  of  Her  Majesty's  Imperifti  frovern^ 
inent ;  lecondly,  that  there  he  no  alteration  in 
the  condition  of  tho  territory  proposed  to  bo 
annexed  which  would  involve  this  Colony  in 
rosponBibilitiPB  not  contemplated  by  Parliament 
at  the  timG  of  pasyiug  tho  Resolutiona  referred 
to  in  His  Excel!en(?y's  Minute  under  reply; 
thirdly,  that  the  Convention  of  London  ho 
ratified  by  the  Volksraad  of  the  South  African 
Republic ;  fourthly,  that  no  unwillingneas  b« 
ahown  to  annexation  hy  the  inhabiUnta  of  tho 
territory  proposed  to  be  annexed  ;  and,  fifthly, 
that  no  demand  bo  made  upon  this  Colony  by 
Her  Majesty's  Imperia)  Government  for  nny 
expenditure  incurred  in  tho  asdortion  of  Britinh 
protection  up  to  tho  date  of  annexation^  and 
that  tho  territory  proposed  to  be  annexed  be 
tranaferrod  to  thij  Colony  free  from  debt." 

This,  then,  did  not  contemplate  any 
contribution  to  the  expense  of  restoring 
order  and  establishing  the  Protectorate ; 
but  only  stated  that  after  the  Imperial 
Government  had  pulled  the  cheetnuta 
out  of  the  fire  the  Colonial  Government 
would  be  disposed  to  eat  them.  The 
necessary  expenses  were  not  even  to  he 
a  charge  on  Bechuanaland  itaejf ;  be- 
cause, by  Mr,  Upingtou's  conditions,  the 
country  was  to  be  banded  over  free  from 
debt.  Practically,  therefore,  uuder  this 
arrangement,  the  whole  burden  would 
be  thrown  on  Englaud.  He  could  not 
believe  that  our  fellow- countrymen  at 
the  Cape  would  ajiprove  this;  and  he 
hoped  they  might  hear  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty *s  Government  that  the  Cape  Mi- 
nistry had  reconsidered  the  matter,  Fo? 
his  o\Tn  part,  he  must  say  tbat  he  al- 
ways had  grave  misgivings  as  to  tbe 
policy  of  aa8u ruing  a  Proiectitrat©  over 
Bechuanaland  ;  and  he  was  glad  to  see 
that  the  Karl  of  Derby  had  impressed 
on  the  Government  of  the  Cape  that  it 
was  only  ia  defer enee  to  the  strung  re- 
presentations of  the  late  Premier  of  the 
Cape  Culony,  and  relying  on  the  co- 
operation of  the  Colony,  that  they  iu- 
eisted  ou  securing  for  the  Colony  the 
important  provision  respecting  tbe  trade 
route.  If  the  Cap©  Parliament  and  Go- 
vernment were  not  prepared  to  fulfil 
their  promises,  they  must  reconsider  the 
position  which  they  had  taken  up  at  great 
expense  in  the  belief  that  they  were  acting 
in  accordance  with  the  strong  wishes  ol 
our  fellow-countrymen  at  the  Cape.  The 
country  would  also,  he  believed,  support 
Her  Majesty^ s  Government  in  holding 
the  Transvaal  responsible  for  any  ex- 
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out  what  information  the  Earl  of  Derby 
had  in  his  possession  of  the  state  of 
things  in  Bechuanaland  when  he  so  tele- 
graphed. In  the  first  place,  he  had 
learnt,  by  a  telegram  of  the  11th  of 
September  from  8ir  Hercules  Bobinson, 
that  Montsioa  had  been  attacked  and 
defeated,  and  that,  reduced  to  extremi- 
ties, he  had  been  forced  to  surrender 
himself,  his  people,  and  his  property, 
unconditionally,  to  the  Boers.  The  Earl 
of  Derby  must  have  been  aware  that, 
though  the  surrender  was  made  nomi- 
nally to  the  Goshen  Hepublic,  yet  as  that 
Eepublic  was  **  under  the  supervision  " 
of  the  Transvaal  Government,  Mont- 
sioa's  territory  was  practically  annexed 
by  that  Government.  He  had  been  in- 
formed also  of  the  conduct  of  Joubert, 
the  accredited  Agent  of  that  Govern- 
ment, who  negotiated  this  Treaty  with 
Montsioa.  By  another  telegram  of  the 
1 5th  of  September,  he  had  been  informed 
by  Sir  Hercules  Eobinson  that  the  posi- 
tion of  affairs  called  for  *'  immediate  con- 
sideration ; "  that  the  movements  were 
believed  to  have  been  instigated  by 
Transvaaloffioials ;  and  that  there  seemed 
but  little  prospect  of  the  new  Convention 
being  observed  so  long  as  it  was  thought 
that  the  Imperial  Government  did  not 
intend  to  enforce  it ;  that — 

'•  If  it  were  only  believed  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  meant  to  insist  on  the  boundaries 
fixed  by  the  Convention  being  respected,  and 
the  independence  of  the  Natiyes,  whom  we  have 
promisea  to  protect,  it  might  be  possible,  even 
then,  to  accomplish  those  objects  without  fight- 
ing ;  but  to  induce  that  belief  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  announce  the  decision  firmly,  and  to 
make  ostensible  preparations  for  fighting." 

By  a  telegram  of  the  17th  of  September, 
Sir  Hercules  Eobinson  again  pressed 
for  leave  to  announce  to  the  Transvaal 
Government  that  existing  engagements 
would  be  insisted  on,  if  necessary,  by 
force  of  arms;  and  stated  that  he  was 
still  of  opinion — 

*'  That  if  the  Transvaal  and  the  freebooters 
saw  that  Her  Majesty's  Grovemment  were  de- 
termined, the  difficulties  might  be  arranged 
without  actual  fighting." 

It  would  thus  be  seen  by  the  Committee 
that  Sir  Hercules  Hobinson  had  made 
the  Earl  of  Derby  fully  aware  of  the 
grave  and  increasing  difficulties  of  the 
case;  of  the  danger  of  delay  and  in- 
activity ;  and  that  he  had  pressed  for 
authority  to  make  some  firm  and  decided 
representations  to  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment, which,  if  made,  he  thought  even 

Sir  Henry  Holland 


then    might   prevent    tlie  neceeait 
fighting.    Now,  what  was  the  ansi 
It  would  be  found  in  the  Sari  of  Dei 
telegram  of  September  2 1 ,  to  whid 
had  before  referred.     It  was  couch^ 
the    usual    stereotyped   form — ''  1 
11th,   15th,  and  17th  receiving  ca 
consideration."      Surelj,    it    would 
have  been  too  much  to  expect  f  ron 
Secretary  of   State  that   he  should 
such  circumstances,  and  under  such 
sure  from  Sir  Hercules   Hobinson, 
authorized  him  to  inform  the  Tram 
Government  that  this  Government 
tinotly  intended  to  stand  by  the  Goi 
tion,  and  to  fulfil  their  pledges,  by 
if  necessary,  to  protect  Montsioa's  i 
tory  from  the  ^'eebooting  Boers. 
in  this  telegram  of   September  21 
Earl  of  Derby  goes  on — 

''It  is  desirahle  that   I   should   have 
expression  of  Ministers*  recommendations 
understand  extent  of  co-operation  to  be  i 
bv  Colony  on  account  of  tnide  route  and  o 
wise  if  actiye  measures  taken.*' 

But  he  would  ask,  why  should  Her 
jesty's  Government  have  waited  to  k 
what  the  Cape  Government  were  wil 
to  do  before  returning  a  decided  anc 
that  they  were  prepared  to  fulfil  t 
Imperial  engagements?  In  truth, 
answer  was  practically  given  to  tl 
pressing  telegrams — in  other  words 
indication  of  their  policy  was  givei 
Sir  Hercules  Eobinson  until  Octobe 
What  could  Sir  Hercules  Bobii 
gather  from  this  silence  but  that 
Majesty's  Government  had  either 
made  up  their  minds  what  line  to  t^ 
or  that  they  had  resolved  to  pursue 
policy  of  inaction  and  waiting  u 
events?  What  would  the  Trans' 
Government  be  led  to  believe  when  t 
found  no  immediate  notice  taken  by ! 
Majesty's  Government  of  the  flag] 
violation  of  the  Convention  of  Lond 
They  had  telegraphed  on  the  17tl: 
September  direct  to  the  Earl  of  Derb 
**  Being  implored  by  Montsioa,  took  \ 
under  protection."  The  Earl  of  De 
knew  iroTCL  Sir  Hercules  Hobinson 
real  state  of  the  case,  and  the  com 
of  Mr.  Joubert  in  negotiating  this 
called  Treaty  with  Montsioa ;  but,  at 
returned  no  answer  to  the  Trans^ 
Government  to  their  telegram  of 
I7th  until  early  in  October,  what  cc 
the  Transvaal  Government  believe 
that  they  had  succeeded  in  passing 
their  version  of  the  case  upon  him, 
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costly  oouceaaione,  made  at  the  expense 
of  the  British  taxpayer.     It  was  much  to 
be  regretie4  that  the  present  Cape  Mi- 
nistry had  hitherto  not  carried  out  the 
Iproraises  made  by  8ir  Thomas  Scanlen, 
Ifind  which  had  involved  this  country  in 
[heavy  liabilities.     It  was  said  that  the 
[  Cape  could  not  undertake  indefinite  re- 
liponsibilitiee.  But  tliisoountry  had  done 
I  so  on  the  faith  of  their  representations. 
lit  was  very  hard  on  the  British  taxpayer 
jlhat  the  cost  of  a  policy  in  whioh  his 
I  interest  waa  so  infinitesimal  should  fall 
I  on  him,  and,  in  hie  opinion,  Sir  Heroules 
JBobinson^s  communications  to  the  Cape 
lOovemment   had   been  most  judicious. 
rHe  justly  observed  that  the  present  obli- 
Igations  were  unwillingly  undertaken  by 
[the  British  Government  at  the  request 
land  in   the   interest   of  the  Cape,  and 
llinder  the  distinct  promise  of  contribu- 
tion to  the  expenses,  and  of  cordial  co- 
operation ;  and  he  concluded— 

_**  At  the  Govomor  feels  very  itrongly  that 
this  promiAG  is  binding  in  honour  on  the  Colony, 
he  would  fail  in  his  dutv  to  Miniaters  if  he 
wero  to  withhold  from  thoin  the  frank  exprea- 
sion  of  thU  opinion." 

That  was  in  July,  and  did  not  appear  to 
have  had  much  effect;  but  it  would 
seem,  from  the  telegram  of  the  24th 
of  September,  that,  alarmed  by  the 
German  annexation  of  Angra  Pequena 
and  other  recent  events,  the  Oape  Mi- 
jaistay  were  now  more  di^pased  to  fulfil 
^*ioir  promises ;  and  he  should  be  glad  to 
^now  whether  they  had  proposed,  or 
Tould  propose,  to  take  a  grant  of  money 
•r  this  purpose?  He  should  be  glad, 
iOrefore,  to  know  what  steps  the  Cape 
Svornmeut  had  taken  to  give  eifect  to 
[&  telegram  of  the  24th  of  September? 
t^y  must  remember  that  in  July  Mr. 
►ingt'>ni  the  Gape  Premier,  used  very 
lilar  languag:e  in  the  House  of  Aa- 
^^fcubly.  The  House  itself  passed  unani* 
**^  iisly  a  Eesolution  io  the  tjame  sense, 
*^  yety  subsequently,  the  Oape  Ministry 
Ltonded  that  this  did  not  commit  the 
>^  to  anything  definite.  Had  the 
Li  Qters  proposed  aay  Vote  to  the  Ae- 
''tily,  as  was  urged  on  them  by  S^ir 
■^Oulea  Bobinson?  Mr.  Upington's 
^^ram  of  the  24th  of  September  said 
^  the  Ministers  of  the  Cape  would  be 
t>ared  to  render  the  Imperial  Govern- 
t  their  co-operation  in  the  terms  de- 
^<i  in  their  Minute  of  tho  26th  of  July, 
■»^,  what  were  those  terms  ? — 
*Xli©  Cttpe  Ministry/*  Mr.  Upington  tlien 
**  wia  be  prepared'to  propost  t<^  ParHament 
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in  its  next  Ji^esalon  a  measure  for  the  annexa- 
tion to  this  Colnny  of  the  territorv  on  the 
South- West  Border  of  the  South  A^icau  Re- 
public, now  under  British  protection,  provided, 
first,  that  such  c^>ur8e  ahoultl  m<K^t  with  the 
approval  of  Ifer  I\tnjesty*»  Imperial  Govern- 
ment ;  aoeondly,  that  there  ho  no  altenition  in 
tho  condition  of  the  teiTJtory  proposed  to  he 
annexeil  which  would  involve  thia  Colony  in 
reeponsibilitiea  not  contemplated  by  Parliament 
at  the  tiino  of  pasainj;  the  Itcaolutiona  referred 
to  in  Ilia  Eaccelleooy's  Minute  under  reply; 
thirdly,  that  the  Convention  of  I^mdon  ht 
ratified  by  the  Volksraad  of  the  South  Afridin 
Republic ;  fourthly,  that  no  un villi ngTieaa  he 
shown  to  annexation  by  the  inhabitanta  of  the 
territory  proposed  to  ho  annexed  ;  and,  fifthly, 
that  no  demand  bo  mad©  upon  this  Colony  by 
Her  Majesty's  Imperial  Government  for  any 
expenditure  incurred  in  the  assertion  of  Britiah 
protection  up  to  the  date  of  annexation,  and 
that  the  territory  propose^l  to  be  annexed  be 
tranaferred  to  this  Colony  free  from  debt." 

This,  then,  did  not  contemplate  any 
contribution  to  the  expense  of  restoring 
order  and  establishing  the  Protectorate ; 
but  ouly  stated  that  after  the  Ira  peri  al 
Government  had  pulled  the  chestnuts 
out  of  the  fire  the  Colonial  Government 
would  be  disposed  to  eat  them.  The 
aeoeisary  expenses  were  not  even  to  be 
a  charge  on  Beehuanaland  itself  j  be- 
cause, by  Mr.  Upiugton^B  conditionsi,  the 
country  was  to  be  handed  over  free  from 
debt.  Practically,  thf^refore,  under  this 
arrangement,  tfie  whole  burden  would 
be  thrown  on  En jifl and.  He  could  not 
believe  that  our  fellow-countryman  at 
the  Cape  would  approve  this ;  and  he 
hoped  they  might  hear  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  that  the  Cape  Mi- 
nistry had  reconsidered  the  matter.  For 
his  own  part»  he  must  say  that  he  al- 
ways hau  grave  misi^ivings  as  to  thd 
policy  of  assuming  a  Protet  t^rute  over 
B  echu  anal  and ;  and  he  was  glad  to  see 
that  the  Earl  of  Derby  had  impressed 
on  the  Government  of  the  Cape  that  it 
was  only  in  deference  to  the  strong  ra- 
presentationa  of  the  late  Premier  of  the 
Cape  Colony,  and  relying  on  the  co- 
operation of  the  Colony,  that  they  in- 
sisted on  securing  for  the  Colony  the 
important  provision  respecting  the  trade 
route.  If  the  Cape  Parliament  and  Go- 
vernment were  not  prepared  to  fulfil 
their  i>romi8es,  they  must  reconsider  tho 
position  which  they  had  taken  up  at  great 
expense  in  the  belief  that  they  were  acting 
in  accordance  with  the  strong  wishes  oi 
our  fellow-countrymen  at  the  Cape  The 
country  would  also,  he  believed,  support 
Her  Majeflty*8  Government  in  holding 
the  Transvaal  reepouslble  for  any  ex- 
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Taai  to  fulfil  its  engagementa ;  aua^  bb  um 
justly  obserred,  the  claim  they  would 
have  to  make  on  the  Hepublic  for  the 
expenses  which  their  neglect  had  en- 
tailed on  OS  would  greatly  depend  on 
the  action  they  mi^^ht  now  take  in 
bringpiDg  the  offendera  to  justice.  Of 
course,  great  allowance  mm^  be  made 
for  the  weakness  of  th#  Tran^yaal  Go* 
Temment.  Still,  ho  regretted  that  the 
representations  made  to  the  TransTaoI 
had  been  treated  with  tin  becoming  lefity. 
For  instance,  in  rt^ply  to  tlie  remon* 
strances  of  the  British  Beaident  with 
reference  to  the  robberies  and  murders 
committed  by  the  Boers  from  the  Trans- 
vaal, the  Transvaal  Government  wrote 
as  follows:  — 

*'  Sir, — I  hare  the  honotirt<i  ftclcTio»ledg<*  the 
receipt  of  your  letter  dated  7th  iTiaUnt,  I  *m 
inBtructed  to  state  in  reply  that  hii  llonoiir  th« 
State  President  is  deeply  gricTcd  to  hefir  of 
the  bloody  conflicts  which  havD  tak^n  pUc^o  Ln 
the  Rooi-Grond.  His  flonour  has  always  eon* 
■idered  that  the  only  ^  ly  to  put  an  end  to  th««e 
troubles  is  by  proceedii  i  nr  in  a  pfiaco-IoTinif  **T- 
and  not  by  violence.  The  Ex<!cutiTa  Council 
will  bo  called  together  a,i  soon  as  possthlo  to 
consider  the  proposal  to  lend  a  Comm.iasionQr,'^ 

Of  course,  it  is  quite  absurd  to  proceed 
against  robbers  and  murderers  in  a 
**  peace-loving  way  '*  Again,  Captain 
Bowers  mentioned  that,  so  far  from 
attempting  to  check  and  punish  these 
atrocities — 

**  The  public  enlistm^Dt  i>f  Ti>Iunt»ers  at  Pra- 
toria  had  been  for  8c)mr  time  R^^ing  on  without 
let  or  hindrance  from  ib<9  Tranaraal  Got^tq- 
ment," 

Perhaps  they  would  ba  told  that  the 
Transvaal  authoritim  had  not  sufficient 
power  to  prevent  thti»«e  atrocities*  But 
what  did  they  say  with  reference  to 
the  treacherous  imfirisonmcmt  of  Mr» 
Wright?  The  Transvaal  Government 
wrote  to  the  High  Commissioner — 
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^'Througli  thft  Hon»  Mr.  B,  Biith©rfo<jrd 
t<*mporfirity  acting  ai  Consular  official  of  Eng^* 
land  at  Pre^toria,  thii  G^uTf^mmont  haa  b«tll 
informed  th^t  the  Voltmtetjtrfl  of  Eooi-Groodi 
undor  cov^^r  of  a  flajy;'  of  truc«,  haTQ  taksn 
prisoner  Mr,  Wright,  ABaiitant  Britiah  Comimls* 
iionef  m  Bia^huan&land'  Uliila  taking  ^g- 
iusanc«  of  this,  I  KAt'a  tho  honour  lo  acqnaiint 
four  KKc^ilaney  that  this  OoTcmment  h*?* 
aa  di>ubt  that  both  the  Special  CoiiimEaaioaarf 
who  hav«  b^n  a^mt  off  wiU  kaow  how  lo  adjuai 
tbii  mattar  alw>.** 

They  did  not  express  the  slightest  COE- 
tritioB*  or  make  any  apology ;  and,  so 
far  from  disclaiming  responsibility,  they 
Ermly  Btat#d  that  their  Commissioner 
would  be  able  to  "adjust  this  matter." 
.^afeesed  that  he  read  that  letter 
wim  much  pain.  He  did  not,  howeveTi 
wish  to  attach  too  much  importanoe  to 
what  might  be  merely  an  unfortunate 
Bele<:tion  of  word)^.  He  was  glad  to  see, 
in  a  Bubiequent  despatch  of  the  6th  of 
September,  that  the  Tran^iivaal  OoTem- 
ment  promised  that  it  would^ — 

*'  Adopt  aB  poflatiblfl  meaaures  for  prvrentiiig 
tbo  ■iibjecta  oi  tho  Hoptiblic  withia  tha  Trana-* 
vaaI  territory  from  organising  pradatoiy  «i« 
p<4itioni  Againil   Uioae    who    af«   andar    ll«f 

dvclarea  an^w  that  it  U  pr^parol  ta  eo-opMiliS 
in  a  friendly  apirit  wiili  II  er  Itajeaty'a  Govera- 
msBi  te  mafntiunlmg  p«ai>a  aod  tranquilUty  in 
tliossittgioni.'* 

Of  course,  noni?  of  them  doubted  tlie 
success  of  the  Expedition  which  was 
about  to  be  undertaken  ;  but  they  could 
not  but  ask  themeelTes  what  was  to 
happen  when  the  object  of  the  Expedi- 
tion had  been  achieved.  If  it  was  not 
worth  while  far  the  Gape  Colony  to  in- 
terfere in  this  matter  and  oo -ope rate 
with  us,  BUrely  it  was  Dot  wortn  our 
while  to  carry  this  matter  any  fur- 
ther. He  could  not  say  we  had  atiy 
legal  obligation  to  pratett  those  people 
indofinifely.  What  was  to  happen  if  we 
eipelled  the  marauders?  As  long  as 
Nativa  Chiefa  were  prepared  to  give 
farQifl  of  4,000  acrfiB  to  every  Tolunteer 
who  came  for  a  year's  serTice  he  was 
afraid  we  must  expect  that  there  would 
be  diaturbance  iu  ^^outb  Africa.  He 
observed  from  the  Papers  that  the  Go* 
lonial  GoTernmcnts  were  eontinuaUy 
saying  that  this,  that,  and  other  must  be 
paid  K>r  out  of  Imperial  funds.  There 
was  a  ffreat  fallacy  in  the  expression 
«' Imperial  funds,'*'  The  fact  of  tha 
matter,  uu fortunately,  was  that  there 
were  no  such  funds  as  Imperial  funds. 
What  was  meant  when  they  talked  of 
''Imperial  funds'^  was  thftt  the  Eog- 
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lith  Uipayer  mntl  pay  for  tho  Eipodi- 
Itoat.  We  were  iill  aaitoot  to  eo- 
operate  with  the  Cene  Oolonj,  and 
do  eT^rrthiDfc  r^eennehlj  in  oor  power 
to  promote  their  intereett ;  but  it  wee 
iiDp>>e«ihle  for  ut  to  go  un  Toting  end 
epending  million  eAer  million  for  were 
in  ell  parte  of  tho  world.  The  Com- 
mitteo  he«l  elready  that  erening  voted 
one  Terr  largo  eum  for  e  wer  in  the 
North  of  Africa,  and  they  were  now 
called  upon  for  another  rerr  large  eum 
in  South  Africa.  While  ho  wee  not  pre- 
pared to  oppose  thit  Vote,  he  wet  Tery 
muchonnceroed  al»out  the  IVotcctorate  oif 
Bcchuanaland.  lie  wee  Tery  glad  in- 
deed to  tee  the  deetuitch  of  the  Earl  of 
Derby  on  page  76  of  tho  Blue  Book,  in 
which  tho  noble  1*^1  warned  the  Cape 
Ooremmcnt  that  thoT  miiet  not  eipect 
that  wo  ehouM  go  on  mdefinitelr  in  thit 
couree.  Wo  ha<l  undertaken  tliie  IVo- 
t«c^)ratlt  in  deference  to  the  strong  re- 
preeentationii  made  to  ue  by  the  Cape 
OoTemment,  relying,  at  the  tame  time, 
ttpon  the  co-operation  of  that  Oovem- 
Bent.  He  wae  ploa#od  to  find  that 
at  a  meeting  rorontlv  hold  in  the  Cape 
Oidony  tho  Coloiiute  teemed  much 
more  di^fM^fied  to  co-operate  with  the 
Mother  (V»untry  in  a  genoroua  and 
lil>eral  ft[»int  than  tho  OoTemment  had 
hith«r^o  (it>n<v  Ho  b<*Iii<ved  thet  if  the 
mat  tor  wen  pUti^l  )»eforo  them  that 
would  ho  th**  geti««ral  ft«<*ling  of  the 
Coli>niftt4.  Wo  w«*ro  most  aniioue  to 
eo-o|M«rato  with  them  in  f%>rT  n*epect, 
and  promote,  a«  far  at  po«eihle,  the 
proepecte  and  Wfll-being  of  the  (*ape. 
Dtill.  ho  thought  tho  Oi^loDicte  mu«t 
realifo  that  if  they  wore  not  prepered 
to  come  f  irwanl  and  m-o|»ereto  with  Ui 
in  thin  matt«*r.  we  should  then  bo  obliged 
to  rriNin«i(l4*r  the  p<.«itiun  we  had  teken 
up  in  IWhuanaland.  a  tMwition  which 
we  tiMik  up  Tt*rr  n*lu4-tautly,  nnd  only  in 
defen»Ti'*.«  to  wliet  eo  bflif*red  t'»  l>o  the 
etn»ng  miihe«  end  th<>  int«*re«t«  of  the 
Cape  (^>loni«*•. 

ife  KVKLYN  ASHLKY  taid,  he 
wae  gla«l  to  iin<Ur«tet«d  fn>m  the  right 
hon.  Uvntlrman  the  M«':n)>er  fur  Ke«t 
01our«Hit«*r*hin*  S;r  Muha«*l  Huke- 
Bearh'  thet  it  w^uM  \t^  more  ctmre- 
aient  to  th«*Opp(»4  ti<*n  to  t«ke  a  divue- 
■ion  on  thi«  V»»te,  if  nrrf%»mrr,  on  the  Ite* 
port,  which  he  Mr  Kvelyn  A«hlry  wetin 
ap)eit;«in  tonny  would  b«»  teken  un  Tbure> 
day  neit.  He  ehould  not  hare  hten  to 
•ay  anything  had  not  the  boo.  Baronet  | 
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the  Member  for  Midhniel  'Sir  Henry 
Hollend)  made  eome  obeerrationt  to 
which  he  felt  bound  to  reply.  The  hon. 
Baronet  taid  that  Mankciroene  had 
found  out  that  he  mu«t  not  loan  on  the 
protection  of  Kngland.  Ae  a  metter  of 
fact,  neither  Mankoroene.  nor  M<mt»ioa, 
nor  any  other  (^hief,  had  eny  claim  or 
right  to  My  thoT  were  under  the  pri>tee* 
lion  of  FjigUmi  until  Knglend  declared 
the  IV«ittK-torato.  There  wae  no  eort  of 
Treaty  with  them,  eo  that  their  right  to 
rely  u|Min  th«»  protect ir»n  of  l-lngland 
dated  only  fnm  the  time  the  IVi>teeto« 
rate  wae  proclaimed,  and  that  wan  in  the 
early  portion  of  thie  yrar.  Then  the  boa. 
Baronet  deTotod  a  g<MM|  deal  of  time  to 
complaining  of  the  dflay  fnmi  tho  time 
the  GoTemment  fir«t  heenl  of  the  artioo 
of  tho  Tranavaal  (lo?emmeat  till  the 
telegram  of  the  7th  of  ( ^iol»er.  He  ( Mr. 
EvelTn  Aehley  t  •up|wmmk1  he  had  cleared 
up  that  point.  Ortainly  he  went  into 
tome  detailt  to  ehow,  what  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet  cmiitted  t4>  ahttw.  that  the  (lorem* 
ment  were  requeet«sl  by  Sir  Hereulea 
Robineun  to  withhold  their  anewer,  and 
that  the  remaind«*r  of  the  time  wae  de* 
Toted  to  telegraphic  communication  with 
the  Ca|>o.  that  they  might  know  what 
the  Tiowt  of  the  Capo  Minietere  were, 
and  what  the  exert  utate  of  thing*  wae 
before  they  amre«i  at  a  final  derinion. 
Ho  hoiHpd  the  h«»n.  Iienmt«t  rememb«*red 
what  the  final  dt^iniim  involToil.  It  in- 
ToWed  wai  with  the  Tranavaal  aa  a  Go* 
Temmt>nt,  and  thvn'forehodid  not  think 
Her  Majeety'«  C}oTemm«*nt  t<w»k  too  lon|r 
a  timet  ic»ii«iil*  re  hat  fonn  the  demand 
ahould  ae«um«*  .%t  a  matter  of  fact,  all 
they  Could  hare  done  wae  t«i  have  anti* 
cipatmt  all  thi*ir  proc«HHiii)g«  by  one 
fortnight,  b«^au«e  it  muat  b^  borne  ia 
mind  that  th««  action  the  (loramment 
had  taken  with  r«*gard  to  tho  Tranaraal 
(ffo?<*rnn:ent  was  th**n  and  wai  n<iw  afiart 
fnmi  the  a«t:tiD  ti*  l*e  taken  with  refer* 
once  l<i  th»»  fri'^^l-witere  Then  the  hon. 
Bar«»tiet  r*tn)pUiu<^l  of  the  (iovemaent*e 
want  "f  attfnti'in.  and  at  an  tUutttratitJO 
said  that  they  i:eTe  no  ar.teer  to  the 
telegram  of  the  l.'ith  of  (V«ober.  in 
whi<h  >ir  HeriuV«  Ii4>b;n«un  aeked 
thetn  ti>  girt*  in»tni<ti'int  ae  to  addi- 
tional |Hilice.  Tbi*  ai:t«<*r  to  that  waa 
•imply  that  they  did  rrply  that  Mr. 
Hh'id«^  waa  to  wait  for  in*tnjrtion«  The 
wholf*  r«jnditi«»n  of  atraire  waa  changed 
einc*  th«n.  .\t  that  time  there  wat  a 
qoettioa  of  400  additaoaal  pdiee ;  but, 
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for  the  Uuiver 
Lubbock)   aboL. 

bappenod  about  mr.  rvriHu*  ffA6  .», 

that  be  was  iudueed  unuer  a  ^&g  of 
truce  to  put  bim&elf  in  the  haQd»  of  the 
freebooters.  As  soon  as  Sir  Hercules 
Bobinson  beard  of  the  occiirrenoe  he 
communicated  with  the  Transyaal  Oo- 
yemment,  and  thej  sent  out  M.  Joubert 
— they  certainly  used  the  yery  odd  ex- 

Eression  **  to  adjust  the  matter/'  which 
is  hon.  Friend  had  commented  upon ; 
but  what  was  meant  was  that  they  would 
put  the  matter  right — ^but  before  M. 
Joubert  arrived  at  the  frontier,  Mr. 
Wright  had  got  away  and  the  matter  was 
determined.  Beference  bad  been  made 
to  Mr.  Bethell.  Well,  the  position  of 
Mr.  Bothell's  case  was  still  under  the 
consideration  of  Tier  Majesty *s  Govern- 
ment ;  but  it  was  not  by  any  means  so 
simple  as  hon.  Members  imagined.  They 
had  received  a  communication  from  Cape 
Town,  in  which  it  was  said  that  it  was 
not  possible  for  the  Government  to  make 
any  demand,  because  they  had  no  power 
to  try  the  murderers,  inasmuch  as  the 
murder  was  not  committed  in  either  the 
Transvaal  or  British  territory.  The  Go- 
vemment,  however,  had  consulted  their 
own  Law  OtHcers,  and  he  thought  that 
by  their  aid  it  would  be  possible  to  over- 
come someof  the  legal  impediments  in  the 
way,  and,  if  so,  the  Govornmeot  would 
make  a  demand  to  the  Transvaal  Go- 
vernment for  the  surrender  of  the  mur- 
derers. One  word  merely  as  to  what 
his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  said 
about  the  co-operation  of  the  Cape  Go- 
vernment. With  a  great  deal  of  what 
the  hon.  Baronet  said  he  cordially 
agreed,  and  he  recalled  what  he  said 
last  Session  in  the  debate  upon  Transvaal 
affairs,  as  to  the  duty  of  British  subjects 
out  there  to  exert  themselves  more  to 
assert   and  support  and  maintain   the 
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British  connection,  and  not  to  loAYt 
everything  to  the  Imperial  QoTemment. 
He  thought,  however,  that  in  the 
meetings  held  and  speeches  recently 
made  at  the  Capo,  there  was  good 
proof  that  the  British  eubji^cta  would  in 
future  be  willing  to  co-op«»rate  with  U9 
and  take  some  trouble  and  risk  to  main- 
tain British  influence  and  tbe  Britiih 
connection .  He  was  certain  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  fully  shared  the  feel* 
ings  of  the  hon^  Baronet  upon  the  qnea* 
tion  of  tbe  co-operation  of  tbe  Cape  Qo* 
Ternment*  No  doubt,  tbe  Ministry  of 
Sir  Thomas  Scanlan  was  much  more 
*^"^"  ^nd  willing  to  actively  co-op<?7ate 
mtu  us  than  the  present  Ministry.  vThen 
be  was  over  here,  Sir  Thomas  Beanlan 
held  out  a  great  prosneot  of  real  and 
cordial  co-operation ;  out,  aa  tbe  hon. 
Baronet  was  no  doubt  aware,  between 
tbe  dates  of  Sir  Thomas  Scanlan's  inter- 
yiew  with  Her  Majesty's  Ooyemment 
and  tbe  signing  of  the  Conyention  and 
the  arriyd^  of  Sir  Hercules  Bobinaon 
and  Mr.  Mackenzie  at  the  scene  of 
action,  there  was  a  change  of  Ministry, 
Sir  Thomas  Scanlan  went  out  and  the 
new  Ministry  came  in,  and  certainly  the 
new  Ministry  had  not  acted  quite  so 
cordially  with  us  as  Sir  Thomas  Scanlan*s 
Ministry  did.  He  (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley) 
was  far  from  saying  that  the  new 
Ministry  did  not  intend  to  co-operate 
with  us  ;  in  words  they  had  undoubtedly 
done  so,  and  ho  trusted  they  would  be 
found  to  do  so  in  their  actions.  They 
certtiinly  had  groat  sympathy  with  the 
Dutch  population  ;  but  their  Representa- 
tives had  now  gone  to  Bechuanaland  on 
the  distinct  understanding  that  if  they 
could  succeed  in  obtaining  that  which 
was  indispensable  by  their  own  efforts, 
we  would  not  employ  force.  If,  after  a 
reasonable  time  had  elapsed,  it  was 
found  they  could  not  by  their  own  efforts 
succeed,  force  would  bo  employed.  His 
hope  and  belief  was,  however,  that  they 
were  so  inipress(»d  witli  the  value  of  the 
British  connottion  that  even  if  we  had 
to  resort  to  arms  we  should  not  find 
them  fail  us  on  this  occasion. 

Mr.  ^ylLLIAM  REDMOND  said,  he 
did  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  unneces- 
sarily prolonging  the  discussion  which 
had  taken  place  on  this  Vote ;  but  ho  felt 
that  it  was  necessary  for  him  in  the  dis- 
charge of  what  he  considered  to  be  a 
duty  in  opposing  the  Vote  to  explain, 
as  briefiy  and  as  satisfactorily  as  be 
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could,  tho  reasons  why  lie  most  certainly 
should  record  hia  vote  against  the  appli- 
cation of  80  much  money  to  the  purpose 
for  which  this  money  was  now  being 
asked.  Ho  was  sorry  that  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  did  not 
remain  in  his  place  after  he  had  propo?od 
thisVote,  because  he  (Mr.  W.  Redmond) 
would  have  liked  to  have  noticed  how 
the  noble  Marquess  took  the  remarks 
wbiohfell  from  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Midhurst  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
and  from  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  London  (Sir  John 
Lubbock),  The  noble  Marquess  said 
very  distinctly,  and  he  (Mr.  W.  Hed- 
mond)  was  very  glad  to  hear  it,  that  this 
money  was  to  be  applied  to  the  purpose 
of  punishing  some  freebooters  in  South 
Africa.  Now^  it  would  he  very  satis- 
factory not  only  to  the  Members  of  the 
House,  but  to  the  people  of  the  oountry, 
who,  of  course,  were  the  most  interested 
parties  in  the  voting  of  a  large  sum  of 
money  for  war  purposes,  to  have  some 
guarantee  from  the  Government  that 
this  money  would  not  be  devoted  to  any 
other  purpose  but  the  punishment  of 
marauders  who  had  perpetrated  out- 
rages in  South  Africa.  Certainly,  the 
tone  of  the  speeches  delivered  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Midhurst 
(Sir  Henry  Holland)  and  his  Friends 
upon  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
in  the  debate  upon  South  African  affairs 
which  took  place  some  time  ago  was 
altogether  ditferent  to  the  tone  which 
had  been  adopted  to-night  by  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War.  While  the  noble  Marquess  pro- 
claimed it  to  be  the  sole  intention  of  the 
Government  to  make  war  upon  the  free- 
booters, undoubtedly  the  tone  of  the 
speeches  proceeding  from  the  Conserva- 
tive Benches  with  reference  to  the  South 
African  Boers  might  be  interpreted  to 
mean  that  the  Opposition  wanted  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  use  this  money 
not  so  much  for  the  purpose  of  punish- 
ing the  freebooters  as  for  the  purpose  of 
actually  initiating  another  war  with  the 
Transvaal  Eopublic.  The  whole  tone 
and  tenour  of  the  speeches  delivered  in 
the  debate  raised  some  time  ago  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Midhurst 
(Sir  Henry  Holland)  and  his  hon.  Friends 
was  that  of  bitter  hatred  and  resentment 
against  the  Boer  Republic  ;  and  he  (Mr, 
W.  Bedmond)  felt  it  his  duty,  as  an  in* 


dependent  Member  of  the  House — ^inde- 
pendent so  far  as  he  cared  very  little  for 
the  interests  of  Parties  in  the  House, 
and  so  far  as  the  interests  of  Great  Bri- 
tain in  South  Africa  troubled  him  very 
little — to  raise  his  voice  in  protest  against 
the  tone  of  the  speeches  and  the  actions 
of  certain  hon.  Gentlemen  in  the  House, 
who  had  spoken  really  for  the  purpose 
of  exciting  in  the  country  a  war  feeling 
against  the  Boers,  who  were  a  young 
people,  if  he  might  use  the  term,  but, 
after  all,  a  bravo  people,  who  had  nobly 
fought  for  their  liberty,  and  who,  in 
winning  it,  had  beaten  the  Imperial 
soldiers  of  this  country.  Every  one  of 
the  speeches  which  were  delivered  in  the 
discussion  which  was  the  result  of  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
hurst displayed  a  characteristic  which 
was  extremely  contemptible  in  the  people 
of  this  country — namely,  the  eharac* 
terifttic  that  whenever  or  wherever  the 
English  people  were  beaten  in  fair  and 
open  fight,  as  they  were  undoubtedly 
beaten  by  the  Boers,  it  was  their  in- 
variable custom  to  lose  no  opportuni^ 
of  maligning  and  of  slandering  the 
people  wha  had  beaten  them.  He  no- 
ticed that  in  the  speeches  which  came 
from  the  Conservative  Benches,  prompt- 
ing Her  Majesty's  Government  to  take 
the  action  they  were  about  to  take,  very 
little  indeed  was  ©aid  with  reference  to 
the  action  of  the  freebooters  alone ;  but 
it  was  imputed,  all  through  the  speeches 
of  Conservative  Members,  that  the  free- 
booters were  acting,  if  not  with  the 
actual  support,  certainly  with  the  silent 
sanction  of  the  Transvaal  RtjpubUe,  The 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Midhurst, 
in  his  speech  that  night,  again  insinuated 
as  much — indeed,  he  had  said  absolutely 
that  if  the  freebooters  were  not  receiv- 
ing the  actual  countenance  of  the  Boer 
Kepublio,  they  were  receiving  the  silent 
co-operation  of  that  Republic,  He  (Mr, 
W.  Redmond)  asserted,  with  all  the  re* 
sponsibility  which  attached  to  his  words 
as  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
that  he  did  not  think  there  ever  was  a 
more  unfounded  or  more  unworthy  ac- 
cusation hurled  against  the  people  of 
any  country  than  the  charge  whicu  had 
been  made  against  the  Boer  Republic, 
that  they  countenanced  these  freebooters. 
In  the  speeches  which  had  been  delivered 
be  noticed  there  was  not  one  particle  of 
proof  to  support  the  statement  that  the 
Transvaal  Republic  was  responsible  for 
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booters.    One  of  the 

ijestj^A  GaTernroent 

%  .«  the  action  which  ho 

f«-«  w  A  r  ^0re  aboTil  to  take, 

ill,  a  British  offic&r, 
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was  coDtemptibie^  it  was  cki!d*like>  for 

English  Members  to  rise  in  the  House  of 

Oommons  and  to  speak  in  such  a  way 

of  the  death  of  Mr.  Bethell.    How  did 

Mr.  Bethell  die?     He  was  heading  a 

party  of  men  who  were  to  make  an 

attack  upon  the_people  who  killed  him. 

[<*  Oh,  oh !  "]    He  was  killed  in  action. 

Sib  HENBY  HOLLAND:   He  was 

wounded,  and  while  on  the  ground  he 

was  killed  in  oold  blood. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  BEDMOND  said, 
that  Mr.  Bethell  was  mortally  wounded 
in  action.  If  he  (Mr.  W.  Bedmond)  re- 
membered rightly,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley)  stated 
most  distinctly,  in  the  debate  which  was 
raised  upon  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Midhurst  (Sir 
Henry  Holland),  that  Mr.  Bethell  had 
received  his  death-wound  before  he  was 
actually  killed.  What  he  (Mr.  W.  Red- 
mond) asserted,  without  fear  of  contra- 
diction, was  that  Mr.  Bethell  met  his 
death  in  an  action,  that  he  was  heading 
an  armed  party,  and  that  most  un- 
doubtedly, if  he  had  not  been  killed,  he 
would  certainly  have  killed  some  of  the 
people  he  went  to  attack.  If,  therefore, 
hon.  Gentlemen  sifted  the  case,  and 
looked  at  it  in  an  unprejudieed  and  a 
matter  -  of  -  fact  way,  they  found  it 
amounted  to  this — that  Mr.  Bethell,  a 
British  officer  in  a  foreign  ooimtry, 
whose  people  were  not  at  all  enamoured 
of  British  rule,  and  whoso  people  were 
not  at  all  impressed  with  the  desirability 
of  that  rule,  met  his  death  in  an  action 
he  was  taking  against  the  people.  It 
was  said  that  Mr.  Bethell  had  been 
foully  murdered,  that  he  had  met  his 

Mr.  Wtiluim  Bedmond 


death  at  the  hands  of  the  Boers,  and  it 
was  insiiitiated  alio  that  the  Boers  were 
barbarians.  There  was  no  adjective 
too  strong  to  use  agaitist  the  Boers  in 
the  course  of  the  debate  to  which  he 
had  already  referred.  The  Boers  were 
aasassina  and  everything  that  was  bad, 
because,  aome  time  ago,  their  marksmea 
ppOTed  they  oould  fihixjt  better  than  the 
British  ftofdiera.  The  Boers  beat  the 
British  troops  at  Majuba  Hi!!,  and  the 
memory  of  that  defeat  was  rankling  in 
the  breasts  of  Englishmen  ;  and  what  it 
waa  desired  to  do  was  to  initiate  a  war 
against  the  Boers  under  the  suise  of 
an  Expedition  against  the  freebootera. 
■"^  posed  Eipedition  was  unworthy 

01  me  liovomment,  and  It  wai<i  contempt- 
ible that  Conservative  Gentlemen  Ilka 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Mid- 
hurst (Sir  Henry  Holland)  should,  by 
Tiolent  speeches  against  the  Boers,  by 
their  unlimited  abuse  of  the  Boers,  en- 
deayour  to  create  a  war  feeling  in  the 
oountry  and  to  ultimately  compel  the 
Gk>yemment  to  takB  action  agamst  the 
Boer  Bepublio.  It  was  utterly  inde* 
fensible  that  hon.  Gentlemen  who  pro- 
bably would  never,  by  any  chance,  place 
their  own  liyes  in  danger  should  come 
down  to  the  House  and,  in  an  irrespon- 
sible sort  of  way,  do  their  best  to  bring 
war  upon  the  heads  of  the  people  in 
South  Africa,  and  to  cause  the  blood  of 
the  soldiery  of  this  country  to  be  shed, 
and  millions  of  the  treasure  of  this  ooun- 
try to  be  spent,  in  a  most  unprofitable 
war.  In  support  of  the  statemeot  that 
Mr.  Bethell  met  his  death  at  the  hands 
of  the  Boer  Republic,  it  had  been  said 
that  the  Boer  Republic  had  refused  to 
deliver  up  the  so-called  murderers  of 
Mr.  Bethell.  That  was  put  forward  as 
a  reason  why  the  Government  should 
take  strong  action  against  the  Boer  Re- 
public; but  such  an  argument  was  so 
child-like  that  it  was  with  surprise  he 
heard  it  used  in  the  House.  So  far  from 
encouraging  the  action  in  which  Mr. 
Bethell  met  his  death,  the  Boer  Govern- 
ment had,  by  Proclamation,  declared 
that  it  was  their  desire  that  the  people 
of  the  Transvaal  should  not  take  the 
action  sugg^ested  ;  and  as  for  the  charge 
that  the  Republic  refused  to  give  up 
the  murderers  of  Mr.  Bethell,  it  had 
not  yet  been  proved,  and  he  did  not 
think  there  had  been  any  attempt  to 
prove,  that  they  even  knew  who  the 
murderers  were.     If  some  EInglish  gen- 
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tleman — let  them  eupposo  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Meoiber  for  Midhurst  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  himself — were  to  go 
upon  an  expedition  to  Spain,  and  there 
met  his  death  at  the  hands  of  some  free- 
booters or  robbers,  and  if  the  Govern- 
ment of  Spain  were  wLollj  ignorant  of 
the  men  who  caused  the  hon,  Member^s 
death,  and  they  were  to  say  so,  and  if 
they  refused,  as  undoubtedly  they  would 
have  to  refuse,  to  give  up  the  murderers, 
would  this  country  go  to  war  with 
Spain  f  In  this  case,  it  was  desired  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  that  we  should  go  to 
war  with  the  Transvaal  Government 
because  they  would  not  deliver  up  to 
the  British  authorities  the  men  who 
killed  a  British  officer,  and  who  were 
totally  unknown  to  the  Governmentof  the 
Transvaal.  Again^  the  attack  upon  Mont- 
Bioa  was  declared  to  have  been  the  direct 
outcome  of  the  action  of  the  Transvaal 
Government.  Ho  would  refer  the  Com- 
mittee to  one  brief  paragraph  in  the  first 
Blue  Book  issued  with  reference  to  the 
affairs  of  the  Transvaal — words  from  a 
despatch  from  Sir  Hercules  Robinson  to 
the  Earl  of  Derby.  On  the  26th  of 
June,  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson  said — 

**  Rutherfoord  telegmpha  that  tho  TransY&al 
Hepublic  &re  issuing  strong  Proclamations  pro- 
lubiling  burghers  to  tako  part  in  hottilitiea 
against  Moutsioa." 

And  yet  they  had  it  stated  by  such  Gen- 
tlemen as  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
hurst (Sir  Henry  Holland)  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  Transvaal  were  respon- 
sible for  these  hostilities.  Such  state- 
ments as  that  would  go  forth  to  the 
people  of  this  country,  who  did  not  take 
the  trouble  to  read  the  Blue  Books  them- 
selves, and  who  trusted  for  their  iufor- 
matiott  ou  Colonial  and  Foreign  aOairs 
to  the  representations  of  persons  like 
the  hon.  Baronet.  The  English  public 
would  accept  the  statement  that  the 
Transvaal  Government  was  responsible 
for  the  attack  on  Montsioa,  whereas  the 
truth  of  the  matter  was  that  so  far  from 
oonniving  in  the  attack  on  Montsioa^  the 
Government  of  the  Transvaal  went  to 
the  trouble  of  issuing  a  Proclamation 
warning  the  citizens  of  the  Transvaal  to 
have  nothing  at  all  to  do  with  it.  Did 
the  Committee  not  see  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Governmenti  in  taking  action, 
and  in  sending  a  force  to  South  Africa, 
were  altogether  following  the  advice 
they  received  from  the  Conservative 
Benohes  ?    He  recollected  that  in  the 
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course  of  one  of  the  debates  they  had  had 
on  this  question,  it  was  strongly  urged 
that  it  was  no  use  sending  Sir  Charles 
Warren  to  the  Cape,  unless  they  sent  him 
backed  up  with  a  goodly  force  of  British 
troops.  Her  Majesty's  Government  had, 
to  Bomo  extent,  taken  the  advice  of 
Gentlemen  like  the  late  Lord  Mayor  of 
London  (Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler),  who,  in  the 
debate  to  which  he  (Mr,  Eedmond)  had 
referred,  had  delivered  a  most  sanguin- 
ary and  ferocious  speech,  which  he 
certainly  was  gurprised  to  hear  from  the 
lips  of  that  hon.  Member,  having  regard 
to  the  character  which  he  possessed  for 
geniality  and  good  nature.  If  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  altogether 
taken  the  advice  of  the  Opposition,  they 
would  have  sent  quite  as  large  a  body  of 
troops  to  South  Africa  to  make  war  on 
the  Boers  as  they  were  sending  to  the  Nile 
to  relieve  General  Gordon — in  regard 
to  which  Expedition  Her  Majesty^s  Go* 
vernment  had  been  again  led  by  speeches 
coming  from  Conservative  Members.  To 
listen  to  some  of  these  speeches,  it  would 
appear  as  though  there  could  be  no  hope 
of  settling  the  affairs  of  South  Africa 
without  sending  a  large  military  force 
out  there.  Again  he  would  quote  a  few 
words  from  the  first  Blue  Book  bearing 
on  the  affairs  of  the  Transvaal.  The 
late  Lord  Mayor  of  London  had  said 
that  Sir  Charles  Warren  should  be 
accompanied  by  a  large  force  of  British 
troops.  No  doubt,  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Midhurst — although  he 
had  not  heard  him  say  it— had  also  re- 
commended that  a  large  force  should  be 
sent.  [No,  no!"j  Well,  if  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  not  said  so  directly,  he  had 
indirectly.  At  any  rate,  several  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  that  (the  Conservative) 
side  of  the  House  had  recommended  in 

fjlaiu  language  the  employment  of  a 
arge  force,  and  Sir  Charles  Warren  had 
gone  out  with  40  officers.  But  while 
ihey  had  hon.  Members  on  the  Conser- 
vative Benches — ^most  of  whom,  he 
believed,  were  in  some  way  connected 
with  the  Military  Profession,  and,  there- 
fore, not  altogether  averse  to  times  of 
war,  which  were  times  of  promotion  and 
general  gain  for  people  belonging  to  the 
Army — recommending  that  a  large  Ex- 
pedition should  be  sent  out  to  the  Cape, 
and  while  the  people  of  En  gland,  reading 
their  speeches,  were  led  into  the  belief 
that  a  large  force  was  necessary,  what 
did  they  find  Mr.  Mackende  saying — 
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the  aotion  of  the  freebooters.  One  of  the 
reasons  why  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment 
were  urged  to  take  the  action  which  he 
was  sorry  to  say  they  were  about  to  take, 
was,  that  Mr.  Bethell,  a  British  ofiQ.cer, 
met  his  death  at  the  hands  of  these  men. 
Speaking  of  Mr.  Bethell,  personally  he 
was  sorry  that  that  officer  had  met  with 
BO  lamentable  an  end ;  but  the  language 
in  which  Mr.  Bethell's  death  was  de- 
scribed in  the  House  was  altogether  in- 
accurate and  misleading.  He  remem- 
bered that,  in  one  speech  deliyered  from 
tiie  Opposition  Bencnes,  it  was  insinuated 
that  Mr.  Bethell  had  been  foully  mur- 
dered, and  that  his  death  was  due  in- 
directly, if  not  absolutely  directly,  to  the 
action  of  the  Transvaal  Republic.  It 
was  contemptible,  it  was  child-like,  for 
English  Members  to  rise  in  the  House  of 
Commons  and  to  speak  in  such  a  way 
of  the  death  of  Mr.  Bethell.  How  did 
Mr.  Bethell  die?  He  was  heading  a 
party  of  men  who  were  to  make  an 
attack  upon  the  people  who  killed  him. 
[••  Oh,  oh  !  "]    He  was  killed  in  action. 

Sib  henry  HOLLAND:  He  was 
wounded,  and  while  on  the  ground  he 
was  killed  in  cold  blood. 

Me.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  said, 
that  Mr.  Bethell  was  mortally  wounded 
in  action.  If  he  (Mr.  W.  Redmond)  re- 
membered rightly,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley)  stated 
most  distinctly,  in  the  debate  which  was 
raised  upon  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Midhurst  (Sir 
Henry  HoUand),  that  Mr.  Bethell  had 
received  his  death- wound  before  he  was 
actually  killed.  What  he  (Mr.  W.  Red- 
mond)  asserted,  without  fear  of  contra- 
diction, was  that  Mr.  Bethell  met  his 
death  in  an  action,  that  he  was  heading 
an  armed  party,  and  that  most  un- 
doubtedly, if  he  had  not  been  killed,  he 
would  certainly  have  killed  some  of  the 
people  he  went  to  attack.  If,  therefore. 
Eon.  Gentlemen  sifted  the  case,  and 
looked  at  it  in  an  unprejudieed  and  a 
matter  -  of  -  fact  way,  they  found  it 
amounted  to  this — that  Mr.  Bethell,  a 
British  officer  in  a  foreign  country, 
whose  people  were  not  at  all  enamoured 
of  British  rule,  and  whose  people  were 
not  at  all  impressed  with  the  desirability 
of  that  rule,  met  his  death  in  an  action 
he  was  taking  against  the  people.  It 
was  said  that  Mr.  Bethell  had  been 
foully  murdered,  that  he  had  met  his 


death  at  the  hands  of  the  Boers,  and  it 
was  insinuated  also  that  the  Boers  were 
barbarians.  There  was  no  adjective 
too  strong  to  use  against  the  Boers  in 
the  course  of  the  debate  to  which  he 
had  already  referred.  The  Boers  were 
assassins  and  everything  that  was  bad, 
because,  some  time  ago,  their  marksmen 
proved  they  could  shoot  better  than  the 
British  soldiers.  The  Boers  beat  the 
British  troops  at  Majuba  Hill,  and  the 
memory  of  that  defeat  was  rankling  in 
the  breasts  of  Englishmen  ;  and  what  it 
was  desired  to  do  was  to  initiate  a  war 
against  the  Boers  under  the  guise  of 
an  Expedition  against  the  freebooters. 
The  proposed  Expedition  was  unworthy 
of  the  Goyemment,  and  it  was  contempt- 
ible that  Conservative  Gentlemen  like 
the  hon.  baronet  the  Member  for  Mid- 
hurst (Sir  Henry  Holland)  should,  by 
violent  speeches  against  the  Boers,  by 
their  unlimited  abuse  of  the  Boers,  en- 
deayour  to  create  a  war  feeling  in  the 
country  and  to  ultimately  compel  the 
Government  to  tak^  action  against  the 
Boer  Republic.  It  was  utterly  inde- 
fensible that  hon.  Gentlemen  who  pro- 
bably would  never,  by  any  chance,  place 
their  own  lives  in  danger  should  come 
down  to  the  House  and,  in  an  irrespon- 
sible sort  of  way,  do  their  best  to  bring 
war  upon  the  heads  of  the  people  in 
South  Africa,  and  to  cause  the  blood  of 
the  soldiery  of  this  country  to  be  shed, 
and  millions  of  the  treasure  of  this  coun- 
try to  be  spent,  in  a  most  unprofitable 
war.  In  support  of  the  statement  that 
Mr.  Bethell  met  his  death  at  the  hands 
of  the  Boer  Republic,  it  had  been  said 
that  the  Boer  Republic  had  refused  to 
deliver  up  the  so-called  murderers  of 
Mr.  Bethell.  That  was  put  forward  as 
a  reason  why  the  Government  should 
take  strong  action  against  the  Boer  Re- 
public; but  such  an  argument  was  so 
child-like  that  it  was  with  surprise  he 
heard  it  used  in  the  House.  So  far  from 
encouraging  the  action  in  which  Mr. 
Bethell  met  his  death,  the  Boer  Gt)vem- 
ment  had,  by  Proclamation,  declared 
that  it  was  their  desire  that  the  people 
of  the  Transvaal  should  not  take  the 
action  suggested  ;  and  as  for  the  charge 
that  the  Republic  refused  to  give  up 
the  murderers  of  Mr.  Bethell,  it  had 
not  yet  been  proved,  and  he  did  not 
think  there  had  been  any  attempt  to 
prove,  that  they  even  knew  who  the 
murderers  were.    If  some  English  gen* 
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across  6,000  mileB  of  ocean.  All  they 
asked  was  for  leave  to  live  \n  that  laud 
of  their  adoption  without  the  interfer- 
ence of  the  Parliament  of  this  country. 
Of  coursOi  it  might  be  said  that  there 
was  no  intention  of  making  war  on  the 
Transvaal  Republic,  and  that  the  Expe- 
dition was  only  for  the  purpose  of  pun- 
ishing the  freebooters.  He  would  call 
the  attention  of  hon.  Members  to  de- 
which  had  taken  place  in  years 
[e  by — debates  before  the  Zulu  War 
was  ioitiated.  He  rcraerabered  the 
cheerful  way  in  which  hoa.  Members 
had  spoken  of  it,  describing  it  as  a 
**raid/*  and  the  Z^ulus  as  "a  people 
who  only  required  to  be  punished.''  In 
that  way  Great  Britain  had  gradually 
drifted  into  a  war  with  that  great  savage 
raoe — a  war  which  resulted  in  some  of 
the  most  ignoniiiiious  disasters  to  the 
British  arms  that  the  whole  history  of 
the  country  could  afford.  So  he  said 
that  day.  If  the  Government  interfered 
at  all — if  they  went  even  to  the  fringe 
of  the  Transvaal  Bepublic — they  would 
ultimately  bring  about  a  war  with  the 
Boers,  who  were  an  unoffending  people. 
They  would  plunge  this  countiy  intf^ 
debt  and  misfortunes  of  every  kind.  He 
thought  himeelf  perfectly  justified, there- 
fore, in  lifting  up  his  voice  in  opposition 
to  the  Vote  that  night ;  and  he  believed 
he  was  only  speaking  the  sentiments  of 
many  people  in  the  country  when  he 
eaid  that  there  was  no  necessity  for  an 
Expedition  to  the  Transvaal.  Let  them 
look  at  the  war  from  a  purely  Colonial 
point  of  view.  What  was  the  trouble? 
In  the  Cape  Colony  some  80  per 
Cent  of  the  people  were  of  Dutch  de- 
acent.  Takmg  all  the  Cape  popula- 
tions together,  they  were  Dutch  in  senti- 
ment and  Dutch  in  blood.  There  were 
some  British  subjeota  there  who  had 
auffered  from  raids  made  by  Dutch  free- 
booters. The  British  Colonists  were  not 
able  to  defend  themselves  against  the 
inroads  of  their  Dutch  neighbours. 
Very  well ;  what  did  these  British  sub- 
jects ask  for?  They  sent  home  to  a 
Government  6,000  miles  away  for  Goae- 
irals,  officers,  and  troops  to  punish  the 
men  who  had  invaded  their  territory, 
and  to  save  them  from  further  invasion. 
It  was  all  very  well  to  comply  with  that 
request  once  in  a  way ;  but  the  question 
bon.  Members  had  to  ask  themselves 
was — '*  Are  we  prepared  for  all  time  in 
the  future  to  keep  a  large  garriaon  of 
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British  troops  in  South  Africa?"  He 
did  not  think  thnt  even  the  most  Con- 
servative Member  in  the  House — the 
Gentleman  who  had  most  warmly  de- 
clared himself  in  favour  of  this  fixpe- 
dition — would  rise  in  his  place  and  say 
that  he  would  like  to  see  South  Africa 
permanently  garrieoned  by  British 
troops.  He  did  not  believe  there  was 
any  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment despatching  the  Expedition  to  do 
anything  of  that  kind.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve there  was  any  such  wish  in  the 
breasts  of  the  Conservative  Members 
urging  them  to  take  their  present  ac- 
tion. But  let  this  be  remembered. 
They  had  had  a  war  with  the  Boers. 
The  Boors  had  beaten  them.  They 
patched  up  a  peace,  and  came  away.  As 
soon  as  their  troops  were  withdrawn, 
what  happened  ?  Why,  some  Dutchmen 
— irresponsiblo  men,  not  accountable  to 
the  Transvaal  Bepublic,  but  etill  Dutch- 
men—crossed the  border,  and  attacked 
British  Colonists ;  and  now,  for  the 
second  time  within  a  few  years,  they 
wore  sending  out  a  General  and  troi>ps 
to  defend  the  British  Colonists  against 
the  Dutch.  It  would  be  admitted  very 
readily  that  if  the  English  Colonists 
were  not  able  to  defend  themselves  with- 
out assistance  in  South  Africa  against 
anyone  who  might  attack  them,  the 
sooner  the  Dutch  claimed  ascendancy  in 
South  Africa  the  better.  They  could 
not  be  always  sending  out  troops,  and 
backing  up  the  English  Colonists  against 
the  Dutch ;  and  unless  they  made  up 
their  minds  to  keep  up  a  large  perma- 
nent Force  in  South  Africa,  they  would 
have  to  give  way.  Send  out  the  Expe- 
dition ;  beat  the  Boers,  or  let  the  Boers 
heat  them.  What  would  be  the  result  ? 
They  might  restore  peace,  and  drive  the 
freebootera  back ;  but  how  long  would 
that  peace  last  ?  W^hat  guarantee  had 
they  that,  when  their  troops  had  been 
withdrawn,  the  Dutch  would  not  again 
attack  the  British  Colonists  ?  The  real 
view  to  take  of  this  question  was  this — 
to  let  the  people  who  were  strongest  be 
uppermost.  They  might  suppress  for 
the  time  being  the  march  of  the  Dutch 
towards  ascendancy  ovtr-r  these  Colonies, 
but  they  would  only  be  able  to  suppress 
it  for  the  time  being.  When  their 
troops  were  withdrawn,  the  Dutch 
would  again  make  inroads.  Sooner  or 
later,  the  Dutch  element  would  prevail 
[n  South  Africa ;  and  that  part  of  the 
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im  not  a  Depeadeooj  I 
pir©,  but  R  Free  State  ' 
Mn  and  Dutch  blocjd. 
»fare>  he  did  not  saj 
^  had    any  interest  in 

I    iti     Souili    AJQpica. 
at  all  theiT  &oldierB| 
dny,  get  beaten — the 
^       .  mCon  in  attacking  a 
^  ,r-^  more  glad  would  he 

^  not  aaeak  &om   a  Britieih 

I  of  TicTw,  be'  Decause  he  wiehed  it 
,e  left  oil  r0(    rd  that  h©  had  pro- 
^  again &t  an^  aotion  on  the  part  of 
Government  or  the  Houa©    which 
„-4ld    plunge    the    i>ouiitry    into   war 
with  the  Transvaal  "  " 

objected  to  anything  wmcu  uui^iit  uw 
that|  not  because  he  wished  to  save  this 
country  from  expenditure  or  from  blood, 
but  simply  because  he  did  not  wish  to 
see  a  brave  people  like  the  Boers,  who 
had  fought  for  their  liberty  and  had 
gallantly  won  it,  pressed  down  and  ren- 
dered helpless  for  a  time  by  the  brute 
force  it  was  in  the  power  of  the 
British  Government  to  bring  to  bear 
on  them.  He  had  no  sympathy  with 
the  present  Government,  nor  with  any 
of  their  poliopr.  He  had  no  more  sym- 
pathy for  their  Colonial  policy  than  he 
had  for  their  policy  with  regurd  to  his 
own  country  ;  but  he  would  say  that  one 
of  the  best  actions  perpretrated  by  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown  in  that  House 
for  some  time  was  when  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Gladstone)  de- 
clared that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  not  to  proceed  farther  with 
the  war  against  the  Boers.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  recognized  the  fact  that 
the  Boers  had  beaten  the  British  Forces. 
He  recognized  that  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  prop  up  British  authority  in 
the  Transvaal  always  by  British  soldiers. 
He  withdrew  the  troops.  He  (Mr.  W. 
Bedmond)  did  not  say  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  so  doing  had  been 
acting  magnanimously.  He  did  noc  say 
that  he  was  actuated  by  any  other  mo- 
tive than  a  conviction  that  sooner  or  later 
British  ascendancy  would  have  ceased 
in  South  Africa.  The  conclusion  of  the 
War  with  the  Boers  was  a  good  thing  ; 
but  it  would  be  a  bad  thing  for  the 
people  of  this  country  and  the  Govern- 
ment, if  out  of  this  Expedition  which 
was  being  sent  to  the  Cape  a  fresh  war 
should  arise  against  the  people  of  the 
Transvaal    Republic.      Once    more    he 

Mr.   William  Ridw^md 


wished  to  have  it  on  record— [ZflufA/#r.] 
It  was  all  very  well  for  hoti.  Members 
to  laugh.  He  knew  well  enough  that 
hU  words  would  have  very  little  weight 
in  that  House  against  the  opinions  of 
English  Members  ;  but  he  was  lure  that 
if  this  Expedition  did  result  tn  war  be* 
tween  this  country  and  the  Transvaal « 
it  would  be  aatiafaction  to  the  people  of 
the  Transvaal  to  know  that  there  were  a 
number  of  Members  in  tbe  EngUsh 
House  of  Commons  who  were  totaUy  op* 
posed  to  anything  which  could  embroil 
this  country  with  them.  It  would  be 
satiafftctory  to  the  people  of  the  Trans- 
vaal to  know  that  every  time  they  ttm^ik 
'  for  the  liberty  of  their  country 
ana  mrust  back  the  English  troops,  as 
they  did  at  Majuba  Hill,  the  news  was 
received  with  gratifit^ation  by  a  great 
many  Members  of  the  House.  He 
wished  to  speak  purely  on  behalf  of  the 
people  of  the  Transvaal.  Let  the  English 
Government  spend  all  their  money ;  but 
as  long  as  he  was  sitting  in  the  House  re- 
presenting a  people  who  were  struggling 
for  liberty  themselvee  he  should  never 
fail  to  raise  his  voice  to  defend,  00 
far  as  it  might  be  within  his  feeble 
power,  the  libertv  of  any  people  who 
nad  fought  so  nobly  for  their  freedom, 
and  whose  freedom  he  was  very  much 
afraid  was  threatened  by  the  blood- 
thirsty suggestions  of  the  Conservatives 
in  the  House  of  Commons. 

SiK  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said  that 
when  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington)  was  speaking  on  the  last  Vote, 
he  had  asked  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
'*  Would  you  establish  a  British  Empire 
in  the  heart  of  Africa?"  The  noble 
Marquess  repudiated  any  such  intention ; 
and,  that  being  so,  it  was  a  very  extra- 
ordinary thing  that  the  Government 
should  now  be  bringing  forward  a  Vote 
to  do  that  very  thiog  in  South  Africa 
— to  establish  an  Empire,  or,  at  any 
rate,  a  Protectorate  in  the  heart  of  South 
Africa.  If  this  money  did  not  mean  the 
maintenance  of  a  Protectorate  he  did 
not  know  what  it  meant.  He  was  afraid 
they  were  in  for  another  big  job-^ 
another  big  war.  He  shared  the  hope 
of  the  noble  Marquess  that  possibly 
there  would  be  no  occasion  to  use  force 
to  drive  the  freebooters  out  of  Bechuana- 
land.  He  still  hoped  that  peace  might 
be  maintained,  or  that  the  war,  if 
there  was  one,  might  be  a  cheap  one. 
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n«T«r7  moehdialtktd  thai  Htr  IfigMtj't 
GoTmmm^til  thoogbt  it  niciiitry  to  ask 
th«  Uspayert  of  Ui«  oountry  for £726,000 
for  another  war  in  tbo  haart  of  Africa 
to  6«tahlith  tomatluDg  lika  dominion 
tharv.  It  waa  varj  mncb  tbe  old 
•torj  of  ambarkina:  oriipnallj  in  a  small 
war,  wbtcb,  sprradiog:  bj  dagraaa,  fur* 
tber  and  furtbrr,  ultimatalj  dereloped 
into  a  grtMit  ono  At  first  it  waa  said 
tbat  tho  difficult  J  in  IWcbuanaland  could 
ba  orercoma  bj  tba  amplojmant  of  100 
polic^mrn:  but  Mr.  Mackaniia  had 
nevar  Ihs^u  suppliisl  with  100  p<ilica* 
man.  Wy  anltsting  avorj  blackguard 
ha  could  got  ha  could  onlj  muster 
SO  man;  then  ha  had  a  difficulty  in 
profiding  them  with  horasa.  A  fear 
obtaining  a  number,  on  aiamination  ha 
found  thom  all  lama  but  four.  Whan, 
ultimat4»lT.  the  bursa  difficulty  was  ovar- 
come,  it  was  found  that  thara  wera  no 
arms.  In  the  and  Mr.  Mackantia  want 
out  without  any  policemen  at  all;  and 
the  result  was  that  as  he  waa  found  by 
the  people  against  whom  ha  was  sent 
hardly  worth  attending  to,  ha  was  not 
much  respected.  This  waa  the  way  the  war 
might  derelop  into  a  big  affair.  Again, 
he  must  enter  a  pruteat  against  this  war 
aa  being  an  unnecessary  one.  It  was  a 
conflagration  started  by  the  Press  of  this 
oouDtry.  and  he  waa  afraid  that  the  few 
poor  lUdiosU  below  the<lang«ay  would 
Da  unable  to  stop  the  devouring  flame, 
and  that  the  money  ai»ked  for  would  be 
voted.  If  the  irovernment  were  deter* 
mined  to  carry  on  theee  hoetilities,  with 
what  object  did  they  do  it  f  Was  it  to 
eatablifth  a  iKiminion  in  the  heart  of 
Africa;  if  not.  what  wss  it  for?  Was 
it  to  prot45i  t  the  Natives  ?  If  it  were  to 
do  that,  ther  would  Im»  b<»und  to  stay  in 
the  heart  of  S»uth  .\frire  and  establi»h 
a  iKiruinion  there.  Ther  sh«Mild  not 
ent«*r  into  the  war  without  being  pre- 

Esrvd  to  fultil  their  obligation*.  He 
ked  to  se«*  Nstive*  pn»tected~he  had 
spent  best  part  of  hi*  life  in  the  work  of 
protecting  them — but  be  did  not  wish  to 
go  ti>o  far.  end  tbat  was  what  he  waa 
afraid  tbe  <  f«ir«*rnm<'nt  would  do.  \M 
them  make  up  thfir  minds  what  they 
were  going  to  do.  Would  they  ni»t 
abandon  the  Nativea  to  their  fate  ?  If 
there  was  one  thing  more  clear  than  an- 
other  it  was  tSat  the  whole  upshot  and 
iaaue  and  result  of  this  war,  when  th«*y 
had  conquered,  had  possessed  themselves 
of  this  territory,  and  had  paid  the  pipar. 


woold  be  that  ther  would  Sad  thaj  had 
only  been  taking  the  chc^nuts  oni  ot  the 
fire  for  the  (^at>e  Government  It  waa 
perfectly  clear  from  the  lllue  Ikmks  that 
the  arrang«*ment  was  that  when  they  had 
made  the  path  sufficiently  clear  for  the 
Oape  Government,  they  would  take  the 
matt«*r  out  of  British  hsnds.  If  that  waa 
so,  where  was  the  protection  of  the  Na- 
tives— that  for  which  thev  wen*  sup- 
posed to  hare  uni]i*rtaken  the  war  ?  lie 
nad  not  brought  down  the  lllue  Books, 
'  or  he  could  hare  quoted  fiassages  to  show 
the  view  i »f  the  Tape  Odimiatti.  The  ( *ape 

Qle  »aid  — **  We  are  anneiing  this 
;  it  is  for  our  Toung  men.'*  Well, 
if  that  wi-n*  so.  an<l  tht* y  were  incurring 
this  large  expenditure  and  entering  into 
this  wsr  for  the  purpose  of  handing  over 
thi«  territ->rT  to  the  <^speC\donists,  they 
would  In*  fiitin»ly  fsiling  in  the  object 
with  which  they  had  undertaken  the 
war.  Tbat  was  om*  of  the  things  which 
oould  not  be  denied.  Then,  the  Govern- 
ment were  not  only  sending  out  their 
own  troops,  but  it  app^iared  that  th«>y 

-  were  alsi>  enlisting  a  large  bo<ly  of 
irre^lars.  Notice*  were  published 
elating  that  young  men  who  wished  to 

'  join  the  irregulars  in  the  Transvaal  wera 
to  apply  to  certain  authorities  in  a  car* 
tain  place,  and  he  wished  to  know  who 
was  to  pay  peniianently  for  this  irrepilar 
corps  ahich  was  to  bo  enlisted  and  sent 
out  to  South  Africa?  Api^arently.  the 
war  Wat  U*  Ik*  one  of  sentiment  and  not 
one  f«»r  the  prut««-tion  of  the  Natirra 
He  belieT(K|  it  to  U*  promot4*d  in  a  great 
degree  for  the  nurp^ise  of  harinfr  a  slap 
at  the  ll4M*r«  A  larg**  numWr  of  people 
in  this  country  bed  rankling  feelings  in 
regard  t'l  their  Iste  wsr  with  the  lioera, 
and  wore  an x ton*  that  they  should  re- 
venge themsrlvee  u|M>n  them  for  the  de- 
feat th«*y  had  sustained  After  the  very 
Kthi'tir  arr«>unt  th«*y  had  had  of  Mr. 
•thrll's  d«*ath.  h««  h'qi*M|  thst  no  terh- 
nitality  would  be  alli»wed  to  stand  in 
the  ear  of  ex«K-uting  justice.  Hut, 
at  the  same  timt*.  h*»  hoped  that  the 
authorities  wouM  not  com«*  to  any  con- 
clusion without  suffirient  i*ridenre  What 
was  the  Worth  of  such  evidi^cv  as  ha^l 
now  bern  obtained  ^  Tht^y  ba*l  the  story 
of  one  Native,  which  r««sd  murh  more 
like  the  incidents  of  a  novel  than  any- 
thing in  real  life  The  man  shammed 
death,  heard  all  that  passed.  re«v»gBited 
all  the  (M^iple,  and  th<»n  ran  sway  and 

i  told  a  story  whtah  made  htm  out  to  ba 
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world  would  become  not  a  Dependency 
of  the  German  Empire,  but  a  Free  State 
for  people  of  German  and  Dutch  blood. 
Aa  he  had  said  before,  he  did  not  Baj 
this  because  he  had  any  interest  in 
British  operations  in  South  Africa. 
They  might  send  out  all  their  soldiers, 
spend  their  last  penny,  get  beatea — the 
ofteoer  they  got  beaten  in  attacking  a 
small  people^  the  more  glad  would  he 
be.  Ho  did  not  speak  from  a  British 
point  of  view,  but  because  he  wished  it 
to  be  left  on  record  that  he  had  pro- 
tested against  any  action  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  or  the  House  which 
would  plunge  the  country  into  war 
with  the  Transvaal  Government.  He 
objected  to  anything  which  might  do 
that,  not  because  he  wished  to  save  this 
country  from  expenditure  or  from  bloody 
but  simply  because  he  did  not  wisb  to 
see  a  brave  people  like  the  Boers,  who 
bad  fought  for  their  liberty  and  had 
gallantly  won  it^  pressed  down  and  ren- 
dered helpless  for  a  time  by  the  brute 
force  it  was  in  the  power  of  the 
British  Government  to  bring  to  bear 
on  them.  He  had  no  sympathy  with 
the  present  Government,  nor  with  any 
of  their  policy.  He  had  no  more  sym- 
pathy for  their  Colonial  policy  than  he 
had  for  their  policy  with  regard  to  his 
own  country  ;  but  he  would  say  that  one 
of  the  best  action s  perpretrated  by  a 
Minister  of  the  Grown  in  that  House 
for  some  time  was  when  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Itlr,  Gladstone)  de- 
Glared  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  not  to  proceed  farther  with 
the  war  against  the  Boers.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  recogoized  the  fact  that 
the  Boers  had  beaten  the  British  Forces. 
He  recognized  that  it  would  be  impos- 
aible  to  prop  up  British  authority  in 
the  Transvaal  always  by  British  soldiers. 
He  withdrew  the  troops.  He  (Mr.  W. 
Eedmoad)  did  not  say  that  the  right 
hon*  Gentleman  in  so  doing  had  been 
acting  magnanimously*  He  did  not  say 
that  he  was  actuated  by  any  other  mo- 
tive than  a  conviction  that  sooner  or  later 
British  ascendancy  would  have  ceased 
in  South  Africa,  The  conclusion  of  the 
War  with  the  Boers  was  a  good  thing ; 
but  it  would  be  a  bad  thing  for  the 
people  of  this  country  and  the  Govern- 
ment, if  out  of  this  Expedition  which 
was  being  sent  to  the  Cape  a  fresh  war 
should  arise  against  the  people  of  the 
Transvaal   Eepublio.      Gnce    more    he 
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wished  to  have  it  on  record — [Z<iii^A^.J> 
It  was  all  very  well  for  hon.   Members 
to  laugh.     He  knew  well  enough  that 
his  words  would  have  very  little  weight  i 
in  that  House  against  the  opinions  ot' 
English  Members  j  but  he  was  sure  that 
if  this  Expedition  did  result  in  war  be- 
tween this  country  and  the  Transvaal,  J 
it  would  be  satisfaction  to  the  people  ofl 
the  Transvaal  to  know  that  there  were  &| 
number  of    Members    in    the    Englisli 
House  of  Commons  who  were  totally  op- 
posed to  anything  which  could  embroil 
this   country  with  them.     It  would   be 
satisfactory  to  the  people  of  the  Trans- 
vaal to  know  that  every  time  they  struck 
a  blow  for  the  liberty  of  their  country 
and  thrust  back  the  English  troops,    as 
they  did  at  Majuba  Hill,  the  news  was 
received   with  gratification    by   a  great 
many    Members    of    the    House,      He 
wished  to  speak  purely  on  behalf  of  the 
people  of  the  Transvaal,    Let  the  English 
Government  spend  all  their  money ;  but 
as  long  as  he  was  sitting  in  the  House  re- 
presenting a  people  who  were  struggling  - 
for  liberty  themselves  he  should  never 
fail  to  raise   his  voice   to    defend,    so 
far  as  it    might  be   within  his   feeble 
power,   the  liberty  of  any   people   who 
had  fought  so  nobly  for  their  freedom, 
and  whose  freedom  he  was  very  much 
afraid   was    threatened  by    the   blood- 
thirsty suggestions  of  the  Conservatives 
in  the  House  of  Commons. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said  that 
when  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington)  was  speaking  on  tJie  last  Tote, 
he  had  asked  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
"  Would  you  establiah  a  British  Empire 
in  the  heart  of  Africa?"  The  noble 
Marquess  repudiated  any  such  intention ; 
and,  that  being  so,  it  was  a  very  extra- 
ordinary thing  that  the  Govemmeot 
should  now  be  bringing  forward  a  Vote 
to  do  that  very  thing  in  South  Africa 
— to  establish  an  Empire,  or,  at  any 
rate,  a  Protectorate  in  the  heart  of  South 
Africa.  If  this  money  did  not  mean  the 
maintenance  of  a  Protectorate  he  did 
not  know  what  it  meant.  He  was  afraid 
they  were  in  for  another  big  job— 
another  big  war.  He  shared  the  hope  | 
of  the  noble  Marquess  that  possiblj ' 
there  would  be  no  occasion  to  use  force 
to  drive  the  freebooters  out  of  Bechuana- 
land.  He  still  hoped  that  peace  might . 
be  maintained^  or  that  the  war,  if 
there  was  one^  might  be  a  cheap  one. 
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n«T«r7  mnchdUik^d  thai  Htr  IfigMtj't 
GoTmmmMl  tlunigbt  it  niciiitry  to  iA 

the  taxpayers  of  the  eountry  for  £726.000 
for  another  war  in  the  heart  of  Africa 
to  eetahlteh  eomethtng  like  (fominion 
there.  It  waa  verj  much  the  old 
•torj  of  embarking  oriipnall J  in  a  email 
war,  which,  •prraoinf^  bj  degreee.  fur- 
ther and  further,  ultimatelj  dereloped 
into  a  great  ono  At  first  it  was  said 
that  the  difBcultj  in  lieehuanaland  could 
be  orercome  bj  the  emplojment  f»f  100 
policemen:  but  Mr.  Mackentie  had 
never  lH*<*n  suppliisl  with  100  police- 
men. BjT  enlisting  everj  blackguard 
he  could  get  he  could  onlj  muster 
SO  men;  then  he  had  a  difficulty  in 
providing  them  with  horeee.  After 
obtaining  a  number,  on  examination  he 
found  them  all  lame  but  four.  When, 
ultimately,  the  hor«e  difficulty  was  over- 
come, it  was  found  that  there  were  no 
arms.  In  the  end  Mr.  Mackentie  went 
out  without  any  policemen  at  all;  and 
the  result  was  that  as  he  waa  found  by 
the  people  againet  whom  he  was  sent 
hardly  worth  attending  to,  he  was  not 
much  respectcKi  This  was  the  way  the  war 
might  develop  into  a  big  affair.  Again, 
he  must  enter  a  proteet  against  this  war 
as  being  an  unnecessary  one.  It  was  a 
eoaflagration  started  by  the  IVsss  of  this 
oountry.  and  he  was  afraid  that  the  few 
poor  lU'licaU  ImIow  thvtlangw ay  would 
be  unable  to  stop  th«»  df*vouring  flame, 
and  that  the  m«mey  ai»ked  for  would  be 
votvil.  If  th«  Government  were  deter* 
mined  to  carry  on  th<*«e  hoetilities,  with 
what  object  did  they  do  it?  Was  it  to 
eetablifth  a  lK>minion  in  the  heart  of 
Africa;  if  not.  what  was  it  for?  Was 
it  to  prot««  t  the  Nativre  ?  If  it  were  to 
do  that,  thev  would  !*»  bound  to  stay  in 
the  heert  «*f  South  Africa  end  establish 
a  iKituifiiun  ther«»  They  should  not 
ent«>r  into  the  war  withinit  being  prt^ 

Krvd  to  fultil  their  obhgation*.  He 
<^1  to  se«*  Nativ«»«  i>rt»tected~he  had 
spent  bent  part  of  hi«  life  in  the  work  of 
protecting  thorn— but  he  did  not  wish  to 
go  tixi  far.  and  that  was  what  he  was 
afraid  tbv  <t«irrrnmrnt  would  do.  \M 
them  make  up  their  minds  what  they 
were  going  to  do.  Would  they  n«4 
abandon  the  Nativee  to  their  fate  ?  If 
there  was  one  thing  more  dear  than  an- 
other it  wae  tSat  the  whole  upshot  and 
iseue  and  result  of  this  war,  when  they 
had  conqu«>red. had  iwmsiid  thtmsilves 
of  this  territory,  and  had  paid  the  piper,  , 


woold  be  thai  thev  would  Sad  they  had 
only  been  taking  the  che«lauts  out  of  the 
fire  for  the  (.*at>e  Government  It  waa 
perfectly  clear  from  the  llluti  Books  that 
the  anrang«*ment  wae  that  when  thvy  had 
mado  thf*  path  sufficiently  clear  for  the 
Cape  Government,  they  would  take  the 
matti'r  out  of  British  hands.  If  that  waa 
so,  where  was  the  protection  of  tho  Na- 
tivee—that  for  which  thev  wern  sup- 
mmchI  to  hsre  umlfrtaki^n  the  war  ?  lie 
nad  not  brought  down  the  Blue  Books, 
or  he  could  have  quoted  fiaesagea  to  show 
the  view  of  the  r*«p«i  0<olouiftt«.  The  ( *ape 

QU  ftaid — "We  are  annexing  thi« 
;  it  it  for  our  voung  men.**  Well, 
if  thst  wt-n*  so.  an«l  they  were  incurring 
this  large  expenditure  end  entering  into 
this  wsr  for  the  purpoMM»f  handing  ovar 
thi«  temt  try  to  the  r«peC\»|onieCa.  they 
would  lie  rnttrrly  failing  in  the  object 
with  which  they  hsd  undertaken  tha 
war.  That  was  «>n«*  of  the  things  which 
could  not  l»e  denied.  Then,  the  Govern- 
ment were  n«»t  only  sending  out  their 
own  tr^M>ps.  but  it  appeared  that  they 
were  al«o  enlisting  a  large  bcMly  of 
trre^lars.  Nc»tice«  were  publiahed 
•lating  that  young  men  who  wished  to 
join  the  irregulars  in  the  Transvaal  were 
to  apply  to  certain  authorities  in  a  eer* 
tain  place,  and  he  wished  to  know  who 
was  to  |>ay  pennanently  for  this  irrepilar 
oorps  which  was  to  bo  unlisted  and  sent 
out  t'l  H^iuth  Africa  ?  Ap|»arently,  the 
war  was  t«»  \n*  one  of  sentiment  and  not 
one  for  the  protection  of  the  Natives. 
He  believed  it  to  Im«  promoted  in  a  great 
degree  for  the  nuqi*»se  of  havina:  a  slap 
at  the  Bo<»rs  A  large  num^>er  of  people 
in  thi*  country  had  rankling  feelings  in 
rrgsrd  to  their  late  war  with  the  lioera, 
an<l  were  anxiou*  that  they  should  re- 
venge themeelves  upon  them  for  the  de- 
feat they  had  eustained  After  the  very 
Kth«-tir  arr«>unt  they  had  had  of  Mr. 
>their«  death,  he  b<i|^l  thst  no  tech- 
nitality  a«)uld  be  allowed  to  stand  in 
the  a  ay  of  executing  juetiee  But, 
at  the  eama  time,  he  hoped  that  the 
aath(>ritie«  would  not  com**  to  any  con- 
clttsioo  without  sufficient  •*ridenc9  Whst 
was  the  w<»rth  of  such  evidenrt*  a«  had 
now  been  obtained  y  They  had  the  story 
of  one  Native,  whiih  read  much  more 
like  tha  iandents  of  a  novel  than  any- 
thinff  tn  real  hfe  The  man  shammed 
death,  heard  all  that  pa*eed.  re«v»gnijed 
all  the  |*eopl#.  and  then  ran  away  and 
told  a  story  whiah  mada  him  out  to  ha 
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a  very  heroic  person  indeed.  He  (Sir 
George  Oampbell)  would  not  say  that 
the  story  was  not  true — it  might  pos- 
sibly be  true ;  but  he  had  seen  far  too 
much  of  such  story-telling  not  to  be 
somewhat  suspicious  of  it.  Thousands 
of  such  tales  were  set  abroad  during  the 
Indian  Mutiny,  and  they  turned  out  to 
be  totally  untrue.  Did  the  Government 
believe  a  story  of  that  kind  ?  If  they 
did,  let  them  bring  the  people  accused 
of  the  murder  to  justice,  it  was  the 
same  sort  of  thing  in  regard  to  other 
stories  like  that  of  killing  a  little  child, 
and  matters  of  that  kind — they  did  not 
rest  upon  any  substantial  evidence  what- 
ever. He  must  say  that  >he  entirely 
sympathized  with  all  that  had  been  said 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  London  (Sir  John  Lub- 
bock) with  regard  to  the  tyranny  of  the 
Colonists  over  us.  It  used  to  be  the  case 
that  we  tyrannized  over  the  Colonies;  but 
now  the  times  had  changed,  and  the 
Colonies  tyrannized  over  us  instead.  In 
the  Native  administration,  in  the  Cape 
wars,  and  in  everything  else,  it  was  they 
who  tyranized  over  us,  We  had  to  pay 
upon  all  occasions,  and  it  was  they  who 
reaped  all  the  advantage.  That  had 
always  been  the  result  of  these  wars, 
and  it  would  be  the  result  of  this  one  ; 
and,  therefore,  he  would  say  to  the  (Go- 
vernment— '*  Be  calm;  do  not  act  with- 
out evidence.  Do  not  rush  into  a  war. 
until  there  is  really  occasion  for  it."  The 
hon.  Member  for  Midhurst  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  had  told  them  a  good  deal 
about  the  injustice  done  to  Native  Chiefs ; 
but  he  (Sir  George  Campbell)  thought 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley)  had  an- 
swered that  point  very  clearly.  These 
people  were  not  under  our  protection 
until  the  present  year.  What  was  the 
injury  done  to  Mankoroane  ?  He  had 
not  lost  an  acre  since  the  Protectorate ; 
and  it  had  been  found  that  his  place 
was  nothing  but  a  nest  of  thieves. 
There  was  a  vivid  description  by  the 
Imperial  Commissioner  of  the  state 
of  things  there,  and  of  the  multitude 
of  thieves,  and  Mankoroane  had  him- 
self been  told  of  it,  and  had  been 
threatened  with  condign  punishment  if 
he  did  not  put  a  stop  to  it.  This  was  the 
case  of  our  particular  friend  who  was 
said  to  have  suffered  so  much.  As  to 
the  case  of  Montsioa,  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Henry  Holland)  had  referred  to 

Sir  6$orge  Campbell 


some  dates ;  but  he  had  not  referred  to 
the  12th  of  May  last,  when  Montsioa 
attacked  the  Boers  and  burnt  their 
houses.  The  Boers  thereupon  declared 
war  against  him,  and  that  war  was 
being  carried  on  now.  He  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  did  not  defend  the  Boers.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  they  were  very  high- 
handed, and  that  they  had  presumed 
much  upon  our  abstention;  but  what 
had  we  to  do  with  this  affair  in  the  heart 
of  South  Africa  ?  He  did  not  see  why 
we  went  out  of  our  way  to  extend  our 
protection  to  these  people  in  this  year  of 
grace.  No  doubt,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  driven  to  it ;  but  he  thought 
we  had  acted  foolishly,  and  that  we 
should  take  an  opportunity  to  wash  our 
hands  of  the  business.  He  would  be 
glad  to  go  to  a  moderate  expense  in 
order  that  we  might  do  so.  We  might 
establish  our  position  in  South  Africa  on 
a  much  more  satisfactory  basis  than 
could  be  found  by  projecting  ourselves 
into  the  heart  of  the  country. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  said, 
the  Committee  had  just  seen  the  wilds 
of  Scotland  and  the  wilds  of  Ireland 
shaking  hands  across  the  floor  on  this 
subject.  The  debate  must  have  been 
extremely  gratifying  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney),  who 
had  heard  in  the  views  put  forward 
a  reductio  ad  ahsurdum  of  his  own 
opinions  and  of  those  of  his  Friends  on  this 
question.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  (Sir  George  Campbell)  had 
asked  what  was  the  object  of  this  Expe- 
dition. Well,  its  object  was  to  do  two 
things — to  maintain  our  solemn  Treaties, 
and  to  protect  out  allies ;  and  if  a  nation, 
great  or  small,  could  have  worthier  ob- 
jects than  those,  he  would  leave  it  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  discover  them. 
This  was  not  a  question  of  the  defence 
of  the  Boers  against  aggression  on  the 
part  of  the  British  Empire  or  of  British 
Colonists ;  and  he  would  remind  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  Redmond),  who  had 
spoken  with  so  much  fluency  on  this 
subject,  that  these  Boers,  whom  that  hon. 
Gentleman  regarded  as  people  rightly 
struggling  to  be  free,  were  nothing  more 
than  a  very  cruel  and  tyrannical  domi- 
nant class  in  South  Africa.  The  cry  of 
**Majuba  Hill  "was  no  answer  to  this 
statement.  The  Boers  were  not  the 
mild  and  amiable  people  imagined  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman — they  were  not  even 
the  best  of  the  Dutch  population  in  South 
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Afrie*;  hut  ihoj  W4»r«  th«  oatoMts  of 
lh«t  tvMiuIatioii.  \Vb«*n  ulAvorj  was 
aL«)Ii«ri««l  in  tlio  C\p»  <^l!•lOJ,  Oioj 
"  tntkktvl  '*  A«4y  into  \au1  in  firl«*r 
that  tb«*T  mitfitt  luiintun  th««ir  right 
to  en«l4Ta  tai*ir  fi*ll'>v  •  nion ;  and 
when  it  «*«  atHilithfHl  in  Natal,  th#y 
••  tri'kk«*l  **  nwiiY  arrr»M  tht»  Vaal.  into 
th<«  TrAtinraal.  in  or«l«  r  fttill  t  >  maintain 
thoir  tvranuv  (iT*T  human  l»oiu|;ii,  and 
thoj  now  k«*|»t  h»n«ln4N  and  th«»u»and« 
of  unfortunato  Niitlri*^  in  |)rarti- al!?  a 
•tato  of  ftltviTT.  d«*ii\in|;  th«*m  onlinarj 
human  ri^ht^.  T)im  hi>n.  M<»m(K*r  for 
Iiiik«unl  Mr.  <*tiurtn«*v  •«H«m»J  ti  liat««n 
to  thin  atati*mt*nt  with  ronMdfrahU  im- 

Ktuoftitv,  which  niift^ht  with  advantiK* 
nM^raintnl.  Hut  h«*  did  not  know  that 
it  va«  Ti«rY  Doccaaarr  Co  analgia  that 
hon  (}fntl«*man*s  charart€>rtBttr  riovson 
tho  •uhjt**-t.  b«*rauMY  tha  hou.O«Qtl«»iuan 
had  ho  •n  |*uY»ht  I y  rr(>udiatad  bv  hit  (  ol- 
h^Kut^.  'Mr  <*iiratXKY:  No,  no.  ^ 
nvb«'i;^i*d  tho  hon.(if:itli*roaD'»  pardon; 
but  it  was  th«*  fact  that  tha  (*ndor  8«^ 
crt  tary  «»f  Stttti*  for  tho  Toltinii^t  had  Pub< 
lioly  r«*(>udiat«*«l  th<*  ii|  iiiion*  nf  tha  non. 
M«*mY*tr  for  Li-k<*ard  ;Mr.  r*iturtD»*Tj  in 
that  n<>«i^«*.  and  had  ttatttl  that' that 
hon  <f«*ntl«*iimn  «|>oko  (»nly  for  hima^lf 
iih«*n  h**  «*nunt'iiit*Ml  hi*  uttra  tnllnarj 
ti.'wii  n«»  ,Mr  .\i»hm«ad-Itiir:!«»tt  ri^ 
p«*attHl  th<%!  thf  Ii<M«ni  w<*ro  a  t\r«inhi«-al. 
«p|'r«N»*i% ,»,  «Ur<»  dririnic  ca*te  in  S 'Uth 
Afn  a.  an  I  that  tht»y  wor«»  dvnyiu||f 
huma:i  r.^ht«  t »  hiH*.000  NatiY««  who 
w«>r«*  ii.^'fo  <*r  U%t  uudar  tli«*ir  rula 
Th*Hia  B-mt  fn«<d*<»i»tc*rt  had  attack««d 
and  ina!tr«Miti-«l  th^ir  Ufighboura  in 
what  !':i*y  •  il!-l  St«lIaUud  and  tha 
Land  "f  <f  '«h<'n.  and  had  l»oan  iirar. 
tirally  anomraifwl  by  tha  I>ii!.h  of 
tha  Tran«raAl  Tj.ivhad  »t'»I«*n  Moii*- 
■io&*c  Un  I  an  I  i:ii*«t-r>*l  bi«  |>ai»|)la  ; 
than  tS«*  rrnQftTaa!  *r  iTt»mt:.«*ut  •tart<«d 
U|»  and  ann<*\*«l  h.  n,  and  had  to  ba 
c  >m|>«  !!•  I  by  tb*  a^-i'n  of  thi«  omntry 
tai  ri-n  >untv  that  o|>4*ra*.i->ri  lit*  would 
lika  n>w  t>  mtk««  n  f- -«  ■>**•  ri.iti->it« 
vith  rvi^ard  t  >  •:at<':u>'ntA  u;ail<.«  in 
that  ir.;iM»  b%  tb<'  r.«*ht  h*u  i9«*Qtb- 
man  t*i«  rr*'**!.  n:  .if  tS«  IW>arl  of  Tra  la 

iMr  rham^'Tlau.  That  ri|;ht  hoo 
Untl«*:iian  wa«  a  Maml>or  *4  tho  (ro- 
Tammaut  which  waa  n"W,iii  Infti  a»kiO^ 
that  11 'lu***  f'lr  cloaa  M\**n  £T.V'*,«k  'O  f«ir 
an  Ki|MKlition  to  maintain  Traati<<a  which 
ha  and  hi«  (Vdlaagu^*  |>rumi*«d  thai 
Hoiua  la  IHSI  •hould  ba  tiiforva«l. 
Tha  nght  hoa.Qaatlattaa  mm  raaponaibU 
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for  tht«  Vt>ta  — aa  raannnaibU  aa  anj  If  am - 
b«*r  of  thi>  r'abinot  An  I  x*\  it  wa«  ho  and 
hi*  Tarty  wl.n,  by  thi*ir  a«ttin  in  \^s\ 
and  alviin  l**?**  *,  w«-r««  th**  iM'r»>nftwho 
wi*r-  raally  r*  Aik-mftibb*  for  tho  n'caawitj 
•if  thi*  Ki|»0«liti'in  Thi  y  w«»ro  tha  |Mir- 
ai»n«  vhi>  paralyiM  Iiii|M«nal  action  in 
IHHO  Mid  l*«*«l  It  wj%«  tlia  in6u*'nca  of 
th*»  rr<**tdfnt  of  th«*  It'*anl  of  Traib*  in 
tha  Miui«try  that  <*naYib«l  that  fmbla 
•|ilu!t«*r  of  a  Itadi<al  agitAtion.  in  lAHl, 
lu  ucnonra  our  a<'ti**n  '  Mr  C^Mll^lLa• 
\.K\^  :  Thora  wa«  no  I«i!H»ral  Ministry  in 
1H7'.)/  Ho  wasf|uitaawara  of  that ;  but 
ha  wan  aiM^akinf^nf  tho  rifht  hon.Oantla* 
man**  action  in  1 9^1.  It  wa*  tha  rinht 
hon.  Uantb>man*s  influonca  th**n  which 
anablinl  a  foalda  tpluttor  of  aptatinn, 
ci»ming  from  tha  ItadicaU  balov  tha 
(tanifvay.  t<>  direct  tha  pdicy  of  tha 
Tabinat,  and  which  forraa  tho  OoYarn* 
mant  ti>  acrapt  tha  <b*foat  and  hunulia* 
tion  of  Maiuba  Ilill,  tohaTath<«  national 
honour  and  authority  unriodicatMl,  and 
to  submit  to  tha  TonTantion.  It  waa 
tha  at'tion  of  tha  nt(ht  hon.  Oontb«matt 
tha  I*r^<aidabt  of  tho  li4»ard  of  Tra«!o  w  hi«  h 
para]} lad  uur  Imporial  |Miw«*r.  and  pr^- 
vantcd  u«  fn»m  ol'taiuin^  th«HM»  m^  •antiaa 
which  would  hata  rondor^l  this  llt|»adi- 
t;«.n  ah  »lly  unno  f«iMiry.  Tho  ri^fht  hon. 
(f««ntloruan  hn  1  inTon!o>l  ono  or  two 
•tatomrut*  fir  tlio  b*n**ri!  **i  that  Il-iuaa 
whi'h  woro  ab«<>hato!y  without  any 
protif  whatoTor.  Tho  r:|fht  h'^n  <ton. 
tI*'U«Ai.  bad  fttatM  that  tho  >k*4:i\««  in 
tha  TfAiiVTaiil  ha<l  jjr*  atly  Ui.i  T.td  fj 
tha  U  >ar  rub*,  and  ha«I  ta*r»«ft«-l  undor 
i!  Ho  Mr.  A^hmrad  lUrtUtr  tra^ 
v*  T^*  I  that  «taS  mont.  an  1  hi- 1  htllar4^o.| 
'ho  r;|:Ut  hoQ  <rontl*':iian  to  aiy  pr«>of. 
lu  *piv  -if  tho  Tonr  •u|M'rior  o^unt.'- 
nnn- o  wbi<h  tha  fi^\\  hi»n  O^-i.tlomin 
pi«t  now  a«aumoi|.  ho  cha!IonK«*'l 
hii«i  ?•»  |Cif«-  pri*^»f.  Tli«r»»  wrro  tho 
!{•  pr*  •••ri*a*M«-«  >if  all  tb.-  Nativo  {fpu* 
U:;  :.•  jri  th**  Trat.vTaal,  wh  •  in  l**"*!, 
WMit  li«*f  in*  ir  (V»'nm!s*:'i:.''r«.  and 
b'^lt*-!  and  .  .ipl 'ro-l  th*t  t!i  y  ::*:^bt 
n^»t  bo  M'nt  ba<  k  undar  iba  tyranny  of 
tha  IkH'r*  *^»  •tr»n|(  and  unani*ii"'4t 
waa  thf»ir  « T:-!riica  that  tha  II.|sh  <*«*m- 
UA:*Monor«  d'.d  n'»t  Vi  otura  to  fa  a  th*-fii 
in  |**r>in.  b^a  ftant  thoir  S«rratary  to 
hcarthoo»mplainta.  Kvary  <*hiaf  Within 
and  «r\iuad  tb«  Traa«raal  uttori^l  bit 
iodi|;nant  pr  -toat  a|r«iiuC  \*9iu^  bandad 
back  to  tha  obpraaBion  of  tha*«  Hoars, 
who,  tha rif  ht  hon.  Gaotlamaa  had  dan4 
to  tuia^  vara  popular  amoftf  iIm  NalA?«a. 


1 691        Army  Supplemmtary         |  COMMONS  J 


EitimaUi,  1884-5.         1692 


The  Blue  Books  which  contained  these 
damning"  facts  were  carefully  suppressed 
for  months,  so  that  at  that  time  Parlia- 
ment and  the  country  knew  nothing  of 
what  was  going  on*  It  was  abso- 
lutely contrary  to  the  fact  that  the  Na- 
tiYCB,  either  in  or  out  of  the  Transvaal, 
had  benefited  by  the  Boor  rule.  Wliat 
was  the  treatment  of  Mapoch,  an  \\n- 
offending  Chief  on  the  borders  of  the 
Transvaal  ?  He  offered  to  come  to  the 
relief  of  our  hard-pressed  garrison  at 
Leydenburg,  After  the  Convention 
he  was  set  upon  by  the  Boers,  hia 
fort  blown  up  by  dynamite,  and  he  him- 
self condemned  to  hard  labour  for  lif  e^ 
because  he  dared  to  defend  his  liberty. 
His  people  were  compelled  to  go  into 
practical  serfdom ,  being  forced  into 
indentures  under  the  Dutch  farmers. 
How  had  Mankoroane  and  Montsioa 
been  treated  by  tbe  Boers,  in  violation 
of  Treaty  and  because  they  were  our 
friends  ?  These  were  the  Boers,  of  whom 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  so  highly. 
There  was  one  other  thing  that  had  been 
said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
had  talked  of  a  great  union  of  the 
Dutch  in  South  Africa  against  the 
British  Empire.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man remarked  that  he  would  not  ven- 
ture to  say  that  the  might  of  the 
British  Empire  might  not  be  able  satis- 
factorily to  cope  with  such  opposition ; 
but  he  thought  it  would  prof  e  to  be  a 
bitter  and  costly  struggle.  Was  there 
ever  a  more  ridiculous  statement  than 
that?  They  had  heard  nothing  of  the 
union  of  the  Dutch  element  until  the 
surrender  and  retreat  of  the  British 
Ministry  in  South  Africa,  It  was  their 
surrender  and  retreat  which  gave  the 
impetus  to  the  Africander  move- 
ment. The  only  danger  of  the  Dutch 
element  superseding  the  British  element 
was  the  danger  which  might  be  caused 
by  the  present  Government  itself.  By 
dealing  in  a  weak  and  powerless  fashion 
with  South  Africa,  they  might  render  it 
necessary  for  a  stronger  element  to  rise 
and  do  that  which  British  influence 
under  the  present  AdminiMration  had 
proved  itself  incapable  of  doing,  It  was 
Her  Majesty's  Government  who  had 
stimulated  Dutch  action  in  the  Cape^ 
and  it  would  only  be  their  weakness 
that  would  encourage  it.  However,  he 
congratulated  the  Government  that  they 
were  willing  at  last,  after  allowing 
thousands  to  l»e  massacred  and  whole 

Mt\  Aihmeud'BartleU 


ne 

t  y      J 


races  to  be  ruined,  to  take  tardy  steps 
to  retrieve  the  honour  of  the  countr/ 
and  to  discharge  their  bounden  dutyJ 
so  long  neglected.  He  congratulated 
them  on  the  course  they  were  now 
taking  \  but  he  contended  that  we 
were  paying  a  heavy  price  for  this 
long  delay.  Just  as  in  the  case  of 
General  Gordon,  in  which  we  were  pay- 
ing over  £2,000,000  in  November,  when 
£200,000  would  have  sufficed  in  Feb- 
rusry  or  March,  so  we  were  having  ^(>^^a 
to  pay  £760,000  in  South  Africa  noi^H 
for  what  two  or  three  years  ago  would^' 
only  have  cost  £3.000  or  £4,000  for 
providing  an  efficient  border  police. 
Thus  was  a  ten-foldcost  imposed  upon  the 
British  people  by  the  long  and  disastrous 
inaction  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  Egypt  and  South  Africa. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEBE  said,  that  one 
of  the  delusions  which  he  was  under  a| 
the  last  General  Election  was  that  hi 
supposed  the  Liberal  Party  were  fight- 
ing against  Jingoism,  and  that  if  they 
succeeded  there  would  be  an  era  of  peaoo 
throughout  the  world.  They  real! 
could  not  meet  in  that  House  at  any 
time  of  the  year,  or  for  any  purpose, 
without  the  Government  coming  forward 
and  asking  for  money  for  some  war. 
They  had  met  there  now  to  diaeuse  in  a 
friendly  and  amicable  way  a  little  local 
question  about  the  franchise,  and  imme- 
diately the  Government  came  forward 
to  ask  for  £1,500,000  for  North  Africa, 
and  nearly  £1,000,000  for  South  Africa. 
It  was  really  time  that  they  ought  to  put 
their  foot  down  and  protest  against  all 
this  expenditure,  in  South  Afnca  eepe* 
cially.  At  one  moment  the  Government 
were  going  to  war  with  the  Boers ;  at 
another  they  were  going  to  war  with 
the  Zulus.  At  one  time  they  were 
taking  up  the  cause  of  some  friend  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W,  E.  Forster) ;  and  at  another 
they  were  dealing  with  a  Chief  with  an 
impossible  name  who  had  ofFended  tha: 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  What  did  they 
know  of  these  people  ?  There  were  not 
half-a-dozen  Members  of  that  House 
who  even  knew  how  to  pronounce  thoif  i 
names.  Were  hon.  Members  aware  thai 
they  would  find  it  stated  in  the  Blu# 
Buok  as  a  positive  fact  that  one  of  the 
allies  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford — one  of  those  most  interesting 
gentlemen^ — was  actually  called  **  Bloody 
Nose?*'       He    (Mr,  Labouchere)  had 
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rtftd  it  in  th«  Bla«  Book.  TK4  any  hoo. 
(l«otlem*n  know  ttorthinf  at  all  about 
that  r«niarkal)U  man  Montaaoa  or  Ifoot- 
aoia  f — h#  r«allj  could  not  taj  vbtch  it 
was.  Ila  did  not  prMond  to  know  anj* 
Ihtnic  about  tbi^4o  fioopla  bimaall;  but 
what  ha  did  know  was  that  ona  month 
aft«r  anothi»r.  and  TMir  aftor  3r^ar,  thay 
wc»ra  callfKl  u|)on.  luranma  abaurd  eauta 
oranoth«»r.  to  tpi^nd  all  this  moni^y.  Th^j 
wara  <»ith««r  again*t  If  ontitoa  or  Monti* 
loa.  or  tomo  M|uallT  eminent  pertonaga, 
and  unl«*S4  ther  aLaolutelr  put  a  ttnp 
to  it  thej  would  noTer  get  anj  further. 
The  Cape  Oovemnient  would  nerar 
apend  anything  in  the  mattar— thay 
were  not  iiuch  fooU.  Ther  declined  to 
apend  a  panny.  Tliey  taid—'*  If  there 
are  a  quantity  of  •illy  people  thousande 
of  mitee  off  who  are  r««ady  to  engage  in 
this  •  »rt  of  thing  f«ir  our  Mke— who  will 
eome  to  the  ra|>o  and  spend  mon«*y  on 
contracts  for  our  benefit— wa  will  en- 
courage  them  to  do  it.  We  will  let  tham 
bava  theae  Kipeditiuns,  and  we  will  «1- 
vayii  furnish  them  with  an  <ioraaioo.**  It 
Would  alwairs  bo  found  that  batwiao 
barbarism  and  riTiliiation  thera  waa  a 
aort  of  debatable  gr«>und  whera  tba 
Boble  savnge  and  the  bush- whacker 
would  tight  and  quarrel  t«>gether; 
and  if  thoj  went  on  taking  tba 
part  of  one  against  another  they 
would  never  get  U^  tha  end  of  it. 
He  woul.l  like  the  lender  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  r,>|onio«  rMr.  EfalTn 
Ashley  to  inform  tha  (V>mmittaa  why 
ao  much  money  waa  asked  for. 
Beasi'm  they  wera  told  that  they 
likely  to  engage  in  a  moat  important 
Kip^iti  m  which  wi»uld  iuTolre  military 

?>erati«»ns.  and  yrt  only  the  sum  of 
5'iO.(Mii)  was  aVk«Hl  f.>r.  It  was  not 
pn*ttQd«<«l  that  they  wrre  g^iing  to  war 
BOW.  Why.  then,  were  they  asked  to 
▼oU  £:.»S.'l>00?  N.>  d<»ubt/the  Secre. 
tary  t>  the  Treasury  '.Mr  Courtney 
wouM  t«Il  them  h«»  was  n'K  going  to 
•pen<l  it  all  Hut  he  Mr.  I«aboui  h'^r** ' 
did  not  hke  t » trust  the  <  ffoverem«*nt  with 
ao  mu'h  m«mey  for  thee*-  puqio«fl«s.  When 
cmce  th'^y  had  gi»t  the  money  they  gene* 
rally  managed  to  spend  it.  A  smaller 
Tote  •h«Mald.  ha  thought,  have  b^^en 
proposMl  When  they  were  t<»ld  that 
tha  mtmey  was  marslr  to  be  put  into  the 
hands  «)f  the  Colonial  <  Hica  in  case  they 
might  find  occasion  to  go  to  war  at  tba 
Cape,  they  should  me«l  that  at  oAce  by 
aajing  ^-*  Tail  oa  apaaUcally  iIm  Mudlatt 


anm  you  will  rei|utra.**  W1ia«  tbay 
were  askad  for  almost  £1,000,000,  thaj 
ought  to  refuM«  it. 

Ma.  WARTON  said,  it  bad  beatt 
arranged  bat  ween  the  right  boo.  Baroaal 
tha  Member  for  East  Gloucaatsrsbira 
(8irMi€haelUieks.Ilaa€h)andUa  Undar 
Secretary  of  State  for  tha  Colootes  'Mr. 
Evelyn  Ashley)  that  tha  debate  was  not 
to  go  r»n  that  night,  but  was  to  be  da* 
ferrr«l  to  the  Uep(»rt.  It  was  not  bia 
(Mr  Wart4in*s)  intention  U>  go  int  >  tba 
aiTairs  of  liechuanaland  ;  but,  as  a  mattar 
of  usage  and  right,  he  claimed  this  op« 
portunity  of  makin|(  a  most  decided  and 
aidemn  pr<»teat  against  all  thaaa  proeaad* 
inga  Tha  Vote  now  submittad  was  as 
inrasiun  of  the  Rulea  and  Standing 
Orders  of  the  House.  It  purported  to 
l>a  a  Supplementary  Eatimata.  and  tha 
beading  described  it  as  the  further 
amount  raquired  to  maet  tba  daScienay 
caasad  by  tha  additional  aipanditnra 
arising  from  the  Expedition  to  Dcchuana- 
land.  But  that  waa  an  altogether  in* 
aceurata  daeeription.  There  nal  been 
I  ao  additional  aapenditure  eaased  by  tba 
Eipaditi<m  to  Baakuaaalaad  ;  and  what 
tha  Committaa  ware  raallT  aakad  for  waa 
not  a  Supplementary  Lstimata,  bat  a 
Vote  of  Credit.  It  was  too  bad  for  tba 
Ooremment  to  be  trying  to  evade  tba 
Rules  of  the  House  in  this  barefaaad 
way.  This  was  a  Vote  of  Credit  fur 
mooay  tha  amount  of  which  waa  not 
yet  fixed,  and  it  was  really  sjch  and 
nothing  alae  The  object  of  the  OtiTem- 
meat  was  perfectly  clear— tbay  wtabad 
to  prevent  any  Motion  being  mada  oa 
the  Question  that  the  Speaker  do  leava 
the  Chair.  8t>me  might  say  that  waa  a 
matter  of  no  coasaqueace.  He  waa  not 
saying  whether  it  was  or  was  not ;  but  tba 
Otvvemment  had  been  calling  this  Vota 
a  Supplementary  Estimate,  and  rsfusiag 
to  call  a  a  Vote  of  Credit,  and  by  acting 
in  that  manner  th*y  had  prevent««d  boo. 
Oentlemeo  fn>m  bringing  forward  Mo- 
tions One  hon.  IUr\>n»t  might  have 
had  an  Amendment  saying  that  tbera 
oQght  U>  be  contributions  fr\HB  the 
Boers;  another  might  have  desired  t> 
put  firward  an  Amendment  saying  that 
the  money  ought  to  be  defrayed  partly 
by  the  Cape  tlorerwmeat.  Tbaaa  dif- 
ferent %iew»  might  have  been  advanced 
bad  a  fair  opportunitv  bean  givea  to  any 
Mamber  who  deairsd  to  plaaa  such  an 
AmaodoMttt  oa  tba  Plapar.  Bat  tba 
procaadiaga  tkat  aigbt  wara 
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than  that,  because  if  the  first  Vote  was 
really  in  the  nature  of  a  Supplementary 
Estimate,  as  perhaps  it  might  be,  the 
Government  were  now  taking  a  Vote  of 
Credit  and  linking  it  on  with  the  other ; 
and  now  that  the  Speaker  was  out  of  the 
Chair,  the  Chairman  of  Committees  had 
to  put  a  Vote  which  was  really  a  Vote 
of  Credit.  That  sort  of  thing  was  trifling 
with  the  Committee.  A  Vote  of  Credit 
should  be  kept  by  itself.  He  only  de- 
sired to  assert  the  rights  and  privileges 
of  the  House  in  this  matter.  He  would 
not  enter  into  a  discussion  of  Bechu ana- 
land  affairs,  because  the  debate  on  that 
subject  was  to  come  on  later. 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  :  In  reply  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  sat  down,  I  may, 
perhaps,  be  allowed  to  refer  him  to  the 
hon.  JBaronet  who  sits  near  him,  the 
Member  for  Midhurst  (Sir  Henry  Hol- 
land), from  whom  he  will  learn  that  the 
strongest  objection  has  always  been  en- 
tertained by  the  Committee  of  Public 
Accounts  against  Votes  of  Credit,  unless 
absolutely  necessary.  The  Rule  as  to  a 
Vote  of  Credit  is — that  it  is  only  asked 
for  when  it  is  impossible  to  apportion 
the  total  amount  among  the  Votes.  So 
far  as  the  Treasury  is  concerned,  a  Vote 
of  Credit  is  far  more  convenient  than  a 
Supplementary  Estimate,  as  it  gives 
much  more  latitude  in  appropriating  the 
amount  to  particular  Votes.  Therefore, 
it  is  not  with  any  object  of  the  kind  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man that  we  have  made  this  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate.  As  I  have  said, 
where  it  is  possible  to  divide  the  expen- 
diture under  the  different  heads  of  Ac- 
count, it  is  the  well-known  Rule  of  the 
House  that  we  should  ask  for  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate,  and  not  for  a  Vote 
of  Credit.  The  only  object  we  had  was 
to  carry  out  the  Rule  of  the  House,  and 
we  certainly  had  no  desire  to  shirk  a 
preliminary  discussion. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  said,  he  was 
afraid  it  was  not  very  satisfactory  to  see 
the  way  in  which  the  money  of  the  na- 
tion had  been  dealt  with  that  evening. 
In  the  last  Division  there  was  a  very 
small  Vote ;  and  now  that  an  Estimate 
was  proposed  for  the  initiation  of  a  new 
war,  the  Committee  was  thinner  than  it 
was  before.  They  were  told,  of  course, 
that  they  were  to  have  more  informa- 
tion, and  that  the  discussion  should  come 
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on  afterwards ;  but  he  ventured  to  think 
that  the  House  of  Commons  was  really 
losing  its  power  and  control  over  the 
question  of  the  initiation  of  a  new  war 
in  South  Africa.     He  did  not  doubt,  for 
one  moment,  that  a  plausible  case  might 
be  made  out  as  to  what  had  happened 
in   South  Africa.     The  further  they  ex- 
tended their  territory  Northward,  East- 
ward, and  Westward  in  that'Continent, 
no  doubt  they  would  come  more  fre- 
quently into  contact  with  savage  races  ; 
and  it  was  inevitable  that  the  Cape  Co- 
lonists would  always  be  anxious  for  new 
enterprizes.    Reference  had  been  made, 
in  the  course  of  this  short  debate,  to  the 
attitude  of  the  Cape  Colonists,  and  to 
the  general  indisposition  shown  in  the 
Colony  to  contribute  any  portion  of  the 
expenses,  or  to  accept  any  real  responsi- 
bility for  these  misunderstandings.  What 
the  Cape  Colonists  were  wanting  in  this 
case  was  what  they  had  always  wanted, 
and  that  was  the  squandering  of  British 
taxes  by  the  million.   Nothing  fructified 
the  soil  of  South  Africa  so  much' as  the 
expenditure  of  the  hard-earned  taxes  of 
the  British  taxpayer.     He  remembered 
that  they  were  engaged  in  a  very  expen- 
sive undertaking  not  very  long  ago.  The 
Colonial  Office  impressed  upon  the  Co- 
lonists that  some  contribution  should  be 
made  towards  the  enormous  expendi- 
ture undertaken  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Colony,   and  he  remembered  that  the 
reply  was  that  they  were  prepared  to 
contribute  a  few  hundreds  of  thousands 
of    pounds  ;   but   even    that   offer  was 
coupled  with  an  impossible   condition. 
He  anticipated  that  it  would  be  so  in 
this  case,  and  that  this  country  would 
be   encouraged  by  the    Colony  if   the 
House  allowed  the  proposed  expenditure 
to  be  made.     For  his  own  part,  looking 
to  the  position   of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment on  this  question,  the  first  mis- 
take they  had  made  was,  in  his  opinion, 
the    sending    out   of    Mr.    Mackenzie. 
Doubtless,  Mr.  Mackenzie  was   a   man 
who  knew  a  great  deal  of  South  Africa, 
and  his  advice  might,  therefore,  have 
been  considered  as  of  some  value ;  but 
the  misfortune  was  that  from  the  very 
outset  he  took  a  position  which  he  (Mr. 
Tiling  worth)  could  not  but  regard  as 
one-sided  and   anything  but  judicial; 
and  he  must  say  that  as  an  adminis- 
trator and  an  official,  who  was  to  be 
backed  up  by  an  armed  force,  the  selec- 
tion of  Mr.  Mackenzie  was  about  the 
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wor»t  that  could  hav«  bf»#ii  maili*.  To 
turn  a  r«turQ«J  miMitmary  int«t  a  fight- 
ing  man  wa«ahfiut  tho  vorjr  wont  art  IIi«r 
UaJMtr'^  (}i>r«rnni«nt  tttuM  haT<»  mad* 
thoiu*«Iro«  ri  4|>-iti»i)»If*  fi»r.  He  dc«imi, 
at  thi«  juiuturn.  to  iiiak*  an  ap|H'al  ti 
h^ht  hull,  (fvntlonion  on  tho  Fn>ut 
Bt*nch  U**  wuuhi  n«iuiutl  th<*in  that, 
in  thtMat««'f  tfic*  war  in  tl^cTpU  H«r  Ma- 
j««t}*«  (f«ivcrtiiut>nt  hn'l  Mint  out  thoir 
Kip«*«liiiMn.  in  th<*  tint  infttanc^,  for  a 
aiuall  and  iip«Kilir  nhji'ct,  whirh  waa  the 
rem<iTal  4>f  Ara!»i  fmrn  thi*  |M>»iti«»n  »f 
intluourt*  anil  |)i»v«r  ho  ha«I  <ic-  upit^l  in 
that  country ;  and  it  vat  und«r«t4NMl  that, 
thi«  Krin^  dono.  tht-r  would  have  to  incur 
n«»  further  <*x|M>nditur«  i«ith«»r  of  lif«  or 
iiion«>T.  hut  iihould  inimodi«t*dT  with- 
draw without  anrditEoulty,  cviniprrmiiMi, 
or  hunnlintiiin.  Hut  what  had  artualljr 
bM»n  th«*  cAiMt  ?  lift  th'iught  that  th<* 
l«a*ou  taught  hy  tho  last  two  or  thrf»« 
yaar«  of  intt«rr«ntiou  in  l'IgT|itian  atfaira 
ought  U*  make  II«<r  Majt^ty**  (fov^m- 
ni««nt  <»xcoodingly  ran^ful  lM*for«  f*nt9r- 
iBg  int'»  what  waa  n'>w  roe(»nim«ndMl  to 
thf>  (%»inniitt^«  a*  only  a  •mall  undrr- 
takiLg.  Htf  could  not  hut  aak  him^^lf 
thia  i^uMtion  —  what  waa  it  that  was 
a«k«d  f«ir  «»nly  a  short  timt*  ag>>?  Tht* 
Committ«*«*  wi>uM  r«*tiiomh«»r  thiit  it  was 
th**n  |tro|  •■  •«4>«i  to  «»iid  a  small  bo«ly  of 
polir**-  i;>t  A  iKi!itarr  foftt*  at  all -to 
thf»  •«••(;••  of  th«*  Lttat  di*tiirh«nc«*«  in 
I^huat  aUnil,  and  it  nn%  thf>n  nm- 
aid«*r«'d  that  thi*  i»Y|H*i.diturt*  of  a  fow 
thousAuJsof  |vtun>U  ought  tii  hare  h^^m 
auiiii;<*i.t  f  *r  thi'  iua:ut«nani«  uf  th» 
Tn^atT  Hit  what  hA{iiM>n<Nl  ?  Why. 
tho  vi*r\  hitit  stop  takrn  hy  th**  liovvrn- 
in4*nt  WA%  to  prii|to<M«  that  n<»  lt*«i  a  sum 
tlian  £7 *>(».« i<'0  •hull  U  v..tM  for  th<» 
purp<»sr  (if  ««-ndiiig  •■iit  a  I-irg««  Forr« 
to  South  Afntn.  Th**  (iof<*nim^nt 
ought  to  tell  th*'  <*omniittM>  pUinly 
what  tSt«  un<l«rtakiiig  of  thi*  Ki|n<«||. 
titm  rr.iUy  lutaM  It  t  raM  not  li^  fur 
th«  pur|k.^««>  ..f  .i<i.:4|(  !ttf  Work  ifit««iidr<l 
to  haf<*  )•••••  n  I  vrfornii^l  hy  tho  f«*«  hun- 
dred p«f!i«'tf  mUu  worr  a^Vrd  f'>r  in  th* 
ftrat  in«tani  •  that  a  «uiu  of  £7jii,ita»«i 
waa  to  b«*  \-'t'<«l  at  t)i«*  prv^^i^t.i  niiimont 
by  that  i  omuiitt4H»  lie*  al«*i  sh<*uld  likff 
to  hav«  an  an«wvr  to  th«  f|u«stion  why 
it  was  that  So  largf*  a  Korrv  was  to  b« 
•ant  ou!  ?  It  mu%t  r*  ally  nt'iu  that  la- 
atru«ti<*ii«  wrr^'  t«»  ^«*  s«-at  oat  to  the 
(lffic«r  lu  I  l»ar|{«*  wf  th«  F>»no  nu«  b«ring 
•^uipp«Hl  that  thvrw  would  ba  as  mwca 
diacrttioa  parmittad  to  him  aa  wa«  ac» 
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cordad  to  tha  Admiral  of  tha  Flaat  at 
AUaandria.  s>  that  no  an<»  c«»uld  tMl, 
wh<*n  hf  ha<i  l««ft  thi>ir  ah(>r«<a.  how  far 
thi*  caiuntry  might  l»r<>iinia  invidTrd. 
Ho  mu*t  c«infrs«  that  hi*  h^ike^l  with 
c<»Bsiil«'raM«*  aUnn  at  th«*  ««>ur«««  llrr 
Majt>«t\'«  (f>iTi*rnnifht  wi«ro  taking  in 
tho  matter  of  thi*  Militarv  Kt|»^liii<in. 
Tlior**  noild  )*o  no  il'tuht,  alth^'Ugh  th^ra 
might  havo  (•won  >om«'  ^tagg«>rati<in  on 
tha  ptiint,  that  th«*r«*  was  irf»ry  gvn^ral 
distrt*««  pr«*val«*nt  lu  this  r  luntry.  which 
wuuhl  iirohahly  U*  grrat*y  inrr-aand 
should  thi*r««  hi*  a  hard  wint«*r.  '  "  llf^r. 
hoar!'**  Tho  rhc«i<ra  with  which  that 
stat«>iut*nt  m  as  nv^'ivod  f rtmi  tho  othar 
aido  of  tho  <*oniminoo  wrro  alti»gothor 
misplai*«*d;  fiT  whonrvor  anything  waa 
|»ro|ii»«r«l  in  tho  shapo  of  military  as- 
|MinditarM.  thoir  ohjortion  alwava  waa 
that  tha  amount  to  bo  Totr«l  waa  not 
larga  enough,  whtia  it  was  only  boo. 
and  right  him  tr«*ntloinon  on  that  (tha 
Uinistrrial  ^ido  of  tha  llouaa  who  wora 
tba  champi'*ii«  <*f  oon'miy  and  iba 
humbla  |iftiti<miTii  for  aoma  mitigation 
in  tba  amount  of  tha  taiaa  that  wora 
laviod  on  the  |»ood1o  Ho  waa  aatramalj 
sorry  that  H«r  \lajo«ty*a  CloTonimacit 
had  found  it  nt>ix«sary  U*  aak  for  thia 
onormou*  sum  of  monor.  His  ragral 
waa  ov**n  groator  at  finding  that,  al- 
though th«*v  Wort*  a*ki-l  for  tho  Vota 
that  night,  tho  instru«*tti*ns  that  woro  to 
a«x?tini|*any  th«*  rutpl-tyiii«*nt  •»!  thnuonoj 
woro  ti»  Imi  girrn  to  th<*  l|ouw>  suhso. 
«|Uont)y.  ll*«  th-  t^ht  tho  llo'iso  would 
l»a  ahand-*i.itig  its  functions  by  virlding 
up  th"*ir  pur*'*  str.ng*  undor  tucb  cir* 
rumstanc«<s  Hu  sh«iuld  hav«»  inlinitoly 
prrft*rri<d  tho  |>Milpf»noiiiont  of  tba  Vola 
until  tho  Hous«*  bad  barn  t>ut  in  piia- 
>jn  of  tho  io«lru«  tiont ,  bacauaa  tba 


liouM*  of  t*«tiuinoDs  was  at  that  m«»moiit 
askml  to  ondttrM»  blindfuM  tho  p«diry  of 
tba  <fo%frnm**Bl  in  tho  a«l'uinistratinw 
of  that  largo  Vtil«*  Ho  c^mfr— otl  thai 
in  r«-ga^l  to  qu*»t;ons  luvoUing  tbcaa 
largo  ftiitttary  uudortakiDg«.  whoo  thoy 
bad  again  to  gi  U*fiiro  tho  country,  tboy 
wouUl  l-o  only  t«>*  liaM'*  t  »  !>•  cttufoaod 
hy  tht*  ailmiratt-*n  ]'«ftw^  «»a  tho  I'r^o* 
cwaaors  in  (>&<.#  of  tho  prgsoot  <ioTrm* 
moat  fur  wanu»nl.v  or  nogligontly  antar* 
iDK  u|M»n  war  H«  i«»uld  not  halp  aaj- 
lag  that  ho  sho'^d  fa>  I  it  his  duty,  as  ba 
bad  dono  m  tba  caaa  of  th*  (lgy|>tftao 
War.  to  Tota  agaaoat  tba  first  stoti  that 
waa  ftuw  prupoacd  to  l»a  takoa.  Ila  bad 
aot  Totad  IB  tbo  Lhriaioo  on   tba  last 
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Vote,  because  he  liad  entered  hit  protest  f 
against  it  at  the  outset,  and  left  the  re- 
eponsibilit}^  to  those  who  had  recom- 
mended it.  But  as  thia  waa  a  new  de- 
parture, and  as  the  Committee  was 
asked  in  the  name  of  humanity  to  eater 
on  an  Expedition  involving  the  expen- 
diture of  blood  and  treasure,  in  which 
he  saw  inconeisteney,  he  felt  bound  to 
Tote  against  og'ainst  it. 

Mr.  chamberlain  :  I  cannot  pass 
without  observation  the  remarks  which 
have  just  fallen  from  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Illing- 
worth},  the  more  so  becaxise»  upon  the 
whole,  I  can  say  that  I  aympatbize  very 
much  with  the  spirit  in  which  those  re- 
marks have  been  made.  I  am  not 
at  all  ashamed  to  aay  that  the  feelings 
with  which  my  hon.  Friend  contemplates 
this  expenditure*  and  the  possible  results 
of  it,  are  fully  shared  by  Her  Majesty^e 
Government.  I  do  not  myself  think  that 
the  highest  courage  was  shown  by  the 
bluster  which  has  been  manifested  in 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Eye  (Mr.  Aehraead-Bart- 
lett),  who  seems  to  enter  on  a  war  of 
this  kind  with  a  light  heart.  On  the 
contrary,  I  think  that  those  show  the 
truest  courage  who  recognize  the  facts 
of  the  position,  and  who,  if  they  do  ask 
the  House  to  make  saorifieea,  do  so  with 
full  knowledge. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT:  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  the  Com- 
mittee an  instance  of  the  bluster  he 
speaks  of  ? 

Me,  CHAMBEBLAIN:  My  hon. 
Fi-iend  the  Member  for  Bradford  has 
said,  and  in  that  I  cannot  agree  with 
him,  that  this  is  a  new  departure,  and 
that  it  is  a  critical  stage  in  the  proceed- 
ings that  the  House  of  Commons  is  asked 
for  the  firet  time  to  take  a  course  which 
be  regrets.  I  think,  Sir,  that  a  brief  re- 
Tiew  of  the  circumstances  will  suffice  to 
show  that  this  is  not  the  case.  The  whole 
of  the  trouble  comes  origin aUy  from  the 
annexation  of  the  Transvaal.  When  we 
found  that  that  annexation  had  been 
made  under  a  misapprehension  of  the 
wishes  of  the  people  of  the  Transvaal,  we 
did  not  hesitate,  although  wo  knew  that 
our  motives  might  be  misrepresented,  to 
retire,  in  the  middle  of  the  war  in  which 
we  had  engaged,  from  the  position  we 
had  taken  up.  We  thought  on  that 
occasion,  and  therefore  could  not  hesi- 
tate to   express   our  opinion^   that   the 
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Boers  were  in  the  right,  and  we  were  in 
the  wrong.  That  being  so,  we  retired 
from  what  we  thought  was  a  false  posi- 
tion. No  doubt,  a  course  of  that  kind, 
wbioh  was  somewhat  unusual — though 
not  on  that  account  the  less  honourable 
or  the  less  digniBed — was  open  to  mis- 
apprehension, and  I  think  it  quite  pos- 
sible that  the  intentions  and  the  spirit 
and  the  objects  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment were  misapprehended,  cer- 
tainly by  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  but  also  by  the  Boers 
themselves.  At  all  events,  we  found 
that  at  a  later  stage  the  Boers  were  not 
so  ready  as  we  could  have  wished  to 
carry  out  the  agreement  into  which  they 
had  entered,  and  to  co-operate  with  us 
in  securing  a  proper  protection  for  the 
Natives*  for  whom  we  were  bound  to 
care.  The  difficulties  in  that  case  arose 
in  part  from  the  imperfect  nature  of  the  i 
Convention  we  had  made.  That  Ooii^^M 
vention  was  never  represented  as  a  pei^^^l 
manent  and  final  arrangement,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  quite  will- 
ing to  reconsider  it  in  the  light  of  sub- 
sequent experience.  We  made,  on  the 
occasion  of  the  eecond  Convention,  great 
concessions  to  the  Boers.  We  made  them 
without  the  least  hesitation — and  we  are 
not  at  all  ashamed  of  them — in  every caa^H 
in  which  we  thought  the  Boers  bad  gO€i^^| 
reason  to  ask  for  an  alteration.  But,  tt^^ 
the  same  time,  Her  Majesty's  GoTem- 
ment  maintained  their  original  position 
that  there  were  certain  obligations  which 
they  could  not  set  aside,  and  we  were 
glad  to  find  that  the  Boers  themselves 
accepted  those  obligations,  and  once 
more  agreed  with  us.  They  agreed 
solemnly  that  they  would  join  with  us 
in  protecting  the  Borders,  and  in  se- 
curing the  Chiefs  outside  the  Borders 
from  the  aggressions  of  filibusters  and 
freebooters.  After  that  Convention  was 
made — in  fact,  almost  immediately  after- 
wards—it was  broken — broken  in  the 
spirit,  not  in  the  letter,  I  do  not  allege 
that  against  the  Boers;  but  the  free- 
booters came  from  the  Boer  territory 
into  that  of  our  allies,  whom  we  had  de- 
clared we  would  pix»tect|  and  the  Boer 
Government  were  either  unable  or  un* 
willing  to  prevent  it.  Now,  I  say,  wo 
have  arrived  at  a  new  position,  in  which 
we  are  able  to  say  the  Boers  are  wrong, 
and  we  are  right ;  and,  under  these  cir- 
eum  Stan  cos,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  no  more  hesitation  in  maintaining 


1701     Arwm  twn^tmmiwf    |N< 

Iheir  oblifrntiona  Ihaa  th«j  had  on  •  pr#* 
YioutocTttaiaa  in jrialding  to  iho  dMBaiMU 
of  the  Iio#r«.  Wh^B  «•  ihonght  Ui« 
Boen  «er»  in  th«  right  w«»  jic4ded ;  and 
it  i«  D<»«,  b^eauM  wa  think  «•  hava  our 
Quarrvl  ju»t,  that  »o  atk  the  Uoa*«  of 
Common*  to  takt*  xh^  oour«a  wa  propoaa. 
We  now  Mj  that  wo  hare,  in  acconiaaoa 
with  the  (onrrntion— the  lail  of  thaea 
Conventions— made  with  tha  Doara,  in 
accordance  with  the  conditions  which 
bare  be«»n  accepted  br  the  Bt^ere  thcno* 
aelTee—eetaUinhed  a' British  rrotecto- 
rate  oTer  that  territorj.  That  British 
Protectorate  has  be4»n  inradad,  and  that 
is  a  thing  which  it  is  absolutelj  imooa* 
aiblo  for  anj  nation,  with  aajrthin|j^  Itka 
a  foaling  of  self- respect,  to  submit  to. 
Therefore  we  saj  we  will  maintain  the 
obligations  into  which  we  have  entered. 
Well,  8ir.  I  statetl  on  the  last  occasion, 
and  I  now  saj  again,  I  do  not  wish  to 
aonc<*al  from  the  C^ommittea  mj  own 
opinion  that  this  is  a  serious  businasa 
nor  do  I  wish  t'>  oooeaal  from  tha 
Committee  that  there  art  oireum- 
stances  and  eootingenciaa  whteh  wa 
cannot  lightljr  eont^miplata ;  but  I  alao 
sajr  that  it  is  our  busioa^s  to  do 
arerything  in  our  power  to  render 
these  contingi*ncir«  impfobable.  My 
answer  to  thebon.  Memlier  for  Bradford 
and  thiMio  who  think  with  him,  and  who 
ask  '*  Whr  d«>  jou  r«^uire  no  large  a 
sum?**  14,  l>ni*sufio  if  wo  are  ti  avoid 
the  p<»Mibilitj  of  these  contingenriee, 
if  we  are  to  prevent  a  conflagratioii 
from  arising  and  upr^aiiing  and  be- 
ooming  dangerous,  it  is  necessary  that 
wa  should  employ  a  very  large  force 
in  ofdor  that  w««  may  show  we  are  in 
aameet.  and  that  wo  have  the  meaa% 
and  are  gi>ing  to  u%e  th<*m.  for  the  pur- 

Cse  cif  carrying  out  the  inteatioos  wa 
ve  riprt««etHl  I^r>p»  as  is  the  sum 
we  are  asking  from  the  Oommittea  and 
the  Ci>untry,  it  will.  I  think,  b^  cheaplv 
aapended  if  it  finally  •••ttlf^  this  dtfllcuft 

n»tioo.  and  prt^vmu  th«*  |H>«Mbiltty  of 
and*  r«»rr  muuh  larger,  or  the  possi- 
bility of  much  more  serious  coatingeociea 
which  might  otherwise  arise.  If  we  did  ; 
Bot  g')  to  that  enuQtry— and  we  are  now 
dealing  with  the  filibusters  alone— with 
aa  overwhelming  force,  wa  oiay  be  sora 
that  they  will  have  friends  ia  the  Boar 
tarn  tor  V  and  elsewhere  who  would  ba 
tamptM  by  our  weakness  to  join  theai, 
and  tha  oiattar  would  go  from  a  saaU 
alaH  to  a  vary  largo  aSair      I 
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that,  in  that  caas,  I  sbooM  look  to  tha 
future  with  tha  greatest  anaiety.  I  aa 
not  going  tf»  say  that  the  future  is  free 
from  aniiety  even  now ;  but  I  do  say 
tha!  the  true  wisdom  in  a  smsU  matter 
consists  in  treating  it  as  au  important 
thing,  and  in  nt4  l>eiog  shy  to  a»k  the 
IIouso  of  romm«ms  to  give  u«  all  tha 
sapiM*rt  we  riH^uire.  To  a  certain  ex- 
tent I  agree  with  my  hon.  Frit^nd  tha 
Member  for  Bradford  in  wliat  he  haa 
said  regarding  the  Colonists.  My  hoa. 
Friend  has  siMiken  of  wars  undertakea 
at  tho  rutire  eip«*nse  of  the  British  tax- 
Mver  for  the  lienefit  of  the  British 
C/idooista,  who  do  nothing.  8peakiaf 
frofli  a  responsible  poeitioo,  I  eaaaot 
acce|jt  so  stn»og  a  view. 

Ma.  ILUNiiWoKTH  :  I  did  not  say 
altogether  in  the  intereets  of  the  CVdo* 
nists  ;  but  they  are  always  ready  U>  tmm 
the  fire. 

Ma  (  IIAMBKULAIX:  I  should  U 
sorry  to  misrepresent  my  hoa.  Friend ; 
but  I  do  not  see  a  great  deal  of  dif- 
fareaee.  But  I  was  saying  that,  to  a 
eartain  extent,  I  agree  with  hia.  I 
think  wa  are  entitled  in  this  matter  to 
call  on  our  fellow -subjects  at  the  Capa 
for  their  hearty  co-ctperatioa ;  aad  if 
their  hearty  eo-o|»aration  is  at  this  jaae- 
ture  withheld  from  us,  it  will  change  tha 
aspect  alt4igether.  There  ars  at  least 
two  matters  thai  are  invfdved  in  thia 
«|uestioa  In  the  first  place,  thore  is  a 
<auesti«»n  which  chiefiv  conn*ms  th*"  Capa 
I  iikmy.  and  that  i«  the  pn»trcU'in  of  the 
trade  n>ute  inti>  the  intrrior  of  Africa, 
which  IS  threatened  by  theee  filibusteim. 
If  the  Cape  (  oiunista  do  not  give  liar 
Majeety's  l}ov«*mmeat  their  hearty  co* 
operation,  the  aspect  of  that  queetioa,  al 
all  events,  will  be  entirely  changed,  aad 
It  might  well  be  that  this  Uovaramaot, 
or  some  future  dovvraaeat,  would  say 
lo  the  <*ap^  (%»lony— ''If  you  will  not 
r«»*opf>rate  with  us  in  a  malirr  which  so 
pttttrely  alfecU  vour  interests,  we  shall 
leave  rou  to  d«al  with  it  as  beet  you 
may.  and  you  cannot  r^i  on  us,  at  tha 
axpenae  of  the  Bnti^h  taxpayer,  to  sup- 
port y^u.'*  Th«n.  there  u  the  second 
qaeetton.  sad  that  is  «mr  personal  obli* 
gallon  Ui  the  Native  l*hiefs  That  ia  a 
parsoaal  respoasibihty  which  we  caaaol 
deettlvf  upoa  anvuae  else.  What  wa 
have  undertakea  fur  oarealvaa  wa  aast 
carry  out  oorsalvss  la  doiag  this  wa 
have  a  right  to  ask  for  the  cordial  oo- 
aad    sa|>part   of    tha   Capa 

S  I  ) 


1703         Armfj  Supphmmtary         [COMMONS) 


Estimates,  1884-5. 


1704 


ColoDy,  and  I  hopft,  therefore,  under  al! 
the  ciroumstancest  we  may  confidently 
expect  it  I  admit  that  that  Biipport  haa 
not  been  rendered  quite  so  freely  as  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  been  en- 
titled to  hope  and  expect ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  I  believe  that  %rhen  it  la  iin- 
deretood  at  the  Cape  that  Her  Majesty's 
G-overnment  are  determined  to  do  all 
tliat  properly  belongs  to  them,  our 
fellow -subjects  there,  having  regard  to 
the  enormous  interests  which  they  have 
at  stake,  will  not  be  wanting  when  called 
on  to  render  their  part, 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  was  glad  for 
once  to  be  able  to  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Hling worth). 
He  was  quite  sure  that  to-morrow,  when 
the  country  road  the  report  of  that  dis- 
0U3&ion  and  analyzed  the  Division  Lists 
of  tbat  evening,  it  would  view  with  dis- 
gust the  professions  of  a  large  body  in 
that  Hon 96)  and  would  stand  amazed  at 
the  conduct  of  those  clnvalrous  Badicals 
who  followed  out  the  noble  maxim  that 
*'  Those  who  fight  and  run  away,  may 
live  to  fight  another  day/*  If  he  was 
not  mistaken*  one  of  them,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford,  had  carried  out 
that  precept.  He  would,  however,  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  not  to  press  the  matter  to 
a  Division,  which  would  only  have  the 
effect  of  delaying  the  Business  for  some 
time,  and  of  compelling  officials  like  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to  swallow  in 
Office  all  the  declarations  they  had  made 
when  out  of  Office,  while  it  would  p  it  to 
the  test  such  chivalrous  and  patriotic 
Gentlemen  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Colli  ngs),  the  hon. 
Member  fur  Staly bridge  (Mr,  8!immers), 
and  others,  who,  while  holding  them- 
selves forth  to  the  country  as  paragons 
for  economy,  found  it  more  convenient, 
in  view  of  impending  events,  to  retire  to 
the  outer  Lobby  when  the  Division  was 
called,  For  his  own  part,  he  preferred 
to  be  clubbed  with  the  Irish  Members, 
as  on  the  recent  occasion  when  a  Divi- 
aion  was  called  for  by  the  Eadical  Mem- 
bers, every  one  of  whom  retired  at  the 
last  moment,  and  left  the  brunt  of  the 
battle  with  17  Irish  Members,  not  one 
of  the  Radicals  upholding  by  his  vote 
the  principlea  he  had  enunciated. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the  President 
of  the  Board  of   Trade  had  described 
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him  as  having  spoken  in  a  eplHt  af 
bluster.  He  challenged  the  tignt  hon. 
Gentleman  to  quote  a  single  word  from 
his  remarks  that  would  justify  that 
assertion.  The  statement  was  like  the 
rJght  hon.  Gentleman's  affidavits  the 
other  day — it  was  a  pure  invention. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  now 
told  the  Oommittee  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  retired  from  a  faUe^ 
position^  and  that  their  conduct  we 
honourable  when  they  ran  away  from' 
the  Boers  three  years  ago.  The  false 
position  from  which  tlioy  had  retired 
was  this.  By  their  factious  electioneer- 
ing speeches,  they  had  encouraged  the 
Boers  to  rebel;  they  had  rejected  thej 
demands  of  the  Boer  Envoys  who  were: 
sent  over  in  1S80  to  ask  for  terms  of 
concession;  when  the  Boers  broke  out 
in  rebellion,  they  promised  to  vindicate ] 
the  authority  of  the  Queen ;  they^ 
allowed  three  sanguinary  battles  to  be 
fought  in  the  Transvaal ;  they  sent  a 
gallant  General  with  reinforcements  to 
put  the  Boers  down.  "When  their  troopa 
had  been  badly  defeated*  the  verj ' 
Ministers  who  had  caused  the  war, 
ordered  the  battles  to  be  fought,  and 
promised  to  vindicate  the  national 
honour,  discovered  that  the  guilt  of 
blood  lay  upon  them,  and  they  ran  away 
and  surrendered.  That  was  the  con- 
duct which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman j 
had,  forsooth,  described  as  honourable  !• 
The  fact  was,  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  in  a  false  position.  He 
was  responsible,  more  than  any  other 
Minister,  for  the  troubles  and  disgrace 
that  had  fallen  on  this  country  In  con- j 
nection  with  South  Africa.  The  present" 
large  Vote  was  rendered  necessary  in 
order  to  discharge  their  personal  obliga- 
tions to  the  Chiefs  Montsioa  and  Man- 
koroane,  who  had,  over  since  1881,  been 
constantly  attacked  and  plundered  by 
the  Boers,  and  the  duty  now  so  tardily 
acknowledged  was  just  as  obligatory 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  during 
the  last  three  years  as  at  the  present 
moment.  The  country  would  remember 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  conduct  In 
the  past,  and  would  not  forget  that  the 
Ministry  which  had  caused  the  greatest^ 
dishonour  the  British  name  had  sus* 
tained,  even  during  the  lost  four  dis- 
astrous years,  now,  in  its  fifth  year  of 
Office,  was  willing  to  reverse  its  policy 
of  the  past,  and  to  inflict  on  this  country 
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a  T9I7  bMivj  eipitiditar*.  which  th« 
•i€»rriM  of  tini^lj  pr^CAutioa  and  oourmgv 
might  •Mil J  hA?«  A?«rt<Kl. 

QoMtioii  p«t. 

Th«  rofninitt#«  difid^d  :^Ajr«  7fl  ; 
NoM    31  :    Majoritjr    47.— (I>iv.    Li«t. 

Ko.  15.) 

5Arr  srrnxMKNTART  wttimatts. 

1M4.3    MIMTAKY  (»l*KKATUiXri  IN 
HUYrr  AM>  llKCIirANALANI». 

^3.)  Motion  made,  and  UuMtioa  pro- 
poMd, 

**  That  %  HvpplMMaUnr  msi,  bM  rsr^tdttty 
I414.0M.  b«  «v«Bt«d  to  H«r  lfa|««l]r.  for  r»r. 
taia  N«rT  IWmni^  to  »«««  A44itiooAj  ltip«o4i. 
tar«  AruABir  «*ttt  of  tK«  MibtAfy  <  >p»r«tiacM  ia 
Kcypl,  vkick  viU  cpcio  w  cvwm  otf  |AT«Mat 
donnn    lb*    %««r  Mk4iaf  oo  th«  lift  oAjr  of 

Ma  I.\B(UTlIEIiE  aaid,  ha  thought 
that  tiiiA  Vota  Do«dMl  •oma  aaplaaatioii. 
Tha  Committaa  had  alrtadj  ^awid  oaa 
Tota  oo  acooant  of  tha  oparatiootoa  tha 
Ntia;  but  ha  l>alioTad  that  a  vary  cod- 
Md«rabla  jiortioa  of  tha  •urn  oow  asktd 
for  wa*  fur  tha  oparatioat  at  Suakin. 
Ha  trustad  tha  Htaratarj  to  tha  Ad- 
mirahj  vould  b«  good  aoough  to  aaj 
how  much  of  this  money  wa«  on  accouat 
of  SuakiD  r 

Sia  THOMAS  RRAHSKY  taid,  ha 
was  unabU  to  itata  |iri<i««lT  how  mucii 
of  this  Vot#  wa«  to  b«  placad  to  tha 
SuakiD  op<irationt,  but  it  provided  for 
tha  wboU  UmIj  of  Mahaeo  employad  in 
F^pt.  Ho  belirTrd  tha  total  amount 
oieitra  pay  waa  Xl.AOO. 

Ma.  I^\B(»ri  HKUK  aaked  if  ha 
waa  corrtct  in  raying  that  tha  whole  of 
thit  money  vaa  eipended  on  ettraor- 
dinary  eipenaea  owing  to  thv  FlipvditAOQ 

8ia  THOMA8  BRAH8EY  aaid.  the 
charge  fur  mrdical  M'nrice  embraced  a 
cunai'ierable  amount  of  eipenditura  for 
Suakin 

Ma  LAHon  HKKK  taid,  in  that 
eaae  the  (\>mmittee  ouffbt  to  have  eome 
further  inftirmatmn.  they  aerv  called 
U|MiU  tu  pay  a  large  aum  of  money  fur 
no  ono  knew  wbatur  why.  and  ihey  w«re 
fight  in  calling  upon  the  Uuvermment 
for  an  explanau««a  S«me  month*  ago, 
the  cvuDtry  had  undfirtakm.  fi>r  rniaiina 
beet  kbiten  tt>  thr  itovrrnmrbt,  tho  de- 
fame if  the  i  urt  *A  Suakin,  and  a  large 
nutul»er  of  pvreiina  had  b«en  murdvred 
in  tha  Deighbourhoud.  whom  they  choaa 
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to  qualify  aa  rrbala  Bat  aarely  tha  Oo* 
vamm^at  had  diaioTvred  in  the  quarvala 
in  8»uth  Africa  and  on  the  Nile  a  raanoa 
ft  If  not  peraiating  in  the  uttar  folly  of 
retaining  Suakin.  He  wanted  to  kaoar 
what  prMaible  object  there  rowld  ha  in 
defending  that  til  am  againat  0«aaa 
IHgiia  and  the  tnbea  amuod  itf  Thaj 
choee  to  »ay  that  th«>y  held  Suakin  Ibr 
the  Flgtptian  (ttivernment,  and  aathcta 
waa  no  reaaon  why  they  ahould  do  co, 
it  wa«  fir  the  F^ryptian  Cloeammeat  la 
mert  thr«e  i»i|H<nare,  and  no  oaa  elaa. 
Perhafia  a<iinm>tie  would  tell  the  Cnm* 
mittee  a  hat  objf>rt  there  waa  ia  hohbaff 
Suakin,  which  waa  a  mtaerabla  plaeaT 
The  harlMiur  waa  very  Itad.  and  &a  bo* 
lievinl  that  the  men  there  had  to  ba 
put  on  ^Miard  ahip  and  brought  back 
again  to  Suakin.  where  thoee  who  ra> 
mained  wrre  attacked  every  night  b^ 
the  Araba  ;  there  waa  alao  a  fvaal  C 
of  mortalitv  at  tha  niaaa.  Thay 
baan  told  that  ona  obiert  waa  tha  nra- 
vantinn  of  alavfiry  In  the  Soudan  ;  Dul 
he  did  nut  beliera  that  that  doctriaa 
would  be  held  now,  becaaaa  it  waa  well 
known  that  the  alavi^e  W(«re  brought 
down  to  the  little  craaka  along  tha  aoaal 
and  n"t  to  Suakin.  Thrv  could  ba 
brought  down  in  one  night  to  theaa 
plarra.  whence*  »igiial«  were  made,  and 
the  cargt»«e  thi-o  landed  Therefore,  ha 
aaid  that  neither  they  nor  th«*  h^typtiaaa 
had  anything  to  gain  by  the  c«ruiia- 
tion  of  Suakin.  Thia  M»nael<HM  poltry 
had  already  leil  to  the  eifienditura  of 
£300,tKNi.  and  now  they  vera  called 
upon  to  eiprnd  more  ni«>ney.  Weca 
thev.  « f «ry  time  that  Parliament  met, 
to  l>e  a»ked  fur  money  to  deff>nd 
plac^  7  Tnleaa  theee  queatioaa 
anawvred  ^•-wy  clearly,  he  thought  tha 
C  ommittaa  ought  to  divide  agaiaal  tha 
Vote. 

Tub  MAaucBta  or  HARTINUTON 
aaid,  the  i|tteeti«>n  of  ihe  «»rcupat«un  ol 
SuakiQ  waa  fully  diciuaaed  Uet  8eaaioa, 
when,  he  iM-hevad.  no  eacpptiuo  waa 
taken  to  It 

Ma  iJiliurcHEKE  aaid.  ha  had 
taken  eacepUon  to  the  occupation,  laat 


TuK  MAa^rKaa  «.r  IlARTINGTON 
aaid,  th«»  qutetion  aa  to  the  permaaaat 
«jrcu|>at.->n  of  the  Mapi'rt  waa  a  very 
lair  one.  and  waa  a  mattrr  lor  tha  Oo- 
vrmmc^t  furthrr  to  mt»aider.  Wha^ 
avvr  might  be  the  ultimata  opinioa  of 
tha  llouaa  aa  to  tha  parmnn— I  ocmpa- 
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tion  of  the  port,  the  garrison  there 
coiild  not  be  withdrawn  at  the  present 
time. 

Sm  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  asked  if 
the  Marines  at  Suakin,  being  British 
troops  on  Egyptian  territory,  the  Go- 
vernment received  the  Capitation  Grant 
from  the  Khedive's  Government  ? 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Childebs)  said,  the  Marines 
at  Suakin  were  not  on  the  same  footing 
as  those  employed  in  Egypt. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  66; 
Noes  26:  Majority  40. — (Div.  List, 
No.  16.) 

(4.)  £50,000,  for  Additional  Expend!- 
ture  arising  out  of  the  Operations  in 
Bechuanalimd. 

First  and  Third  Eesolutions  to  be 
reported  To-morrow, 

Second  and  Fourth  Eesolutions  to  be 
reported  upon  Thursday  next. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To'tnorrow, 

POOR  LAW  GUARDIANS  (IRELAND) 

BILL.— [Bill  9.] 

{Mr,  John  Redmond,  Mr.  O'Brien,  Mr,  Graff, 

Mr,  Barry,) 

OONSIDBIUTIOK. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Amendments  made. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<<That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — {Mr,  John  Redmond,) 

Me.  TOTTENHAM  said,  he  objected 
to  the  third  reading,  on  the  ground  that 
several  hon.  Members  interested  in  the 
Bill  were  absent. 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  he  believed  it 
was  not  usual  to  take  two  stages  of  a  Bill 
of  such  dimeusions  at  one  Sitting. 

Mr.  PAENELL  asked  if  the  objec- 
tion of  a  single  hon.  Member  was  fatal  to 
the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEE>aid,  that  was  not  so. 
The  question  was  for  the  decision  of  the 
House. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  72 ;  Noes 
4:  Majority  68.— (Div.  List,  No.  17.) 

Bill  poised, 

Ihe  Marquess  of  Hartington 


MOTIONS. 

0 

WOBEINO  men's  0LT7BS    BEOISTBATION 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  John  Hollomd,  Bill  to 
amend  *<  The  Friendly  Societies  Act,  1876/*  aa 
to  the  Registration  of  Working  Men's  Clubs, 
ordered  io  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  John  Hollond, 
lAi,  Brtcb,  Mr.  Fiuncis  Buxton,  and  Mr. 
Lyulph  Stanley. 

Bill  preeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  33.] 

POLLUTION  OF  BIVEES   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hastings,  Bill  for  the  Pre* 
Tontion  of  the  Pollution  of  Bivers,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hastings,  Earl  Pbkot, 
and  Colonel  Walrond. 

BUipreeentedyOXid  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  34.] 

oompbnsatiok  fob  impb0vehent8 
(ibeland)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Nolan,  Bill  to  afford 
Compensation  for  Improyements  in  Towns, 
IreUmd,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Colonel 
Nolan,  Mr.  Martin,  Mr.  Biggar,  Mr.  O'Skra, 
Mr.  Small,  Mr.  O'Sulliyan,  Mr.  Shbil,  and 
Mr.  Sullf^an. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  36.] 

OOMMONS    AND    IN0LOSX7RB  AOTS 
AMENDME17T  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jamks,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Commons  and  Inclosnre  Acts,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Jakbs,  Mr.  Stort- 
Mabkblynb,  and  Mr.  Bryob. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  36.] 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Twelve  o'oloek. 


HOUSE    OF    L0ED8, 
IViday^  \Uh  November,  1884. 


The  House  met  for  the  despatch  of 
Judicial  Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  Four  o^clock, 

to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Eleven  o'clock. 
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VAyt  aoa  l^iUic   CottpMMS   (Imlud)    Ad 

QUK8TI0N8. 

ELRMRXTART  EDrCATION  ACT.  UTf- 
PAYMENT  UP  8CHOUL  PEE8. 

Ma.  SALT  aftked  Uia  Vm  I'MidMit 
of  the  Coinmitt««  of  Council,  W bother, 
tmutnuch  m,%  Sodton  10  uf  tlio  EdiirAliuD 
Aot,  1876  |>ruTid«o  that  iho  parniMit  of 
•chool  fMt  maj  bo  mado  by  Uio  Guar- 
diant  by  roaaua  of  tlio  poToitjr  of  tlio 
paroati,  aad  abo  pcoridao  thai  pajmoat 
•hall  not  bo  mado  on  ocmdition  of  tbo 
child  attonding  aajr  public  olomootarj 
•chool  other  than  Mich  aa  maj  bo 
•olcctod  by  the  paronl^  it  ic  l^gal  for 
the  Guardian*  of  tho  Poor  to  ordor  a 
parent,  when  makinf  application  for 
pa^m^nt  of  •chool  foco,  to  •ond  tho 
children  to  a  Board  School,  tho  parent 
not  deeiring  to  do  »>? 

Ma.  MrXDUJJiL:  I  think  thoroean 
be  no  doubt  that  thech<»iceof  the  public 
olemeotarj  echool  et  which  the  child 
attends  reete  with  the  parent ;  and  it  !•• 
therefore,  not  leftal  for  the  Goardiane  to 
order  the  attendance  of  the  child  at  a 
•chool  objected  to  by  the  parent. 

UADAGASCAR-TIIE  FKEKCII  WAE 
KIIIP  -BurilKSAlKT- 

I>a.  CAMEKON  aeked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  i^Ute  for  tho  (\4oaioe» 
Whether  aaj  Iii*|Mjrt  hae  beoa  resetted 
at  to  tho  cirrunetaDcee  under  which  the 
French  war  ehip  B0mrm$mmt,  diaabled 
while  eofraMd  tn  bt^Uigrrvnt  operatiuac 
a^inet  Maaa^ aamr,  wae  allowed  to  refit 
at  Tort  Li>uift,  Mauritius  ? 

Ma  KVKLYN  ASULKY:  The  ileam- 
setal  wes  allowed  bj  the  Guvemor  of 
the  Mauritius  to  be  retiairHi  at  Port 
Luuis,  under  the  advice  ol  the  Procarettr 
General,  who  is  r«4obial  Law  Adetevr, 
and  who  seid  there  would  be  no  breach 
of  neutralitj.  as  the  T«<eeel  had  put  la 
for  r«|iairs,  aod  was  not  taking  ia  war- 
like stor^  or  increasaaf  her  anaament 
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We,  however,  roferved  the  matter  to  tho 
Foreifni  Ofllce  for  their  coneaderatioo. 


PREVKXTION  or  CRtHE  (IRELAVD) 
ACT.  l*»i-<XiMrHNMATIOX  r«>R  MA* 
IJrlofS  ill*KMN<»-rAMR  Of  FA. 
TRirK  IIAMJCY,  OF  AltllBROiR,  CO* 
Ri»SlN>||M«iN. 

Ms  < >'KKLLY  askfsi  the  iliief  Sscf^ 
tsrr  to  the  l>*rd  lieut^aaat  of  Ireland* 
Whether  he  will  direct  the  pcdiro  aatho* 
rities  to  makf»  a  Kfport  on  the  rtrcam* 
stsnc«*s  attend IDK  a  claim  for  ctimpoaea 
ti«m  mads  bj  ratrit  k  llaalej,  of  Aeh* 
brtM>k.  roontr  Rnscummoa,  in  reward  to 
alleged  maltoioos  burning ;  and,  who* 
th«*r  Ilanley  has  on  former  oceaoioaa 
made  similar  claims  whch,  oa  oiamiaa* 
tioo,  pniTed  to  be  grouQdl«se? 

Ma.  I  AM PilKLL  •  BaNNEBMAN  : 
Daalej's  claim  is  now  pending,  aad  I 
eannot  interfere  with  regard  to  it.  I 
aa  informed  this  ia  the  oalj  elata  ha 
haa  made. 

PEKVEKTIO!!    (iP    CRIME    (lEELAXI)) 
ACT,  IftSl-WARRAKTH-EXTEA  POUCS 
AT  RATHCUM>NEY,  CO.  CLARE. 

Ma.  KKNXY  asked  the  Chiof  Sacra* 
tarj  to  the  Lord  lieutenant  of  Irelaad, 
If  th«  townland  of  lUthdooaey,  ooaaty 
Clare,  is  charged  with  the  coet  of  extra 
police  sutiooed  at  Spanril  Hill,  eooo 
milee  awaj  ;  if  theee  |*olioe  have  beoa 
•tati<med  there  in  omsMtience  of  tho 
murdi*r  of  a  man  namMl  McMahon.  which 
occurred  near  Hpannl  Hill,  in  Auguflt 
last  i  if  Kathcl«MHi«>j  is  ia  another  pariah 

lered  man 


from  that  in  which  the  murds 
lived,  and  if  two  intervening  towalaada 
are  not  charged  with  the  tax ;  aad,  if 
eo,  for  what  reaeoa;  aad,  if  ho  will 
state  upm  what  gruuacis  the  whole  of 
ths  panah  in  which  the  murdered  bmr 
ltv«4  is  etsmpt  from  the  Police  Tai« 
while  portions  of  an  adj<»iaing  pariah 
are  cx>miM»llsd  t<»  conthbut*  to  it  f 

Ma  4  AypilKLLIIANNLKMAN: 
la  c^nevqusnc*  uf  the  murder  ol 
M*Maho«i.  aa  extra  fiolice  ffrro  U  ela* 
tioaed  at  ^pencil  Hill  ti>  atfurd  ptotoe 
tioo  aad  prevvat  further  outrage  Tho 
townlaad  of  Hathcloooej.  about  oao  aa4 
a-hair  miles  disiaat,  is  a  part  of  tho 
district  taxsd.  ahnh  it  that  believed  to 
be  rvApobSiUe  fur  the  mutdvr  aad  lor 
th«  cuacssdmeat  of  its  perpHrators.  Oao 
iatorvraibg  tov  aland— a<it  twoaa  alleged 
— is  exempted,  because  it  ooataiao  tho 
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botiBes  and  farms  of  the  murdered  man*A 
widow  and  immediate  relativea.  The 
remainder  of  the  parish  is  not  included, 
because  it  ia  outside  the  U0ual  area  of 
taxation . 

Mb,  KENNY :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  land  exempted  from  this  tax  is 
ground  held  by  landlords,  and  is  not 
that  the  reason  that  the  Crown  do  not 
wish  to  tax  it  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
I  have  already  stated  the  reason. 

REGISTER  OF  PATENTS,  GREAT  BRI- 
TAIN—SUPPLY OF  INDEX  FROM  1877 
TO  PUBLIC  RECORD  OFFICE  (IRE- 
LAND). 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  What  depart- 
ment is  responsible  for  the  failure,  since 
1877,  to  supply  to  the  Public  Record 
Office,  Four  Courts^  Dublin,  the  Annual 
Index  to  the  Eegister  of  Patents  ap- 
plied for  and  granted  in  the  United 
Kingdom;  and,  whether  the  indices  in 
question  will  be  now  supplied  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  asked 
hiRi  to  answer  this  Question  for  him. 
The  Act  of  Parliament  required  all 
these  specifieationa  to  be  enrolled ;  hut 
that  statutory  obligation  had  not  been 
extended  to  indexing.  Tbe  omission 
since  1877  had  been  accidental,  and 
"would  be  at  once  remedied.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  added  that  copies  of  the 
specifications  had  been  sent  to  Trinity 
College,  Dublin,  and  also  to  the  Na- 
tional Library,  Kildare  Street,  where 
they  could  be  seen  free  of  charge. 

BOABD  OF  WOEKg  (IRELAND)— LOANS 
TO  RAILWAYS. 

Me.  sexton  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  What  were  the  dates, 
amounts,  and  rates  of  interest  of  the 
loans  given  by  the  Irish  Board  of  Public 
Works  to  the  promoters  of  the  SHgo, 
Leitrim,  and  Northern  Counties  Rail* 
way ;  who  are  the  sureties  for  the  pre- 
ficribed  payments  by  the  Company  on 
account  of  principal  and  interest  j  when 
the  last  payment  by  the  Company  on 
account  of  principal  or  interest  was 
made  J  and,  what  is  now  the  total  of 
principal  and  interest  in  arrear  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY  :  A  single  loan  to 
this  Company  of  £100,000  was  sanctioned 
in  February,  1879.     The  rate  of  interest 

Mr,  CampMi'Bann^rman 


was  5  per  cent  up  to  June  30,  1883» 
when,  in  common  with  other  railway 
loans,  it  was  reduced  to  4  per  cent. 
Seven  gentlemen  interested  in  the  dis- 
trict made  themselves  sureties  for  the 
payment  of  the  interest,  the  principal 
being  secured  on  the  undertaking  in  the 
usual  way.  The  Company  have  paid 
nothing  since  September  23,  1882,  and 
the  arrears  of  interest  due  from  the  ' 
sureties  are  £15,300,  while  £10,000  of 
principal  is  also  due. 

LUNACY    LAWS-SCOTCH     AND    ENGk 

LISH    JURTSBTCnON  — CASE     OF 

THOMAS  HARRISON. 
Dr.  OAMEEON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  Thomas 
Harrison,  an  escaped  inmate  of  Cheadle 
Lunatic  Asylum^  Manchester,  has  made 
his  way  to  Glasgow  with  a  view  to  hav- 
ing his  mental  condition  publicly  in- 
vestigated under  the  safeguards  afforded 
by  Scotch  Law ;  whether  it  is  true  that, 
in  1882,  Harrison  escaped  from  th© 
same  asylum,  and,  reaching  Scotland, 
brought  his  case  before  the  Sheriff  Court 
of  Lanarkshire;  and  that,  while  the 
case  was  pending,  two  attempts  were 
made  to  seize  Harrison,  and  carry  him 
back  to  Cheadle ;  whether  the  first 
attempt  was  frustrated  through  the  in- 
tervention  of  the  judge  before  whom 
Harrison's  case  had  to  he  brought ;  and 
whether,  in  spite  of  this  warning. 
Harrison  was  a  few  days  later  (on  June 
15th  1882)  kidnapped  in  Glasgow,  and 
carried  out  of  Scotland  in  defiance  of 
Scotch  Law  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that, 
in  1882,  the  authorities  declined  to 
prosecute  Harrison*a  abductors,  on  the 
ground  that  reports  from  Cheadle  after 
his  recapture  showed  him  to  b©  a 
lunatic ;  whether  he  is  aware  that,  on 
the  present  occasion,  certificates  of 
Harn son's  sanity  signed  by  four  medical 
practitioners,  and  all  dated  within  a 
month  past,  have  been  sent  up  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor ;  and,  whether,  as 
Minister  for  Scotland,  he  can  give  any 
assurance  that  Harrison  will  be  pro* 
tected  against  any  repetition  of  the 
attempts  made  with  impunity  in  1882  to 
abduct  him  from  Scotland  in  defiance  of 
Scotch  Law  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr,  J,  B. 
Bauoitr)  I  I  have  been  asked  by  my  right 
hon,  and  learned  Friend  to  answer  this 
Question.      We  are  inform«r^d    by   the 
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Superintondent  of  tbe  Manchester  Royal 
Lunatic  Hospital,  from  which  Mr.  Harri- 
8oa  ha8  escaped,  that  he  is  now  in  Glas- 
gow. We  have,  of  course,  no  means  of  in- 
formation as  to  hi  a  object  in  going  there. 
The  facta  with  respect  to  Mr.  Harrison's 
escape  and  recapture  in  1882  are,  I 
believe^  correctly  stated  in  the  Question. 
Mr.  Harrison  appears  to  have  been  re- 
captured by  some  artifice  or  deceit  after 
the  legal  period  for  reclaiming  the 
custody  of  his  person  as  an  escaped 
lunatic  had  expired,  and  after  proceed* 
ings  taken  before  a  magistrate  with  that 
object  had  foiletL  I  am  of  opinion  that 
his  recapture  at  that  time  was  not  legal 
nor  justifiable  by  the  law  of  kScotland. 
With  reference  to  the  communication 
made  to  the  Lord  Chancellor^  I  am  in- 
formed by  his  Lordship  that  if  Mr. 
Harrison  is  a  Chancery  lunatic,  which, 
according  to  our  information,  he  is,  any 
application  as  to  his  residence  or  other- 
wise must  be  made  to  the  Lords  Justices 
sitting  in  Lunacy,  and  cannot  be  dealt 
with  extra- judicially  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, If  Mr.  Harrison  is  in  Scotland, 
he  will  have  the  same  protection  as  any 
other  citizen,  and  if  Lis  liberty  is  in- 
Taded,  he  will  have  the  »ame  legal 
remedies. 

Da,  CAMERON  :  What  I  wish  to  ask 
igi  whether  Harrison  will,  in  the  present 
case,  be  protected? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  As  I  have  already  stated, 
according  to  our  information,  Harrison 
was  recaptured  by  something  that  looked 
like  artitice  or  deceit.  Of  course,  if  he 
is  a  sane  man,  as  the  Question  im- 
plies, he  will  know  how  to  take  care  of 
himself. 

Da.  CAMERON :  What  I  say  is,  that 
he  was  taken  out  of  Scotland  illegally 
and  locked  up,  and  how  can  he  possibly 
have  any  remedy  after  he  is  locked  ud  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
BALFOua) :  Of  course,  after  the  man  is 
brought  across  the  Border,  his  remedy 
must  be  had  in  England, 

Db.  CAMERON  :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  I  shall  ask,  on  a  future  occasion, 
Whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  the  Judge 
before  whom  he  was  brought  wrote  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor  specially  protesting 
im  the  matter ;  and  I  shall  ask  why  his 
abductors  were  not  prosecuted  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B, 
Balfottr):  The  two  persona  who  per- 
suaded him  to  go  with  them  were  not 
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within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Scottish 
law  after  they  had  gone. 

MOROCCO-FRAUDULENT    CLAIMS    OF 
ENGLISH    SUBJECTS    AGAINST 

NATl\nE8. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  tinder 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  the  inquiry  which  he  promised  in  last 
July  into  the  alleged  fraudulent  claims 
preferred  by  English  subjects  against 
natives  of  Morocco  has  been  held,  and 
with  what  result  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZ MAURICE  : 
Inquiry  has  been  made  into  the  alleged 
abuses  in  connection  with  the  claims  of 
British  subjects  against  natives  of 
Morocco  and  the  misconduct  of  a  British 
official.  These  charges  have  been  proved 
to  be  in  some  instances  well  founded, 
and  the  inquiry  has  led  to  the  dismissal 
of  the  official  implicated.  El  Arbi  ben 
Abdulaziz  has  been  released,  and  Her 
Majesty *8  Minister  has  been  instructed 
to  insist  on  a  searching  scrutiny  of  the 
claims  of  British  subjects  before  any 
money  is  paid  to  the  claimants.  The 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Minister  had 
already  been  called  to  the  alleged  state 
of  the  Moorish  prison  at  Dar  al  Baida, 
in  which  the  debtors  were  confined,  and 
the  alleged  cruel  treatment  of  the 
prisoners  detained  therein.  He  has 
caused  a  strong  remonstrance  to  be  ad- 
dressed to  the  Governor,  who,  however, 
denied  the  truth  of  the  alleMtions.  The 
matter,  however,  will  not  be  allowed  to 
drop, 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  inquired  whether 
there  were  any  Papers  which  the  noble 
Lord  could  lay  on  the  Table? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE: 
I  cannot  undertake  to  present  the  Papers 
without  consulting  the  Secretary  of 
State. 

EDUCATION     (IRELAND)  —  HOURS    OF 
RELiaiOUS     EDUCATION    IN    NA- 
TIONAL SCHOOLS^CASTLEGARDEN 
SCHOOL,  CO.  DOWN. 
Mr.  BIGQAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  any  Correspondence  has  passed 
between  the  Education  Office,  Dublin, 
and  the  manager  of  the  school  where  it 
is  alleged  a  Commissioner  of  National 
Education,  the  Rev.  Hugh  Hanna,  took 
part  in  religious  exercise  at  a  time  not 
set  apart  for  that  purpose  in  the  school 
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time  table  ;  and,  whether  he  will  oon< 
sent  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
Copies  of  the  Minutes  of  the  Board,  or 
of  the  Sub -Committee,  in  rGferenee  to 
the  occurrence  in  question,  with  all  Cor- 
re8poiidon(!G  relating-  thereto? 

Mfi.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN:  I 
have  obtain etl,  as  I  intimated  I  would, 
a  statement  from  the  Kev,  Mr.  Hanna, 
and  also  a  further  Report  from  the  Com- 
missioners of  National  Education.  The 
hon.  Member's  original  Question  hy  its 
terms  indicated  no  case  of  which  the 
Commiftsioners  had  any  official  know- 
ledge. It  is  now  assumed  that  he  in- 
tends it  to  refer  to  incidents  which  oc* 
cur  red  nearly  a  year  and  a-half  ago  at  a 
meeting  held  in  a  school-house  at  a  place 
called  Caatlegardeu,  in  the  county  of 
Down.  Some  correspondence  did  at  that 
time  pass  between  the  Commissioners 
and  t£e  manager  of  the  school,  but  the 
facts  ns  regards  that  meeting  do  not 
support  the  allegations  made  with  re- 
spect to  the  Rev.  Mr.  Hauna;  and  in 
justice  to  that  gentleman  I  must  enter 
into  the  matter  at  a  length  which  I  fear 
will  be  a  trespass  upon  the  time  of  the 
House.  The  Castlegarden  vested  school- 
house  was  completed  and  an  opening 
meeting  held  in  June,  1883,  To  that 
meeting  Mr,  Hanna  was  invited  by  the 
manager.  The  Bishop  of  the  diocese 
occupied  the  chair.  As  Mr.  Hanna 
reached  the  platform  a  hymn  was  given 
out.  Mr.  Hanna  knew  nothing  of  the 
intended  programme  beyond  the  fact 
that  he  was  expected  to  give  an  address 
on  popular  education,  which  he  did. 
This  is  the  only  ground  for  the  allega* 
tions  made  with  respect  to  Mr.  Hanna. 
He  did  not  cause  a  hymn  to  be  sung^ 
and  was  in  no  way  responsible  for  it. 
The  school  was  not  in  operation  at  the 
time,  and  did  not  come  into  operation 
for  8tx  weeks  afterwards.  The  assembly 
was  not  one  of  scholars  and  teachers, 
but  was  a  mixed  gatbering  of  residents 
in  the  neighbourhood.  Mr.  Hanna  was 
never,  as  suggested  in  the  Question, 
called  to  account  for  his  share  in  the 
proceedings,  and  his  name  was  never 
mentioned  in  the  correspondence  be- 
tween the  Commissioners  and  the  mana- 
ger of  the  school.  That  correspondence 
turned  on  the  infraction  by  the  manager 
of  the  Commissioners'  rules  as  to  the 
improper  use  of  a  vested  school-house 
— that  is  a  school-house  built  with  the 
aid  of  the  Commissioners*  The  manager 
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relied  upon  the  fact  that  his  old  school- 
house  was  n  on -vested,  and  that  the  new 
house  had  at  the  time  never  been  used 
for  school  purposes.  His  breach  of  rule 
was  a  technical  one,  and  the  Commis- 
sioners agreed  to  take  no  further  notice 
of  it.  Mr,  Hanna  was  not  responsible  i 
for  it.  The  Commissioners  do  not  thini 
there  is  any  ground  upon  which  such  a 
correspondence  should  be  laid  on  the 
Table. 

LAW  AND   JUSTICE    (IRELAXB)— 
MOVILLE  COUNTY  COURT. 

Mr.  BIGQAR  asked  the  Chief  Seer 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland^' 
If  he  is  aware  of  a  Memorial  from  the 
magistrates  and  merchants  of  Moville, 
asking  His  Excellency  to  grant  a  County 
Court  sitting  in  MovLlIe;  if  His  Ejtcel- 
lency  declined  to  grant  the  request  of 
the  Memorialists;  if  he  is  aware  that 
the  inhabitants  of  the  Session  district  < 
Moville  are  taken  a  diatanco  ol  forty  of 
Mty  miles  to  have  their  legal  busineai 
conducted,  and  to  smaller  towns  ;  and,  if 
His  Excellejicy  has  any  objection  in 
stating  his  reasons  in  withholding  the 
privileges  granted  to  other  towns? 

Mr.   CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
The   hon.    Member  for  the   county    of 
Donegal  (Mr.  Lea)  will  perhaps  allow  me 
to  answer  at  the  same  time  the  Questioa 
No.  16,  which  ho  proposes  to  put  to  mj 
hon.  and   learned  Friend  the  Solicitor^ 
Genera!.     I  have  not  been  able  to  ascer- 
tain that  precisely  such  a  Memorial  as 
that  refen-ed  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  has  been  received 
since  the  year   1871,     At  that  time  the 
matter  was  fully  considered  by  the  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  Privy  Couooil,! 
who  did  not  feel  themselves  able  to  com-  ' 
ply  with  the  prayer  of   the   MemoriaK 
fc3everal  Memorials  have  been  recently 
received  from  the  county  of  Donegal,  in- 
cluding three  from  Innishowen,  relativi  " 
to  additional  places  for  Quarter  Sessions 
They  have  been  referred  to  the  Count! 
Court  Judge  for  report,  and  will  shortlj 
come  before  the  Privy  Council. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— THE  NEW 
ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mb.  BARRAN  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  If  hts  attention  has  been  eaUeif 
to  the  statement  made  at  Leeds  on  Mon- 
day last  by  the  Town  Clerk  of  thai 
boron ghf  showing  that  great  public  m» 
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conrtnUnM  and  lots  rtrah#d  from  oirll 
and  cnmtn*l  causm  arttiDg  in  th«  WmI 
Biding  being  triad  at  York  inaland  of  at 
L»«d»;  whalhar  h«  it  awar»  that,  at  iba 
prtiint  AasiiM,  no  fawar  than  (>4  out  of 
a  total  of  101  priaoner*  i»ntarad  for  trial 
wara  fmm  tha  Watt  Riding;  whathar 
ha  will  atata  on  whnaa  adviea  and  autho- 
rity tha  arrang««manta  for  tha  Ataiiaa 
wart«  niadf« ;  and,  if,  in  viaw  of  tha  vholt 
facta  of  tha  caaa,  ha  will  una  hit  influanc«* 
to  proraot  auch  untatitfacturj  arranga- 
mantt  b^Mnir  mada  in  tha  futura? 

Turn  ATTOKNKY  UKNERAL  Sir 
HsxaT  Jamea)  t«i<l.  that  tha  arranga- 
manU  had  baan  altttad  br  th<>  fact  that 
tha  numb«*r  of  Atniiaa  bald  during  tha 
jaar  had  baan  incraaacnl,  and  it  waa  im- 
potaibla  to  gi«t  Judgvtaaough  to  attaad  at 
ararr  town.  If  thaaa  cauaaa  wan«  triad 
at  lx!«dt  intt«4Ml  of  York,  thar«*  would 
probablj  ba  tha  tama  eooiiilaint  fmm 
tha  formar  dittrict.  Tha  Lord  Chan- 
oallor,  howarar,  intandad  to  confar  with 
tha  Judgea  upon  tha  tubjact. 

KDrCATMX  (IRKL.\NI>)-XAT10XAL 
8CHO<»L  TKACHERS 
Ma.  SEXTON  atkad  thaChiaf  Sacrw- 
tanr  to  tha  l^rd  Liautanant  of  Iralaad, 
Whathar  an  Irith  National  taachar, 
daairing  pn>motion  to  tha  tacond  diri- 
•ton  of  tirat  cla«a.  mutt  firat  aatitfy  hit 
baad  and  dittrict  intpci-tart  that  hit 
•ehool  it  io  a  highlj  affidant  ttata,  and 
than  tcora  not  lc«a9  than  55  par  cant,  in 
an  axamination  on  what  art  known  aa 
tha  **  A  papart ;  *'  whathar  a  taachar  da- 
•trinff  pn»motion  from  tha  tacond  to  tha 
ftrat  dirition  of  finrt  daat  mutt  tatitfV 
tha  intp«<ctnr8  that  hit  tchool  it  in  a  ttill 
mora  highlj  ai&ciant  condition  than  in 
tha  formor  cata,  and  mutt  tubtaquaatlj 
•eon*  not  laat  than  ^S  par  eant.  in  aa 
•zamioation  on  tha  idantical  "A  papart** 
tl>acifiad  alM>Ti« ;  whathar  it  it  tha  fact 
that  a  t«iachfl»r  in  tha  aacond  clat«,  who 
•oorra  6<&  p^r  cant,  or  oTar  in  tha  *-  A 
pap«»r«  '*  un  hit  firtt  a&amination  in 
tham.  it  k«»pt  in  th«>  tfc*>nd  divitiun  of 
ftrat  rlatt.  anj  if  ha  taakt  io  ranch  tha 
firtt  diriAJon  of  firtt  rlaa*  mutt  not  onlj 
■atitfj  th<*  intprctort  of  tha  highar  afll- 
cianrj  <»f  hit  trhuol,  bat  mutt  abo,  not 
aoonar  than  tha  following  jwar,  paat  an- 
othar  examination  in  tha  aama  daat  of 
papart  (A  in  which  ha  haa  alraadjr 
•corad  a  par  cantaga  high  aoough  to 
qnalif J  him  for  tha  firtl  diTiMoa ;  aad, 
whathar,  ia  tha  oaaa  of 
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tha  Board  will  diapaaaa  with  tha  aaaoad 
•xamination.  and  in  th<*  jaar  toaeaadiag 
tha  firat  atamination  promota  tha  taaahar 
to  tha  firtt  diaiaion.  proridad  ha  aatiafiaa 
tha  intpactora  aa  t<»  tha  afllciaocj  of  kia 
aehoolf 

Ma.  rAlfPBHIX  •  BAXNERMAN: 
Tha  farU  at  to  tha  nacaatary  eoaditioBa 
o(  promotion  ara  aa  ttatad  in  tha  firti 
thrra  paragranha  of  tha  Question,  aad 
tha  Board  of  National  F^lucation  aoald 
not  conaant  to  maka  tha  ebaaga  aiig> 
gaatad  in  tha  laat  paragraph.  Tha  two 
divitiont  of  tha  firat  rlaat  ara  in  raalitj, 
though  not  nominallr,  diatinct  clattai 
baring  dtffarant  rataa  of  par ;  and  tha 
fundamantal  ^rinripla  of  th«»  diffaraat 
azaminatioot  la  that  ararr  changa  of 
talarr  thould  ba  brought  about  bj  aaa* 
minaticm. 

Ma.  8KXT0N  aakad  tha  Sacratary  to 
thaTrtaturr,  If  thaTraaaurywilltaaaCiom 
tha  pajrmant  to  Irith  Xattoaal  Bohool 
taachara  of  tha  t4H»nd  moiotj  of  raaalta 
faaa  in  caaaa  in  which  tha  managar  of 
tha  tchool,  or  anr  othar  parwoa  int#- 
raatad  in  public  aduoataoa,  would  ad- 
ranca  tha  Oaficianoj  batwaaa  tha  amoomt 
of  local  tupport  eootiibatad  aad  tha 
aaeond  or  contingant  moiatj  of  tha  ra* 
aolta  faot  f 

Ma.  (X)rRTNKY:  Thata  it  aooM 
uncartaintjT  at  ta  tha  word  "adraaca." 
If  wa  ara  to  undarttand  it  to  maaa  tha 
final  pajrot^t.  I  liava  to  tay  that  tha 
ComniiMMon«rt  of  Nati«Hial  Eduratioa 
think  tba  tuggaatton  in  tha  Uuaatiun,  ao 
uadarttood.  maj  proparly  ba  adoptad 
uadar  certain  taf«^ardt;  aad  if  th«j 
aad  th0  Irith  Gorvmmant  maka  a  rapra* 
tantation  to  tha  Trtaaunr  in  thia  taata, 
I  do  not  foraaaa  anj  dificultj  in  agiaa 
ing  to  it. 

IRElaXn-THR    RUTTXI)A«    COUMU, 

AND  nrrHTRErr  iKMrirAiJi.  ora- 
i.iN~(t)iiPi>rNi>iN<»  OF  MEtiiciirBa. 

Ma  PATKirK  l*t>WKR  aakad  tha 
Chirf  S«cr^tarr  ti>  tha  I»rd  I^^utaoant 
of  Iraiaml,  If  it  it  tht  fact  that  thvra  ia 
no  dulr  ^uatifiad  cuiupoundar  of  madi- 
cina  tu  tha  Rotunda  Ilotpital,  tha 
Coomba  Hotpital,  or  tht  Pitt  Strrat  In* 
atitut«*,  Ihibhn  ? 

Ma  CAMPBELL -BANNKRMAN: 
Thia  it  not  a  mattar  in  which  tha  (fo- 
rammant  hara  anr  dirart  raapontibilitj 
or  contjtil.  At,  howarar.  aach  of  tha 
two  hoapilala  namad  raoatraa  a  a»all 
aam  o«t  of  tha  Pkrltaaantarj  Tota  lor 
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Hospitals  andj^firmaries,  I  deemed  it 
right  to  let  the  Hospital  Authorities  know 
tluit  this  Question  would  be  asked,  and 
I  find  that  in  each  case  there  is  an 
arrangement  with  an  eminent  firm  of 
dispensing  chemists  for  the  compound- 
ing and  dispensing  of  medicines,  and 
that  in  the  few  intern  cases  at  the  Bo- 
tunda  Hospital  where  medicines  are  ne- 
cessary, they  are  made  up  under  the 
supervision  of  the  master  and  the  as- 
sistant physician.  I  cannot  supply  any 
information  as  to  the  Pitt  Street  Insti- 
tute. 

RAILWAYS    (METROPOLIS)— THE   DIS- 

TRICT  AND  METROPOLITAN 

RAILWAYS. 

Mr.  BIOOAE  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  is 
aware  the  District  and  Metropolitan 
Bailways  do  not  now  work  on  the  block 
system,  and  that  the  trains  are  exceed- 
ingly unpunctual;  if  so,  whether  he 
will  use  his  influence  to  remedy  the 
above  complaint  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE,  reply- 
ing  in  the  absence  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  said,  that  the  Metro- 
politan and  District  Railways  had  been 
provided  with  instruments  for  working 
their  lines  on  the  block  system,  and  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  every  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  these  lines  were  now  worked 
on  that  system.  There  had  been  no 
time  to  communicate  with  the  Compa- 
nies since  the  Question  had  been  put 
down  on  the  Paper.  No  complaints  had 
been  received  as  to  their  unpunctuality  ; 
but  even  if  they  had  been  received,  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  no  power  to  inter- 
fere with  the  actual  working  of  the 
lines. 

Mr.  firth  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that 
since  the  month  of  September  these 
Railway  Companies  had  sold  to  the  pub- 
lic no  time  tables,  so  as  to  avoid  lia- 
bility ? 

[No  reply.] 

Mr.  BIGGAR  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  repeat  his  Question  on  Tuesday 
next. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE   (IRELAND)- CASE 
OF  THOMAS  BEHAN,  A  CONVICT. 
Mr.  LEAHY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  L:eland, 
If  the  Lrish  Government  have  received 

Mr,  CampbfU'JBannerman 


Sesolutions  from  the  Town  Oommis- 
sioners  of  Naas,  Newbridge,  and  Athj, 
in  the  county  of  Kildare,  expressiiig 
their  firm  belief  of  the  innocence  of 
Thomas  Behan,  convicted  and  sentenced 
to  penal  servitude  for  arson  at  New- 
bridge, in  said  county,  and  requesting 
the  case  to  be  further  inquired  into; 
and,  if  any  steps  will  be  taken  to  far- 
ther investigate  his  case  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN: 
The  resolutions  mentioned  were  received, 
and  the  matter  is  at  present  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 

WESTMINSTER  HALL  (RESTORATION). 

SirGEOEGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether 
he  understands  that  the  Committee  ap- 
pointed to  examine  plans  for  the  resto- 
ration of  the  exterior  of  Westminster 
Hall,  laid  bare  by  the  abolition  of  the 
Law  Courts,  has  power  to  deal  with  all 
plans  for  becomingly  utilizing  the  avail- 
able space,  and  is  not  confined  to  ques- 
tions of  archaeological  architecture  r 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  no  desire  to  limit  the  in- 
quiry in  any  way.  It  would  be  open  to 
the  Committee  to  examine  any  plans 
they  might  think  it  fit  to  consider. 

EGYPT— REPRE8ENTATIVB   INSTI- 
TUTIONS. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  he  will  now  produce  the  Be- 
port  on  the  tentative  working  of  repre- 
sentative institutions  in  Egypt,  which 
he  last  summer  obtained  from  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring ;  and,  if  it  is  true,  as  stated  in 
the  public  prints,  that  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment has  just  ordered  arrears  of 
Taxes  due  from  Natives  to  be  rigorously 
exacted,  but  has  suspended  the  House 
Tax  on  Foreigners  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  telegram  of  Ths  Times  of 
November  12,  in  which  it  is  stated  that 
the  Egyptian  Government  had  deter- 
mined to  collect  taxes  in  arrear,  amount- 
ing to  £180,000,  and  that,  where  pay- 
ment is  refused,  crops,  cattle,  and  land 
will  be  seized;  and,  whether,  if  so, 
seeing  that  the  professional  experts 
stated  in  their  Eeport  to  the  recent  Con- 
ference that  the  fellahs,  far  from  being 
able  to  pay  arrears   of  taxation,  are 
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already  in  the  hands  of  usarers^  owing 
to  their  having'  been  obliged  to  borrow 
to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  State, 
on  account  of  the  fall  in  the  price  of  pro- 
duce, Her  Majesty's  Qovernment  con* 
templates  informing  the  Egyptian  Qo- 
yernment,  that,  so  long  as  order  and 
the  rule  of  the  Khedive  over  the  fellahs 
are  maintained  by  a  British  Array  of 
Occupation,  Buch  a  system  of  seizure 
and  eviction  cannot  be  permitted  ? 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAUHIOE  : 
A  Eeport  on  the  working  of  the  repre- 
sentative inatituttons  in  Egypt  has  been 
received  from  Sir  Eyelyn  Baring,  and 
will  be  laid  before  Parliament.  The 
Egyptian  Government  has  been  com- 
pelled to  suspend  temporarily  the  new 
law  for  the  collection  of  house  tax  owing 
to  the  difficulties  encountered  in  putting 
it  into  operation.  The  law  will  be 
amended.  A  Circular  was  issued  at  the 
end  of  July  by  the  Ministry  of  Finance 
ordering  the  payment  of  arrears  of  taxes, 
but  it  referred  to  the  deficiencies  of  the 
rich  Iandowner8  who  were  in  a  position 
to  pay,  and  the  Circular  had  very  good 
residts.  No  information  has  been  re- 
ceived of  the  description  mentioned  in 
The  Times  of  November  12,  The  whole 
question  of  finance  being  at  present 
under  consideration,  I  cannot  enter  into 
the  matters  raised  by  the  second  half  of 
the  Question  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr,  Labou- 
chere)  within  the  limits  usually  assigned 
to  an  answer. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL :  When 
will  8ir  Evelyn  Baring's  Eeport  be  cir- 
culated ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE: 
It  will  be  circulated  in  the  next  set  of 
Papers  on  Egyptian  affairs.  If  there  be 
any  great  delay,  which  I  do  not  antici- 
pate, I  will  see  whether  arrangements 
can  be  made  for  laying  this  Report 
separately  on  the  Table. 

Sir  (iEORGE  OAMPBELL:  Will 
the  noble  Lord  undertake  that  tlio  Re- 
port will  be  presented  during  the  present 
Session  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZIMAURICE : 
1  do  not  know  I  can  undertake  that  it 
will  be  laid  on  the  Table  during  this 
Session ;  but  I  will  see  that  it  is  circu- 
lated before  next  Session. 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHURCniLL: 
Are  we  to  understand  that  no  further 
Eg}'ptian  Papers  are  to  be  laid  on  the 
Table  during  the  present  Session  ? 


Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE : 
I  referred  to  Egyptian  Papers  generally, 
not  to  special  Papers. 

EGYPT^THE  SLAVE  TRADE. 

Mr.  W.  M.  T0RREN9  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  What  steps  have  been  taken  by 
the  present  Khedive  of  Egypt  to  carry 
into  effect  the  stipulations  of  the  Con- 
vention  of  4th  August  1877,  made  be- 
tween the  British  Government  and  Is- 
mail, late  Khedive  of  Egypt,  for  the 
suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade,  the 
period  having  expired  after  which  the 
kidnapping  and  sale  of  persons  into 
slavery  was  to  have  been  prohibited  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
The  best  answer  I  can  give  is  to  say 
that  Papers  will  be  laid  on  the  Table 
next  week.  They  will  contain  all  the 
information  asked  for,  and  will  show 
that  steps  have  been  taken  which,  I 
think,  he  will  reeognize  as  being 
effectual. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  C0N9TABULAHY- 
WHITEGATE,  CORK  COUNTY. 

Mr.  DEASY  asked  the  Chief  ♦Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  it  is  true  that  about  a  year  ago  the 
Constabulary  at  Whitegate,  county  of 
Cork»  received  information  that  Colonel 
Thaokwell,  a  resident  in  that  district, 
had  attempted  the  life  of  one  of  his 
servants  with  a  revolver ;  and,  whether 
any  entry  of  the  information  was  made 
in  the  barrack  journal ;  and,  if  so,  why 
Colonel  T  hack  well  was  not  prosecuted  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  B.ANNERMAN  : 
I  have  no  information  on  this  subject, 
and  as  I  received  no  Notice  of  the  Ques- 
tion,  I  have  not  had  opportunity  to  oh- 
tain  any.  If  the  hon.  Member  will  be 
so  good  as  to  put  his  Question  down 
again,  allowing  time  for  a  reference  to 
the  county  of  Cork  for  inquiry,  I  will  be 
happy  to  answer  it. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— CASE 
OF  BRYAN  KIL5IARTIN. 
]^Ir.  sexton  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury.  Whether,  acting  on  the 
precedents  in  the  cases  of  Galley  and 
Habron,  the  Government  will  propose 
to  grant  compensation  to  Bryan  Kil- 
mortin,  of  Arran  Island  (lately  released 
from  penal  servitude,  his  innocence 
being  ostabliahed),  in  consideration  of 
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the  injury  to  his  health,  and  the  loss  to 
his  wife  and  children,  resulting  from  a 
half-year's  imprisonment  awaiting  his 
trial,  and  nearly  two  years'  pencd  ser- 
vitude ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  have  in- 
quired into  this  matter  and  find  that 
the  subject  has  received  attention.  I 
myself  have  no  official  cognizance  of 
the  facts  ;  but  the  conclusion  arrived  at 
by  the  Irish  Government  is,  that  they 
do  not  feel  themselves  at  liberty  to  com- 
ply with  the  prayer  in  the  Memorial 
with  reference  to  the  case  of  Kilmartin. 
To  do  so  would  involve  a  departure  from 
the  general  rule,  which  shows  that  the 
granting  of  compensation  in  such  oases  is 
extremely  rare,  and  that  such  granting 
compensation  has  been  confined  to  cases 
in  which  there  is  no  doubt  of  the  inno- 
cence of  the  person  whose  case  is  con- 
sidered. The  release  of  Kilmartin  took 
place  upon  the  ground  that  there  was 
doubt  of  guilt ;  but  it  would  be  a  com- 

Elete  alteration  of  the  prevailing  and,  I 
elieve,  unvarying  rule  if  compensation 
were  given  in  cases  where  there  is  only 
doubt  of  guilt.  I  ought  to  say  that  the 
cases  referred  to,  of  Galley  and  Habron 
— of  which,  however,  I  have  no  official 
knowledge — were  cases  in  which  there 
was  no  doubt  of  their  innocence. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  OHUECHILL  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  Kilmartin  received  a  free  pardon 
or  was  released  on  a  ticket- of-leave ;  and 
if  not  on  a  ticket-of-leave,  on  trhat  basis 
is  it  to  be  eaid  that  there  is  a  doubt  of 
his  innocence  ? 

[No.  reply."] 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  will  endeavour,  on 
a  future  occasion,  to  convince  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  House  that 
there  is  no  rational  doubt  of  the  inno- 
cence of  Kilmartin. 

INTESTATE,  &c.,  ESTATES  (IRELAND)— 
ESTATE  OF  THE  LATE  MRS.  HELEN 

BLAKE. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  with  regard  to  the 
estate  of  Mrs.  Helen  Blake,  late  of 
4,  Earl's  Terrace,  Kensington,  deceased, 
intestate.  What  is  the  amount  of  the 
annual  rent  received  from  the  real  estate, 
and  what  is  the  amount  of  the  personal 
estate,  and  how  it  is  invested  and  ap- 
plied ;  why,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
**  card  "  found  among  the  papers  of  the 
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deceased  lady  (admitted  to  be  in  her 
handwriting),  in  which  she  described 
herself  as  "  daughter  of  William  L. 
Sheridan,  Esq.  of  Baltimore,  U.S.A.  and 
Gal  way,  Ireland,"  the  Treasury  did  not 
advertise  for  heirs  in  the  Galway  papers  ^ 
in  what  respect  Mr.  William  P.  Sheridan, 
of  Galway,  failed  to  satisfy  the  Chief 
Olerk  in  Chancery  of  his  relationship  to 
the  deceased;  if,  considering  the  fact 
that  no  register  of  marriages  in  the 
Catholic  Church  in  Ireland  was  kept  at 
the  beginning  of  the  present  century, 
the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  will  insist  on 
legal  proof  of  the  marriage  of  the 
parents  of  Mrs.  Helen  Blake  being  pro- 
duced with  reference  to  the  olaim  of 
William  Patrick  Sheridan;  and,  whe- 
ther, and  in  view  of  the  statement  in  the 
''card,"  already  quoted,  and  of  the 
representation  made  to  Her  Majesty  in 
favour  of  the  claim  of  William  Patrick 
Sheridan,  by  the  Catholic  Archbishop 
of  Tuam,  the  Protesant  Bishop  of  Tuam, 
the  Catholic  Bishop  of  Galway,  the 
High  Sheriff  of  Galway,  and  other  dis- 
tinguished persons,  the  Lords  of  the 
Treasury  will  afford  to  the  said  William 
Patrick  Sheridan  any  further  informa- 
tion contained  in  the  papers  of  the  late 
Mrs.  Helen  Blake,  and  will  institute  an 
inquiry  to  satisfy  themselves  as  to  whe- 
ther his  claim  has  a  just  foundation  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  I  have  been  re- 
quested to  answer  this  Question.  The 
net  annual  value  of  the  real  estate  in  the 
case  of  Mrs.  Blake  is  about  £1,000. 
The  net  amount  of  the  personal  estate 
was  about  £93,000,  of  which  about 
£19,000  went  in  intended!  legacies,  and 
the  remainder  is  retained  by  the  Grown. 
The  advertising  in  such  cases  is  directed 
by  the  Court,  and  the  Treasury  have  no 
control  over  it.  But  this  case  was  so 
widely  known  that  there  was  every 
opportunity  for  anyone  to  apply  who 
thought  they  had  a  claim,  and,  in  fact, 
very  many  did  so,  including  W.  P. 
Sheridan.  The  Court  had  before  it  the 
piece  of  j)aper  described  as  a  card  when 
ordering  the  advertisements.  The  case 
has  been  decided  judicially,  and  we  have 
no  knowledge  of  the  reasons  for  the 
decision  nor  any  power  to  vary  it.  Any 
person  wishing  to  reopen  the  question 
should  take  legal  advice  and  act  accord- 
ingly. So  far  as  any  discretion  was  left 
us  by  the  order  of  Court,  we  have  care- 
fully investigated  the  various  applica- 
tions with  the  best  legal  advice  at  our 
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oommancl,  and  have  come  to  the  con- 
clusioQ  that  no  one  has  established,  even 
approximately,  any  claim  to  bo  related 
to  the  deceased.  If  W,  P.  Sheridan 
had  eetabliahed  any  primd  faeh  case  he 
would  hare  been  entitled  to  see  all  the 
papers;  but  he  has  not  done  so. 

Mr.  sexton  eaid,  he  would  call 
attention  to  the  matter  on  a  future 
occasion. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  asked 
was  there  any  iuformation  in  the  hands 
of  the  Treasury  which  had  not  been 
given  to  the  public — any  information 
that  had  been  kept  concealed  ? 

Mr,  COUBTNEY  :  I  do  not  think  it 
woiild  be  judicious  to  answer  that  Ques- 
tion , 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIOHTON :  I 
would  ask  the  hou.  Gentleman,  is  he 
aware  that  the  Indian  Government  pub- 
lish a  register,  giving  all  the  informa- 
tion in  their  possession  respecting  cases 
of  intestacy,  and  whether  there  is  aoy 
reason  why  eim.ilar  information  should 
not  be  given  in  this  country  ? 

PARLIAMENT  — QUESTIONS  TO 
jriNIS^TEUS. 

Mr.  EOUNDELL  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  WheJher^  con- 
Bideriug  the  abuse  to  which  the  practice 
of  putting  Questions  to  Ministers  is 
being  brought*  he  contemplates  making 
any  proposal  for  a  change  in  the 
system  ? 

Sir  HERBEET  MAXWELL  said, 
that  before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
answered  the  Question,  be  should  like  to 
ask  him  whether  bis  attention  had  been 
drawn  to  the  fact  that  m  a  list  of  28 
Questions,  two  only  stood  in  the  names 
of  Conservative  Members,  while  17  were 
by  Irish  Members,  and  nine  by  Liberal 
Members,  and  whether  he  had  noticed 
that  that  was  by  no  means  an  unusual 
proportion  ? 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  would  like  to 
ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether  he  had 
considered  that  if  the  Irish  had  a  Parlia* 
ment  of  their  own  they  would  not  have 
to  ask  any  Questions  in  that  House  ? 

Mb,  GLADSTONE :  Perhaps  if  we 
were  so  much  entertained  with  alt  Ques- 
tions as  we  have  been  in  relation  to  this 
one,  we  might  be  more  diapoaed  to  spend 
a  considerable  fraction  of  our  time  upon 
them,  as  undoubtedly  we  do.  I  do  not 
propose  to  enter  into  any  contro vernal 
matters ;  but  I  may  say  in  relation  to  this 


question  that  the  inquiry  made  by  my 
hon.  Friend  behind  me  (Mr.  Eoundell) 
is  an  indication  of  the  sense  which  pre- 
vails in  what  I  may  call  the  non- Ques- 
tioning part  of  the  House  that  there  is 
considerable  danger  in  this  direction ; 
but  I  think  it  better,  however,  to  avoid 
saying  anything  which  might  be  con- 
strued in  the  nature  of  a  censure*  I 
think  we  must  feel  that  the  conduct  of 
Members  cannot  be  judged  simply  by 
any  reference  to  the  number  of  Ques- 
tions put.  We  must  have  regard  to 
the  urgency,  or  what  they  deem  to  be 
the  urgency,  of  the  topics  contained  in 
them,  and  therefore  I  am  very  for  from 
presuming  to  censure  or  to  say  anything 
which  may  be  interpreted  in  the  way  of 
censure.  But,  generally,  this  subject  is 
undoubtedly  deserving  of  consideration 
^it  ought  to  be  a  comprehensive  con- 
si  deration,  and  could  not  bo  dealt  with 
by  the  Government  off -hand  and  in  an 
isolated  manner.  That  would  bo  my 
answer  to  my  hon.  Priend,  whom  I 
thank  very  much  for  calling  my  atten- 
tion once  more  to  the  subject.  Perhaps 
I  may  say  a  word  on  my  own  behalf  in 
regard  to  Questions,  A  practice  has 
sprung  up— I  am  not  complaining  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton) 
or  anyone  at  all — but  a  practice  has 
sprung  up  of  late  years  of  putting  to 
the  First  I^ord  of  the  Treasury  Ques- 
tions which  are  purely  DepartmentaL 
If  I  may  say  «o,  there  are  several  ob- 
jections to  that  practice*  I  am  com- 
pelled sometimes  to  ask  the  Eepresenta- 
live  of  a  Department  to  answer  for 
me  ;  I  am  conscious  that  this  appears 
to  be  discourteous,  and  I  resort  to 
it  with  reluctance,  and  only  when  I  find 
it  necessary  ;  but  I  do  not  like  to  do  it, 
because  it  has  a  discourteous  appear- 
ance, and  yet  it  is  a  matter  of  absolute 
necessity*  Then  I  may  say,  particularly 
at  times  of  unusual  pressure  in  the 
House,  that  this  practice  prevails,  and 
the  House  will  readily  understand  that 
at  a  time  of  unusual  pressure  it  is  ex- 
tremely difficult  to  do  justice  to  Ques- 
tions which  do  not  come  within  my  own 
notice  as  First  Minister  of  the  (>own. 
And,  lastly,  that  being  so,  I  am  not  able 
to  do  them  as  much  justice  in  many  oases 
as  would  be  done  if  they  were  put  di- 
rectly to  the  responsible  Minister.  There 
is,  I  know,  a  vague  impression,  perhaps 
even  in  this  House  to  some  extent,  and 
largely  among  the  general  public,  that 
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the  Prime  Minister  constitutes  a  sort  of 
tribunal  of  appeal  from  the  decisions  of 
Chief  of  Departments.  That  is  not  a 
principle  in  our  system  of  Government. 
There  is  not,  generally  speaking,  any 
such  appeal  at  all  except  in  relation  to 
the  Treasury,  and  that,  therefore,  is 
peculiar.  These  Questions  rather  have 
a  tendency  to  encourage  the  belief  that 
there  is  such  an  appeal.  I  beg,  agaiu, 
to  say,  Sir,  that  I  make  no  complaint  of 
anyone  with  regard  to  Questions  of  this 
class ;  at  the  same  time,  I  may  suggest 
that  it  would  be  for  the  public  con- 
venience if  they  could  be  limited,  and  I 
believe  it  would  be  for  the  benefit  of 
those  who  put  them. 

AFRICA  (SOTJTH)-ZULTJLAND. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther over  10,000  Zulus  have  perished  in 
civil  war  since  the  restoration  of  Cete- 
wayo ;  whether  the  Boers  have  in- 
vaded Zululand,  and  annexed  more  than 
3,000,000  acres  of  the  most  fertile  por- 
tion of  that  Country ;  whether  XJsibepu, 
a  chief  friendly  to  England,  has  been 
driven  from  the  territory  assigned  to 
him  by  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley,  and  his 
people  massacred  and  ruined ;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  such  great  suffer- 
ing and  the  destructive  warfare  that 
still  continues,  the  time  has  come  for 
the  British  Ministry  to  restore  peace  to 
Zululand  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  will  simply 
answer  the  Question  by  saying  that  it  is 
not  the  opinion  of  the  Colonial  Depart- 
ment with  regard  to  the  two  first  heads 
of  this  Question  that  the  statements  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  can  be  verified ;  they 
look  upon  them  as  going  very  far  indeed 
beyond  the  facts.  That  is  as  to  the  two 
first  heads.  As  regards  XJsibepu,  there 
is  no  doubt  that  he  has  been  driven  from 
his  dominions ;  but  with  respect  to  the 
causes  of  his  having  been  so  driven,  this 
constitutes  a  matter  of  controversy  upon 
which  we  are  not  prepared  at  the  present 
time  to  give  a  positive  opinion.  With 
regard  to  the  last  Question,  I  can  only 
say  that  the  attention  of  the  Government 
is  being  directed  to  the  condition  of 
Zululand  with  the  view  of  considering 
the  question  whether  at  any  time  their 
obligations  of  honour  or  policy  are  in- 
volved in  an  interference.  The  moment 
they  see  that  the  time  for  such  inter- 
ference has  arrived  they  will  deem  it 
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tlieir  duty  to  make  it  known  to  the 
House ;  but,  of  course,  the  hon.  Member 
will  see  that  they  cannot  arrive  at  sucli  a 
decision  at  the  instance  of  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber. Fresh  information  arrives  from 
time  to  time  that  may  tend  to  throw- 
fresh  light  upon  the  facts,  and  it  will 
then  be  our  duty  to  consider  as  well  as 
we  can  what  decision  we  ought  to  arrive 
at. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT:  I 
understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  traverse  the  statements  contained  in 
my  Question  that  10,000  Zulus  have 
perished  since  the  restoration  of  Cete- 
wayo,  and  that  the  Boers  have  recently 
annexed  or  divided  among  themselves 
3,000,000  acres  of  the  most  fertile  por- 
tion of  that  country.  I  beg,  therefore, 
to  give  Notice  that  on  the  first  oppor- 
tunity that  offers  I  shall  bring  proof  of 
these  facts  before  the  House. 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  Perhaps  I  ought 
to  say  with  regard  to  the  first  of  these 
Questions — whether  the  Boers  have  an- 
nexed 3,000, 000  acres — ^I  am  not  disposed, 
according  to  the  information  we  possess, 
to  question  the  statement  made  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman ;  but  the  question  that 
arises  is  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
land  was  acquired.  We  shall  not  be 
able  to  admit  the  contention  of  the  hon. 
Member  as  to  the  means  of  acquisition 
of  the  land.  The  figure  I  cannot  admit 
is  the  number  of  10,000  Zulus  alleged 
to  have  been  killed. 

EGYPT   (EVENTS    IN   THE   SOUDAN)— 
GENERAL  GORDON. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  he  had  any  information  to  give  to 
the  House  with  regard  to  General  Gor- 
don? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
Sir  Evelyn  Baring  telegraphed  to-day, 
at  10  minutes  to  2,  from  Cairo,  that 
Colonel  Swaine,  Military  Secretary  to 
Lord  Wolseley,  had  telegraphed  as  fol- 
lows : — 

**  After  consulting  with  Sir  Charles  Wilaon, 
I  may  assure  you  that  no  such  rumours  re- 
garding General  Gordon's  death  are  eren 
breathed  here.  We  entirely  discredit  them. 
Major  Eatchener's  messenger  from  G^eral 
Gordon  has  arrived  at  Debbah  with  a  long 
letter  from  General  .Gordon  and  four  Arabic 
cipher  letters.** 

SiE  JOHN  HAY  :  Is  that  from  Don- 
gola? 


1 729    Zuna9^  Lawi^S$eape    [  Notember  14^18841     of  an  Alhg^  Lunaite,    1 7S0 

vsTDment  instead  of  making  a  e^parate 
Motion.  Therefore,  I  wish  to  asK  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
proposes  to  take  Ways  and  Means  on 
Monday,  and  to  make  his  financial  pro- 
posals ? 

The  on  ANCELLOB  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  OniLDEBs) :  Yes,  Sir;  I 
propose  on  Monday,  in  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means,  to  make  certain  finan- 
cial proposals. 


Lord  EDMOND   FITZMAITRICE  : 

'  Tea,      The  date   of  General  Gordon's 
commimieation  is  not  given. 


.  BURSTING 


rNAVY-H.M.S.   *•  ACTIVE  **- 
OF  A  GUN, 

Ma.  CARBUTT  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  the  report 
in  Ths  Ttmeg  of  to-day  was  correct,  that 
one  of  the  gun  a  of  the  Active  had  had 
"  the  muzzle  blowm  off ;  whether  this  ao* 
.  oident  was  due  to  the  defective  system  of 
rifling;  and,  whether  that  unmechanioal 
system  of  riHing  was  the  same  as  in  the 
new  43  and  100-ton  gims  which  were 
sent  away  from  the  manufactory  with- 
out  one  of  the  guns  being  properly 
tested  ? 

8rR  THOMAS  BRASSEY  said,  that 
the  official  Report  was  to  the  efFect  that, 
while  firing  yesterday  from  one  of  the 
6-inch  breech-loading  guns  of  the  Active^ 
the  gun  broke  at  about  fi%'e  feet  from 
the  muzzle.  A  preliminary  investiga- 
tion had  been  arranged  to  take  place 
to-morrow  at  Portsmouth.  It  would  be 
premature  at  present  to  assign  any  cause 
for  this  accident.  He  was  happy  to  say 
that  nobody  had  been  injured. 

Ma.  CARBUTT  iaquired  if  the  rifling 
were  the  same  as  the  system  adopted  in 
I  the  new  guns  that  had  been  made  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  BRASSEY  said,  that 
he  could  not  answer  teohnioal  Uuestions 
without  Notice. 

Mr.  STUAET-WORTLEY  asked  if 
this  particular  gun  was  manufactured 
'  at  the  Royal  Gun  Factory,  Woolwich  ? 

SiH  THOMAS  BRA8SEY  :  That,  I 
think,  was  not  the  case. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF   THE 
HOUSE— -THE  EGYPTIAN    POUOY   OF 
THE  GOVEKJOIENT. 
Sm  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  :  Sir» 
I  wish  to  put  a  Question  to  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  the  progress  of  Public  Busi- 
ness.    As  we  are  neither  in  possession 
of  the  information  which  has  been  re- 
.  oeived  from   Lord   Northbrook,  nor  in 
I  possession  of  the  financial  proposals  of 
j  the  Government  with  regard  to  the  Vote 
tof   £2,000,000    wbich   has   been  taken 
with  regard  to  the  Egyptian  operations, 
we  are  not  in  a  positiou  satisfactorily  to 
j  discuss  the  Egyptian  policy  of  the  Go- 
'  yemment.     I  think  it  would  be  tho  most 
convenient  course  that  we  should  wait 
lor  the  financial  proposals  of  the  Go- 

VOL.  OCXOln.    fraiKD  MtRna] 


OROIE  ANT)  OUTRAGE  (SCOTLAND)— 
MUTILATION  OP  SHEEP  IN  THE 
I8LANB  OF  LEWIS. 

Mr.  MUNRO- FERGUSON  askedp 
Whether  the  Lord  Advocate's  attention 
has  been  called  to  two  cases  of  mutila- 
tion of  sheep  in  the  leland  of  Lewis, 
one  in  the  month  of  June  laat^  and  the 
other  on  the  4th  Noyember  ;  and,  whe- 
ther any  etepa  in  the  matter  will  bo 
taken  by  the  authorities? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B, 
BiLLFoim)  :  I  am  familiar  with  the  first 
case  referred  to  by  nay  hon.  Friend.  The 
circumatancea  were  very  peculiar.  After 
careful  consideration^  it  was  decided 
that  there  was  not  sufficient  ground  for 
a  oriminal  prosecution,  whatever  ground 
there  might  be  for  a  civ^il  action  at  the 
inatanoe  of  the  owner  of  the  sheep*  The 
second  case  has  not  yet  been  reported  j 
but  I  shall  cause  inquiry  to  be  made  in 
regard  to  it,  and  it  will  be  duly  con- 
sidered* 

LUNACY     LAWS  — ESCAPE    OF    AN 

ALLEGED  LUNATIC. 

Mb.  W.  j.  CORBET  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  hie  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  report  in  the  newspapers 
of  the  escape  of  an  American  gentle- 
man named  Bruce,  formerly  a  Baptist 
minister,  from  the  Brookwood  Lunatic 
Asylum,  where  he  had  been  contined; 
also  whether  Mr.  Bruce  has  not  made 
every  effort  to  bring  his  case  before  the 
authoritiesi  and  has  even  gone  back  to 
the  asylum  to  prove  hia  sanity  j  and, 
whether  the  Home  Secretary  will  inquire 
if  the  Lunacy  Commissioners  have  had 
their  attention  called  to  the  matter,  and 
what  steps  he  proposes  to  take  ? 

SiK  WILLIAM  HARCOURT.  in 
reply,  said^  that  he  had  no  knowledge  of 
the  case,  except  from  what  had  been 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member^  but  he 
would  inquire  into  it. 
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EGYPT  (FINANCE,  J.^o.)-LORD  NORTH- 
BROOK'S  REPORT. 

Sm  STAFFOKD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
b©g  to  aek  whether  the  Prime  MiniBter 
cau  tell  us  now,  and,  if  not,  I  eh  all  re- 
peat the  Quest toa  on  Monday,  when  he 
expeota  to  he  in  poesesHion  of  Lord 
Northbrook's  Report,  and  when  he  will 
be  able  to  make  a  communication  on 
the  subject  to  the  House  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  thought  I  had 
atated  on  Tuesday  last  that  I  hoped  to 
be  able  to  make  a  communication  on 
that  subject  on  some  day  in  next  week. 

Sm  St  AFFORD  KORTHCOTE:  On 
Monday  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  No;  I  do  not 
Himk  on  Monday. 

NOTICE    OF    QUESTION, 

PRINTING  OF  PARLIAMENTARY 
PAPERS, 

Mn.  W.  H.  SMITH  gave  Notice  that 
on  Thursday  he  would  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  would 
take  steps  to  expedite  the  priating  of 
Parliainentary  Papers,  having  regard  to 
the  feet  that  on  two  recent  occasions 
Parliamentary  Papers  bad  been  pub- 
lished in  the  newspapers  24  hours  he- 
fore  they  were  in  the  hands^gf  ileQitsrS- 
ol  the  House  ?,^-       '^^ 

^        ORDER  OF  THE  DAY. 


SUPPLY.-COMJnTTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read* 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
**  That  Mr,  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair/* 

CROFTERS  AND  COTTARS  (SCOTLAND). 

EESOLITTION, 

Me.  MACFARLANE,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  condition  of  the  crofters 
in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scot- 
land ;  and  to  move — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Housa,  it  is  the 
duty  of  Her  Majesty *8  Oorermnent  to  give 
effect  to  the  recommendations  of  the  Royal 
Commission  upon  tho  condition  of  the  crofterB 
ftnd  cottars  in  the  Highlands  and  Jftlandd  of 
Sootland,  or  to  apply  such  other  remedies  as 
they  deem  advisahle ;"  and  that  this  House  con- 
curs in  the  opinion  expressed  hv  the  Royal 
Commisaion,  at  page  110  of  ita  Report,  that 
^  Th«  xoere  vinciication  of  authority  and  re- 


pression of  reaiatance  would  not  eftabliah  tho 
relations  of  fnatual  confidence  between  Undloni  d 
and  tenant^  in  the  absence  of  which  the  country  l 
would  not  be  truly  at  peace,  and  all  our  in* 
quiiies    and  counsels   would  he    expended    in 
vain,*  " 

eaid,  he  had  drawn  the  attention  of  the 
Government  to  thia  aubject  last  Seasion^ 
and  had  warned  them  that  the  Bituatioa 
was  becoiiiing  serious  and  grave.     Ha 
had  tried,  along  with  other  hon.  Frierds,  ^ 
to  convince  the  Qoverament  of  tho  fact^ 
but  without  success.     Now,  it  bad  be- 
come quite  obvious,   not  only  to    the 
House,  but  to  the  whole  country,  that 
the    Bituation  was    exceedingly   ^ave. 
Armed  police  and  aoldiera  were   Deingi 
Bent  into  the  Island  of   Skye.      The 
knew  tbat  Skye  was  a  place  where  sol-  ' 
diers  CBme  from,  and  of  the  best  quality 
too ;  but  this  was  the  first  time  in  mo- 
dern history  that  they  had   been  sent 
there  to  coerce  the  people.     He  hoped 
and  believed  that,  in  epite  of  the  eSbrtsI 
of  the  Local  Authorities  to  brings  about  j 
a  colliiion,  they  would  not  be  successfuL 
In  hie   opinion,   those  who  were  nick- 
named agitators  had  succeeded,  by  their 
iufluenee,  in  preventing  a  collision  be- 
tween the  soldiers  and  police  and  the- 
people.     He  trusted  tbat  would  continue 
to  he  BO.     When  disttirbances  occurred 
on  the  same  subject — namely,  the  Land 
Question — in  Lreland,   they  used   to  he 
attempleu  tC  t??  explained  on  the  ground 
of  the  religion  of'tiib  people.     Some  few 
people,  perhaps,  believed  th^^^  I  ^"^  *^Q 
mof*t  of  those  who  made  the  statement 
did  not  believe  it.     As  a  matter  ^  ^^^^* 
it  was  not  true;  but  even  if  it  had  \^^> 
that  explanation  waa  not  available  ^ 
this  case,  for  the  people  involved  in  thl 
Skye  disturbances — ^the  extent  of  which 
had  been  greatly  exaggerated  for  speci6o 
purposes    by  interested   peraons — were 
good,  substantial,   sober   Presbyterians. 
They  were  not  open  to  the  charge  so 
fttlaely  made  against  the  Irish  people. 
A  Member  of  the  Government,  the  other 
day,  at  the  opening  of  the  Liberal  Club,  j 
said  that  he  hoped  words  of  warning 
addressed  to  the  House  of  Lords  would 
not  be  regarded  as  a  menace  ;  but  ia 
this  case  the  Home  Secretary  treated  the 
words   of  warning  as   a  menace.      In-* 
deed,  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman indulged  in  many  phrases  which 
were  so   simple  that  they  might  haval 
been  taken  from  any  penny  copy-book. 
Questions  on  this  gubjeot  had  been  ad- 
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dreoBed  by  himfielf  and  others  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ;  but 
all  the  answer  they  oould  get  was  a  state- 
ment of  principles  which  were  easy  to 
arcept.  He  readily  accepted  the  prin- 
ciple that  law  and  order  should  be  maiii- 
tained ;  but  there  was  another  propoei- 
tion  which  should  be  put  ou  a  level  with 
that,  if  not  before  it,  and  that  was,  that 
law  and  order  ehouM  ooiucide  with  jue- 
tioe  and  right.  That  was  not  the  caae 
here.  The  Home  Secretary  eaid  on 
Tuesday  that  the  Question  put  to  him 
invited  him  to  express  an  opinion  that 
there  was  eome  palliation  or  justification 
on  the  part  of  these  men  for  their  de- 
fianoo  of  the  law,  and  that  he  could  not 
do  so,  inasmuch  as  he  thought  these 
proceedings  were  entirely  without  justi- 
fication or  extenuation.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  added  that  if 
there  were  grievances— putting  it  as  a 
doubtful  matter — there  were  other  means 
for  remedying  them.  Thereupon  he 
(Mr.  Macfarlane)  invited  him  to  men- 
tion a  single  instance  in  which  the  Civil 
Law  had  been  defied  in  the  locality  in 
question  ;  and  all  he  could  get  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  vague  state- 
ment about  tbe  gonoral  defiance  of  the 
law.  Commenting  on  what  then  passod, 
Th&  Times  of  the  following  day  recalled 
the  fact  that  the  Boyal  Commission  had 
not  only  begun,  but  finished  its  labours, 
and  that  its  Report  had  been  for  months 
before  the  world,  and  said  that,  while 
having  regard  to  theFranchise  Bill,  legis- 
lation could  not  have  been  fairly  looked 
for,  and  those  interested  in  the  question 
might  be  excused  for  declining  to  be 
satisfied  with  vaguti  official  assurances 
that  the  matter  was  receiving  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government.  In  regard  to 
the  assumption  of  the  Home  Secretary 
that  there  was  no  justification  on  the 
part  of  the  8kye  crofters,  he  thought 
that  those  who  looked  into  tbe  matter 
would  find  tbat  there  was  very  consider- 
able justification.  He  had  in  his  hands 
the  letter  of  a  correspondent  of  a  Glas- 
gow newspaper,  of  the  1 0th  instant,  de- 
scribing the  coudirion  of  the  tenants 
where  the  disturbances  had  arisen.  The 
writer  said  that  Major  Fraser  was  not 
long  in  possession  of  his  estate  when 
he  believed  in  the  large  sheep-farming 
system ;  and,  of  course,  the  crofters, 
with  their  small  holdings,  were  looked 
on  as  in  the  way,  and  were  treated  ac- 
cordingly— townehips,  in  many  instances, 


being  altogether  deprived  of  their  pas- 
tures.    Along  with  this,  the  rents  were 
raised   considerably,   and   a   few   years 
afterwards  were  raised  again,  while  in 
1879   or  1880  the  rents  were  doubled. 
This  last  rise  was  considered  a  special 
hardship,   as   it   took    eflfect   at  a   timo 
when   the  price  of  live  stock  fell  very 
low,  and  when  most  of  the  crops,  which 
had  been  partially  e©ciu*ed,  were  blown 
into   the   sea.     When  these  fac^s  were 
brought  before  the  factor  and  the  land- 
lord as  an  argument  against  the  increase 
of  rents,  the  factor  told  the  crofters  that 
this  was  one  of  the  risks  which  they  had 
to  calculate  in  taking  land.  The  increase 
ranged  from  200  to  300  per  cent.     In  • 
1871  the  Major's  rental  was  jC6.250,  and 
in  1881   it  was  £7,486,  showing  an  in- 
crease  of  £1,236,     The  people  were  not 
consulted  in  the  raising  of  the  rents,  but 
were  simply  told  that  the  rent  would  be 
BO-and-so;  and  if  they  were  agreeable 
good  and  well ;  and  if  not   they  must 
clear  out  as  quickly  as  possible.     This 
was  only  the  testimony  of  a  newspaper 
correspondent;  but  he  could  also  refer 
to  an  authority  that  he  thought  would 
not  be  questioned — that  of  a  minister  of 
religion  in  the  locality,  the  Bev.  Donald 
M'Phail,  Free  Church  minister  at  lul- 
muir.  This  rev.  gentleman  was  far  from 
being  a  partizan,  and,  indeed,  was  in^ 
very  bad  odour  with  the  crofters  on  ac- 
count of  some  dispute  that  had  taken' 
place  during  these  disturbauces.     Thia 
gentleman  stated  that  he  was  a  personal 
friend  of  Major  Fraser,  and  that  since 
the  Major  came  into  possession  of  the 
estate  the  Free  Church  community  had 
enjoyed  far  more  freedom  than  existed 
before,    lie  had  been  a  minister  in  Skye 
for  30  years,  and  10  years  atKUniuir; 
and  he  expressed  the  fear  that,  in  the 
present  circumstances  and  mood  of  the 
population  of  the  Island,  a  little  more 
strain  and  a  little  more  agitation  would 
soon  land  them  in  a  state  of  wild  con- 
fusion.    He  went  on  to  say  that  he  had 
observed  a  gradual  sinking  of  the  people 
into  deeper  poverty  during  the  last  10 
years,    and    that   they   were    becoming 
yearly  less  able  to  pay  their  way,  and 
more  displeased  with  their  circumstances. 
This  gentleman  stated  that  the  takinfl 
of  the  hill  pasture  from  the  crofters  hao 
greatly  added  to  their  discomfort,  and4 
said  that   if  things   remained    as  theyJ 
were,  there  seemed  to  be  no  remedy  foi 
this  gradual  sinking  of  the  people  8xce|i 
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by  their  dying  out.  The  official  table  of 
the  Buiuber  of  decrees  of  removing  from 
holdings  in  the  laland  of  8kye  between 
1840  and  1883  inclusive  showed  them  to 
have  aflfected  6,960  familiea.  Taking 
each  family  at  five  persons,  a  total  of 
84,800  persons  had  been  affected  by 
these  decreea  of  removal,  and  this  at  a 
cost  to  them  of  £3,480,  The  gentleman 
who  was  factor  in  Skye  described  how 
necessary  these  notices  were  in  order  to 
obtain  rent,  and  in  the  management  of 
an  improving  estate.  In  these  43  years 
the  number  of  summonses  of  removing 
amounted  to  very  nearly  twice  the  whole 
population  of  Skye.  It  had  never  been 
stated — at  least,  he  had  not  heard  it  so 
stated — that  these  people  were  unwilling 
to  pay  rent ;  and  if  it  was  necessaiy  to 
issue  these  summonses  of  removal  so 
often,  it  followed  that  the  people  were 
unable  to  pay  their  rent.  He  inferred 
from  that  that  the  rent  was  more  than 
it  was  posfiible  for  them  to  earn.  If 
anyone  would  just  go  down  to  the 
Western  Isles,  and  look  at  the  place, 
they  would  see,  what  everybody  there 
knew,  that  the  rents  were  paid  from  the 
fishing,  and  not  from  the  holdings.  He 
aeked  hon.  Members  to  consider  what 
that  meant  to  the  people  of  Skye,  and 
to  consider  what  waa  the  state  of  the 
Land  Laws  under  which  it  oould  take 
place,  that  there  should  be  notice  to  quit 
to  the  whole  population  twice  over  in 
40  years  1*  In  regard  to  the  Isliand  of 
Lewis,  he  had  the  statement  to  the 
Crofters'  Commission  of  the  Free  Church 
clergyman  of  one  of  the  pariah es — a 
gentleman  who  was  born  in  Lewis,  and 
whose  recollection  of  the  Island  went 
back  for  70  years.  The  clergyman,  in 
his  statement,  contrasted  the  present 
state  of  the  population  with  their  state 
60  years  ago.  Then  the  people  were  in 
a  condition  of  comparative  comfort,  with 
ample  land  and  hill  pasture,  whereas 
now  poverty  and  want  largely  predomi- 
nated. Increase  of  population  oould  not 
be  the  cause  of  the  immense  difference 
in  the  condition  of  the  people.  The  pre- 
sent population  of  3,489  was  only  448 
more  than  it  was  60  years  ago.  This 
was  so,  in  the  face  of  the  large  increase 
of  the  value  of  the  fishing  industry  ainne 
1631.  How,  then,  arose  the  unfavour* 
able  condition  of  the  people  now  ?  It 
arose  from  large  reaches  of  pasture  land 
being  taken  from  them  and  put  into 
sheep  walks  and  deer  forests.     That  was 
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done  without  a  decrease  in  the  rent  t>t 
the  crofters,  and  with,  in  some  casesp  ani 
increase.      The  rev.    gentleman,  in  hii'^ 
st^itement,  also  described  the  evils  re- 
sulting from  absentee  landlords,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  large  sum  of  money  spent 
by  the  late  Sir  James  Matheson  in  th#^ 
Island.   Much  of  the  sums,  it  was  stated, 
had   been   spent   in   mere  experimenta,i 
which  would  lead  to  no  permanent  good;^ 
Had  part  of  the  money  so  spent  been ' 
applied  to  the  improvement  of  the  crof- 
ters' dwellings,  and  in  making  piers  and 
harbours  for  the  development  of  the  fish- 
ing industry,  the  result  would  have  been 
that  the  welfare   of   the   people  would 
have  been  very  different  from   what  it 
was.     The  whole  ten  our  of  the  manage- 
ment, they  were  further  told,  had  been 
rather  to  discourage  than  encourage  the 
crofters.     Were  it  not   for  the  lishingf^ 
the  crofter  population  could  not  subsist.' 
The  soil  in  possession  of  the  large  far- 
mers was  by  far  the  best  in  Lewis.     It . 
was  taken  from  the  crofters  and  given 
to  these  large  farmers.     This  was  donfltl 
without  the    crofters    having   got   any 
compensation  or  consideration  for  what 
they  had  done  to  improve  it.     So  much 
for  the  statement  of  this  Lewis  gentle- 
man ;  and   he   thought   he  had  quotedtl 
enough  to  show  that  these  people  had  a 
grievance.     The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  had 
told  them  that  if  they  had  grievances 
there   were    other  ways    of  redressing 
them.     He   should   like  to  know  what 
ways  there  were  except  agitation  ?     He 
knew   of  no  law  in   this,  or  any  other 
country,  that   had  ever  been  remedied^ 
except  by  agitation.     But  the  right  hon^l 
and  learned  Gentleman  said — **  Yes,  but! 
not  by  breaking  the  law ;  **  and  h©  alsoi^ 
said  so.     He  had  no  wish  that  the  law 
should  be  broken ;    and  he  hoped  tha 
Home  Secretary  would   to-night    makol 
such   a   statement   as    to   the   intendedr 
action  of  the  Government  as  would  give 
no  further  excuse  for  opposition  to  the 
law.     He    hoped    the    right    hon.   and 
learned  Gentleman  would  make  such  a 
statement    as    would    disarm    violence. 
The  people  had  been  holding  out  their 
hands  praying  for  redress,  but  could  get 
none.     It  was  stated  by  the  Government 
that  the  subject  was  under  consideration  ; 
hut  no    time  was  indicated  when    th^ 
people  might  expect  to  obtain  redrees. 
They  never  asked,  nor  desired,  nor  ex» 
peoted  that  the  Gov  eminent  would  bring 
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m  a  Land  Bill  for  Scotland  during  this 
Autumn  Session;  but  he  wanted  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to 
give  an  assurance  which  would  satisfy 
the  people  that  something  was  going  to 
be  done  when  the  Gorernment  had  time 
to  do  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  **  Am  I  to  yield  to  violence?'*  or. 
at  all  events,  he  indicated  something  of 
that  kind.  The  violence  which  had  oc- 
curred would  not,  he  hoped,  be  put 
forward  as  an  excuse  for  any  delay  in 
this  matter  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  He  did  not  wish  to  mini- 
mize the  difficulty  of  dealing  with  this 
question ;  but  a  beginning  would  have 
to  be  made,  and  the  sooner  it  was  made 
the  better.  That  there  was  a  necessity 
for  remedy  he  could  quote  many  other 
authorities  to  show;  but  he  had  only 
taken  two  samples  dealing  with  the 
Islands  of  Skye  and  Lewis^  and  they 
confirmed  him  in  his  opinion  that  there 
was  an  absolute  necessity  for  a  change 
in  the  Land  Laws  of  Scotland.  That 
that  was  so  was  asserted  by  the  Com- 
mission of  the  Government,  It  was 
asserted  by  public  opinion.  The  Go- 
vernment themselves  had  admitted  it, 
yet  nothing  was  done.  He  wanted  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man whether  he  could  see  his  way  to 
make  a  statement  that  when  the  Fran- 
ohiee  Bill  and  the  other  measure  inti- 
mately connected  with  it  were  disposed 
of,  he  would  deal  with  this  question 
seriously?  If  the  House  should  pass 
hie  Resolution,  it  would  be  accepted  by 
these  people  as  a  promissory  note.  The 
Home  Secretary  could  not  give  them  a 
note  payable  on  demand ;  but  perhaps 
he  would  put  upon  it  eome  approach  to 
a  date  with  reference  to  the  time  when 
he  would  deal  with  this  question.  If  the 
right  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
do  that,  he  believed,  even  far  as  things 
had  gone,  the  turmoil  and  excitement 
in  the  Islands  of  Skye  and  Lewis  would 
quickly  subside,  because  unless  these 
were  peaceaWa  people  they  would  not 
have  remained  quiet  so  long.  He  wished 
hon.  Members  could  go  down  and  see 
for  themselves  the  condition  in  which 
these  people  lived.  They  were  huddled 
together  in  dwellings  resembling  pig* 
sties,  they  were  half  suffocated  with 
emoke,  and  they  were  covered  with  dirt. 
Dukes  and  Earls  and  great  landlords 
seemed  to  think  that  these  people  were 
kept  there  by  some  law  which  could  not 


be  changed,  and  that  the  people  were 
fore-ordained  to  live  in  these  places. 
Why,  English  gentlemen  would  be 
ashamed  to  see  their  dogs  in  such  places. 
Highland  chiefs  and  Highland  lairds 
maile  good  use  of  these  people  when- 
ever they  wanted  them  to  sssist  in 
robbiog  others ;  but  as  soon  as  that  game 
was  at  an  end  the  people  were  cast  oflF, 
and  thoso  who  fought  for  and  bled  for 
the  chiefs  and  lairds,  fools  as  they  were, 
were  cast  aside  to  live  as  best  they  could. 
Many  of  the  lairds  were  so  ashamed 
that  they  had  not  the  face  to  live  among 
these  people,  but  left  behind  them  some 
hireling  to  screw  out  of  these  poor 
people  every  farthing  which  could  be 
got.  The  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by 
moving  the  Eesolution  which  stood  in 
his  name. 

Me.  FRASEH-MACKINTOSH  said, 
he  had  great  pleasure  in  seconding  the 
Eesolution,  The  question  divided  itself 
into  two  parts— one  the  present  condition 
of  Skye,  and  the  other  as  to  the  question 
generally.  He  hoped  he  might  be  al- 
lowed to  make  special  reference  to  the 
state  of  Skye  at  the  present  moment. 
It  had  been  said  the  Motion  was  in  the 
nature  of  censure  upon  the  Government. 
He  did  not  think  eo;  and  if  he  had 
thought  so  he  would  not  be  in  the  posi* 
tion  of  seconding  it.  He  though t^  on 
the  contrary,  the  Government  would  be 
only  too  glad  of  the  opportunity  of 
satisfying  not  only  the  Highlanders,  but 
the  civilized  world,  that  tbe  circum- 
stances of  Skye  were  such  as  required 
the  placing  among  a  lot  of  inoll'ensive 
people  armed  soldiers  and  sailors.  They 
knew  nothing  of  the  grounds  which  had 
prompted  the  Government  to  accede  to 
the  request  of  the  Local  Authorities  to 
send  an  armed  force.  All  they  knew  was 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  County  of 
Inverness  (Mr.  D,  Cameron)  placed  on  the 
Paper,  on  the  shortest  Notice,  a  Question 
last  week,  in  which  he  asked  the  Home 
Secretary  whether  he  had  received  inti- 
mation that  there  were  movements  in 
Skye  of  a  lawless  character,  and  what 
the  Government  intended  to  do  ?  Next 
night  the  Home  Secretary  made  a  state* 
ment  that  be  had  received  intimation  of 
lawlessness,  and  that  the  Government 
were  prepared  to  take  measures  to  sup- 
port the  law.  As  soon  as  he  (Mr.  Fraser- 
Mftckintosh)  had  an  opportunity  he  put 
a  Uuestion  to  the  Home  Secretary,  ask* 
ing  for  the  communications  which  the 
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Local  Authorities  liad  sent  requesting 
an  armed  force,  and  also  the  reply  of 
the  Governnient  agreeing  to  such  a  pro- 
posal. What  was  the  answer  he  re- 
ceived? The  Home  Secretary  made  a 
very  citII  reply ;  but  it  was  one  which 
put  him  for  the  time  being  entirely  out  of 
court.  Tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
as  negotiationa  were  going  on  he  could 
Dot  give  any  information ;  but  the  infor- 
mation, to  be  of  any  U8e,  ought  to  have 
been  given  at  once,  so  that  they  might 
know  what  they  were  about.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  thought  they 
were  entitled  to  look  with  some  auepicion 
on  the  application  made  by  the  Local 
Authoritiee.  Who  were  the  Local  Au- 
thorities who  made  this  demand  ?  They 
were  a  self-elected  body.  They  had  no 
shadow  of  popular  representation,  and 
they  had  no  responsibility  whatever. 
Tbe  Oommissionersof  Supply — landlords 
of  £100  value  and  upwards — were  the 
ruling  body  in  the  county.  They  num- 
bered about  100,  and  yearly  devolved 
their  duties  on  a  Police  Committee^  which 
consisted  of  about  12  members.  These  12 
members  had  the  whole  authority  of 
the  county.  They  could  do  as  they 
thought  proper ;  but  they  had  no  reapon- 
iibihty  whatever,  unles^a  euch  as  was 
due  to  supervision  by  the  Home  Secre- 
tary or  the  Lord  Advocate.  Who 
were  the  officials  wbo  took  part  in 
this  state  of  matters?  The  8heritf  and 
the  Procurators  Fiscal.  The  Sheriff  was 
non-resident,  and  oould  know  very  little 
of  what  was  going  on.  And  who  was  the 
Procurator  Fiscal  ?  Well,  in  the  case 
of  Inverness  County,  although  he  was  a 
gentleman  for  whom  he  had  great  re- 
spect, by  that  unhappy  state  of  matters, 
whereby  such  officials  were  allowed  to 
take  other  businees,  this  gentleman  held 
the  position  of  agent  for  a  great  number 
of  landlords  in  Inverness  County.  He 
believed  he  was  not  wrong  in  stating 
that  in  the  Police  Committee  tbe  Pro- 
curator Fiscal  was  agent  for  one-third 
or  one- fourth  of  the  members  of  the 
Committee.  He  had  not  the  slightest 
fault  to  find  with  tbe  Procurator  Fiscal 
for  the  county  of  Inverness;  but  the 
public  might  come  to  the  conclusion, 
rightly  or  wrongly^  that  his  interests 
were  to  some  extent  mired  up  with  the 
landlords'  and  proprietors'.  There  was 
another  under  Procurator  Fiscal  in  the 
Island  of  Skye.  He  was  not,  so  far  as 
he   understood,   agent  for  any   landed 
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proprietors ;  but,  unfortunately,  he  wa« 
also  in  the  unhappy  position  of  noi' 
being  paid  by  salary,  but  by  busineas 
done ;  and  it  waa  inevitable  there  might 
be  a  tendency  to  think  that  cases  might 
be  trumped  up  which  would  not  be  if 
the  Procurator  Fiscal  were  an  indepen- 
dent man,  paid  by  fixed  salary.  In 
looking  over  the  official  statistics  for  the 
county  of  Invernees  for  1883,  lie  ob- 
served a  very  significant  fact  with  re- 
gard to  the  number  of  people  appre- 
hended. There  were  apprehended  and 
taken  up  on  criminal  charges  in  that 
year  384  people.  Of  these,  there  wei 
not  tried,  42  ;  acquitted,  53  ;  undisposi 
of  at  the  end  of  the  year.  4  ;  convictec^j 
285.  What  was  the  result  ?  Of  all  tb^ 
people  apprehended  in  the  county  of 
Inverness  during  the  year  1883,  20  per 
cent  were  not  tried  at  all,  or  were 
acquitted.  He  was  afraid  they  could 
come  to  no  other  conclusion  than  that 
there  were  mischievous  efforts  to  trump 
up  cases.  With  regard  to  the  general 
question,  as  far  as  he  knew,  all  that 
the  people  of  Kilmuir  did  was  to  turn 
back  10  policemen  sent  from  InvemesQ^H 
— for  what  purpose  ?  Not  to  keep  order, ^^B 
for  there  bad  been  no  disorder.  The  ^^ 
people  had  met,  as  they  had  every  right 
to  do,  to  diaouas  the  conduct  of  certain 
individuals  who  had  given  evidence  be- 
fore the  Commission  ;  and  really,  if  they 
did  use  some  etrong  language  with  re- 
gard to  those  individuals,  he  thought  it 
not  altogether  unjuetiOable.  A  cer- 
tain individual  named  Urquhart  wi 
at  this  moment  in  possession  of  th 
lands  of  43  crofters,  containing  more 
than  150  souls;  and  the  consequent 
shif tings,  removals,  and  evictions  bad 
taken  place  from  these  lands  within  the 
last  30  years,  Oould  it  be  supposed 
that  the  people  had  no  feelings  on  this 
matter?  He  did  not  justify  anything 
that  was  illegal ;  but  he  felt  that  a 
great  deal  could  be  said  for  his  fellow- 
countrymen  in  their  unfortunate  position. 
With  regard  to  this  very  property,  it 
was  weU  known  that  the  rental  of  the 
crofters  had  been  increased  three  times 
over  within  the  last  30  years,  and  thflj^H 
proprietor  had  been  obliged  to  reduoe^^H 
or  temporarily  abate  the  crofters*  rents, 
by  nearly  20  per  cent.  He  was  in 
great  hopes  that  the  Home  Secretary 
or  the  Lord  Advocate  would  be  able  to 
make  a  satisfactory  statement  on  this 
question.     The  words  of  the  Besolutioa 
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of  his  hon.  Friend  were  written  by  tht^ 
noble  Chairnian  of  the  Commission 
(Lord  Napier  and  Ettrick)^  after  a  great 
deal  of  thought  and  consideration.  They 
knew  that  certain  expectations  were 
raised  by  the  issue  of  the  Commission, 
and  by  the  evidence  taken  before  it; 
but  they  were  afraid  that,  like  many 
other  Commissions,  nothing  would  come 
of  it^  and  that  the  end  might  be  worse 
than  the  beginning.  Therefore,  they 
put  these  pregnant  words  into  their  Re- 
port in  order  to  warn  the  Go^rernment  of 
what  was  likely  to  take  place^  and  that 
a  police  foroe^  which  might  be  necessary 
in  certain  contingencies,  would  be  of  no 
use  in  a  permanent  settlement  of  the 
question,  unless  beneficial  legislation 
were  adopted.  One  of  the  chief  griev- 
ances of  the  orofters  was  that  they  had 
not  Btiffioient  land,  although  there  was 
plenty  of  land  for  them  if  it  were  pro- 
perly distributed.  A  factor  of  the  Duke 
of  Sutherland  had  told  him  that  in  parts 
of  Sutherland  shire  they  would  not  be  right 
unless  the  population  were  diminished  by 
one-half*  When  it  was  known  that  there 
were  in  that  county  nearly  1/250,000 
acres,  with  but  23,000  people,  the  ab- 
surdity of  this  was  evident.  There  were 
aplendid  glens  and  straths  in  the  High- 
lands which  at  one  time  were  undercut 
tiviition,  and  which  might  profitably  be 
given  to  the  people.  The  same  state  of 
things  existed  in  Skye  and  the  Long 
Island,  But  there  were  other  matters  to 
complain  of.  Onewasthe  question  of  deer 
forests.  When  this  subject  was  before 
the  House  last  Session,  he  made  some 
observations  with  regard  to  deer  forests. 
In  order  to  have  a  unanimous  Report  of 
the  Commission  on  the  subject^  he  had 
agreed  not  to  interfere  with  the  existing 
deer  forests.  But  with  new  forests  the 
Commission  were  unanimous.  But  had 
the  formation  of  deer  forests  come  to  an 
end  ?  In  the  last  debate  he  had  pointed 
to  a  property  of  20,000  acres  on  the 
West  Coast  of  Inverness.  It  was  then  a 
sheep  farm,  running  down  to  the  sea,  and 
it  had  been  advertised  for  sate  as  a  proper 
subject  for  a  deer  forest.  That  was  bad 
enough ;  but  not  far  from  that  locality 
there  was  another  large  farm  now  in  pro- 
cess of  being  afforested,  great  part  of 
which  ran  down  to  the  sea.  This  was 
running  directly  against  the  indications 
of  the  Commission  that  no  new  forests 
should  be  made,  at  least  under  a  cer- 
tain  altitude.      Who  was  the  person 


who  was  running  in  the  teeth  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  Hoyal  Commis- 
sion ?  No  less  a  person  than  Her 
Majesty's  Representative  for  the  county 
of  Invernesa.  The  evils  of  doer  forests 
were  becoming  intolerable.  The  largest 
deer  forest  in  Scotland,  covering  nearly 
200,000  acres,  was  occupied  by  one  man  ; 
and  he  at  this  moment  had  actually 
taken  out  a  process  of  interdict  against 
a  poor  man  living  on  the  shores  of  Loch 
Duich,  because  a  pet  lamb  had  strayed 
60  yards  into  the  forest.  Was  not  tbat 
intolerable  ?  He  had  made  these  obser- 
vations in  no  hostile  spirit  towards  the 
Government ;  but  he  would  not  have 
acted  on  the  Commission,  and  would 
have  considered  he  was  appointed  under 
false  pretences,  unless  he  had  been 
satisfied  that  the  Government  were  in 
earnest  in  their  desire  to  rectify  those 
matters  which  were  complained  of  in 
the  Highlands.  In  that  view,  he  hoped 
the  discussion  to-night  would  strengthen 
the  hands  of  the  Government,  and  not 
be  one  of  which  they  would  have  any 
reason  to  &nd  fault. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end  of 
the  QueBtion,  in  order  to  add  the  words  **in  the 
opinioD  of  tbia  Hetiflei  it  U  the  duty  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gi>Temmcnt  to  give  effect  to  the  re- 
commendationa  of  the  Royal  Commiasion  upoa 
the  condition  of  the  croftera  and  eottars  in  the 
Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland^  or  to  apply 
auch  other  remedies  aa  they  deem  adFisaDle  ; 
and  that  this  House  Gonours  in  the  opinion  ex- 
pressed hy  the  Royal  Cotnrais^ion  at  i>a^e  110 
of  its  Report,  that  *  The  mere  vindication  of 
authority  and  repression  of  resistance  would 
not  eetablish  the  relations  of  mutual  confidence 
between  landlord  and  tenant^  in  the  absence  of 
which  the  country  would  not  be  truly  at  peace, 
and  all  our  inquiries  and  counBols*  would  he 
expended  in  vain,'  "— (ifr»  Macfarlam^) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  worda 
proposed  to  be  left  out  atand  part  of  the 
Quobtion*" 

Sir  WILLIAM  HABOOURT  i  I  have 

no  doubt  that  many  Members  of  this 
House  wish  to  express  their  opinion  on 
this  subject.  At  the  same  time,  I  hare 
no  doubt  it  may  be  convenient  that  at 
an  early  period  I  should  make  the  ob- 
servations on  behalf  of  the  Government 
that  I  have  to  make  on  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member.  I  have  no  ground 
to  complain  in  any  way  of  the  epeeobes 
that  hare  been  made  by  the  Mover  and 
Seconder  of  this  Motion,  or  of  the  spirit 
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and  terms  of  the  Motion  itself,  in  which 
I  generally  concur.  There  is  only  one 
thing  that  I  would  desire  to  explain  with 
reference  to  what  the  hon.  Member  who 
made  this  Motion  has  said  of  the  expres- 
sion I  used,  that  the  violations  of  the 
law  had  no  justification  or  extenuation. 
Perhaps  I  should  have  been  more  accu- 
rate if  I  had  confined  myself  to  the  first 
word,  and  said  they  had  no  justification, 
because  the  word  extenuation  is  a  word 
of  more  doubtful  meaning.  With  re- 
ference to  the  whole  of  this  question,  all 
that  I  can  say  is,  that  I  stand  in  a  rather 
dififerent  and  a  more  difficult  position 
with  reference  to  it  than  either  of  the 
hon.  Members  who  have  addressed  the 
House.  With  the  official  reroonsibility 
that  I  have  in  this  matter,  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  the  House  will  feel  that  I  am 
not  free  to  say  all  that  I  think,  because 
I  must  exercise  a  certain  amount  of  re- 
serve. But  I  think  I  am  not  acting  in- 
consistently with  my  duty  in  this  matter 
in  saying  what  is  known  to  the  hon. 
Member  who  made  this  Motion,  that  the 
persons  on  whose  behalf  he  speaks  have 
long  had  my  deep  personal  sympathy.  I 
know  these  West  Highlands  well.  I 
doubt  whether  there  is  anybody  in  the 
House  who  knows  Skye  better  than  I 
do.  I  have  spent  mv  leisure  time  for 
nearly  20  years  mostly  upon  its  shores 
and  its  bays ;  and  all  I  can  say  is,  that  I 
have  a  deep  sympathy  and  regard— I 
might  almobt  use  stronger  terms — for 
the  people  who  inhabit  them.  They  are 
a  people  distinguished  remarkably,  as  I 
think  I  once  observed  before  at  Glas- 
gow, by  a  mildness  of  character  which 
seems  to  belong  to  the  climate  in  which 
they  live.  They  have  a  high-bred  cour- 
tesy in  their  demeanour;  they  have  a 
kindliness  towards  all  who  have  dealings 
with  them  that  is  singularly  attractive. 
I,  for  one,  therefore,  approach  this  ques- 
tion certainly  not  in  any  spirit  of  harsh- 
ness or  of  rigour.  All  I  can  say  is,  that 
though  there  are  painful  duties  con- 
nected frequently  with  the  Office  which 
I  hold,  I  have  never  exercised  a  duty 
which  I  considered  incumbent  upon  me 
with  more  i>ersonal  regret  than  when  I 
felt  myself  under  the  obligation  to  send 
a  force  to  support  the  Local  Authority  in 
that  part  of  the  country.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  has  just  sat  down — ^though  I  do 
not  think  the  hon.  Member  who  made 
the  Motion  took  that  view  of  the  sub- 
jeot — seemed  to  question  whether  there 
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had  been  any  diaturbanoe  in  Skyeat  i 
and  whether  there  was  any  oeoasion  : 
the  interference  of  the  Government. 
anybody  who  has  read  the  reports  in  1 
public  Press,  I  should  have  though 
was  almost  unnecessary  to  offer  any  c 
dence  on  that  subject.  What  took  pi 
was  this — A  certain  condition  of  thii 
existed  in  Skye  in  which  individu 
were  menaced  in  the  pursuits  of  ordini 
life — a  condition  of  thin^  of  which 
recent  times  we  have  unfortunately  \h 
too  familiar.  I  will  not  go  into  many 
the  details  of  P^tty  outrc^es  whioh  I 
taken  place.  The  hon.  Membcor  who  1 
just  spoken  referred  to  a  case  which  I 
to  a  small  force  of  police  being  sent 
Skye,  where  it  was  intimated  at  a  me 
infc  of  the  orofters  that  three  indi 
duals — I  abstain  from  mentioning  nan: 
— were  to  be  forcibly  carried  to  t 
meeting  to  demand  explanations  of  th< 
conduct — I  think  there  is  no  nutn  in  t] 
House  who  will  justify  such  a  prooeedii 
as  that — whereupon  the  Police  Comm 
sioners  thought  it  necessary  to  strength 
the  Police  Force  in  Skye.  That  is 
thing  entirely  within  the  competence 
such  an  authority ;  and  I  should  be  e 
tremely  suprised  if  in  any  part  of  Lond( 
I  was  informed  that  there  was  a  certa 
district  requiring  a  larger  Police  For 
my  rights  to  increase  that  force  we 
questioned.  What  happened?  Tl 
extra  police — I  think  tnere  were  a 
men — were  sent  to  give  protection  to  tl 
people  in  Skye.  As  soon  as  they  arrivi 
at  Portree,  a  large  number  of  peop 
used  certainly  very  violent  proceeding 
turned  them  back,  and  said  they  wou 
not  allow  them  to  come  into  the  countr 
Now,  I  think  there  is  no  man  who  w] 
not  admit  that  that  is  a  condition  < 
things  which  it  is  impossible  to  tolerat 
Well,  the  information  that  reached  i 
was,  that  there  was  a  special  animosii 
there  against  the  police.  That,  to  n 
mind,  is  a  very  grave  symptom  indee< 
It  is  a  symptom  which  deserves^  I  ym 
ture  to  say,  the  attention  of  all  dasses  i 
the  community,  and  of  the  proprietor 
quite  as  much  as  any  other  class ;  \m 
cause  I  am  the  first  to  state  and  to  fe< 
that  the  employment  of  the  Naval  i 
Military  Forces  of  the  Crown  in  keepio 
peace  in  this  countiy,  or  in  any  way  ai( 
mg  the  civil  authority,  is  in  itself  an  in 
mense  evil.  It  is  one  to  whioh  I  ai 
most  reluctant  to  resort,  and  nerer  wool 
do  so  unless  I  was  convinced  that  it  ws 
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absolutely  ne<?e8sary.  The  preservation 
of  peace,  and  the  exercise  of  the  civil 
authority,  ought  to  be  carried  out  by 
the  Civil  Force^  which  is  the  police  ;  and 
happily  in  this  country,  although  cases 
do  oooaeionaliy  occur  where  the  police, 
not  being  enfficient,  military  support  has 
to  be  given  to  the  police,  I  take  it  to  be 
a  maxim,  subject  to  very  few  exceptional 
that  the  Mifitary  and  Naval  Torces 
ought  never^  if  it  can  possibly  be 
avoided,  to  be  used  for  that  purpose* 
And,  accordingly,  when  a  few  years  ago 
there  were  disturbances  in  Skye,  and  I 
was  pressed  by  the  Local  Authorities  to 
send  military  there,  I  told  them  of  my 
reluctance,  and  declined.  I  am  speaking 
in  the  presence  of  ray  hon.  Fnend,  if  he 
will  allow  me  to  call  him  so,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Inverness-shire  (Mr.  D.  Cameron), 
whose  counsel  I  naturally  sought  upon 
a  question  of  that  character  j  and  he 
agreed  with  me  that  that  ought  to  be 
postponed  to  the  latest  possible  mo- 
moDt,  Accordingly,  the  military  were 
not  sent  to  Skye  two  years  ago.  I  con- 
fess it  was  with  the  greatest  reluctance 
that  I  came  to  the  conviction  that  if  this 
were  left  to  the  police  alone  there  would 
be  such  a  powerful  and  violent  resistance 
as  would  probably  lead  to  a  very  dan- 
gerous breach  of  the  peace ;  and  I  be- 
lieve that  is  the  opinion  of  every  man 
acquainted  with  that  district  of  Scotland, 
Well,  under  these  circumstances,  I  came 
to  the  conclusion  that,  upon  such  an  oo* 
casion  as  that,  to  exhibit  weakness  was 
no  kindness  to  the  people  of  Skye ;  aud, 
thinking  it  necessary  that  order  should 
be  preserved,  it  was  essential  that  it 
should  be  preserved  in  a  manner  that 
did  not  invite  or  admit  of  conflict,  and  I 
thlok  that  was  at  once  a  humane  and  a 
prudent  view  to  take  of  the  case.  Now, 
at  the  same  time  that  I  speak  of  what 
occurred  in  16B2,  the  Government  showed 
that  they  were  not  insensible  to  the  con- 
sideration that  there  were  grievances  to 
be  redressed,  and  that  there  were  in- 
quiries to  be  made.  I  can  assure  my 
hon.  Friend  who  has  last  spoken  that 
when  I,  on  behalf  of  the  Govemmeotp 
appointed  the  Commission,  of  which  he 
was  BO  valuable  a  Member,  it  was  with 
the  fullest  intention  that  th«  Commission 
should  bear  practical  fruit.  Therefore, 
we  acted  in  that  respect  with  a  spirit 
that,  while  the  law  ought  to  be  sustained, 
at  the  same  time  every  grievance  that 
could  be  demonstrated  ought  also  to  be 


redressed.  Well,  now,  Sir,  there  has 
been  a  good  deal  of  exaggeration,  I 
think,  about  this  state  of  things.  There 
has  been  a  great  amount  of  sensational 
reports.  I  received  a  telegram  only 
yesterday,  which,  although  it  was  not 
very  complimentary  to  me,  and  was  very 
strongly  on  the  side  of  the  crofters,  I 
thought  contained  a  great  deal  of  good 
sense,  It  said — '*lf  it  were  not  for  the 
agitators  and  the  newspaper  reporters, 
we  should  get  on  very  well.'*  Of  course, 
there  is  a  habit  of  picking  up  every 
flying  rumour,  whether  it  is  well  founded 
or  not,  and  then  it  gets  into  print — and 
people  have  a  habit  of  believing  tliat 
everything  that  gets  into  print  is  the 
truth — ^and  the  result  is  that  a  great 
msny  unfounded  statements  receive  a 
credit  that  they  do  not  deserve.  But  I 
think  there  is  no  doubt— and  the  House 
wiU  take  this  from  me  without  ray  going 
into  great  detail — that  there  is  a  very 
serious  condition  of  things  existing  in 
Skye  and  the  We&t  Highlands  generally, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  will  be  in  the  leabt 
disputed  by  the  hon.  Member  who  has 
made  this  Motion.  Now,  I  say  alone 
this  hostility  towards  the  police,  this 
determination  not  to  show  to  them  that 
obedience  and  that  respect  for  law  and 
order  which  is  common  in  other  parta 
of  England  and  Scotland,  is  in  itself  a 
very  serious  symptom.  When  it  comes 
to  this,  that  in  some  parts  of  Skye  and 
the  Highlands  the  police  have  to  be  sent 
to  execute  the  ordinary  processes  of  the 
law,  that  is  in  itself  a  very  serious  con- 
dition of  things.  At  the  same  time,  I 
say  it  is  very  necessary  that  all  classea 
of  the  community — and  I  include  in  that 
the  Police  Committee  of  the  county  of 
Inverness  —  must  understand  that  the 
Government  cannot  undertake  to  aid  the 
police  permanently  by  military  force. 
And  a  state  of  tilings  must  be  established 
in  which  the  police  shall  be  able  to 
maintain  the  pubho  peace,  and  execute 
justice  within  their  own  territory.  The 
Government  make  it  clearly  understood 
that  in  giving  this  support  to  the  police 
it  is  as  a  subsidiary  force,  and  not  as  a 
principal  force,  in  the  execution  of  the 
law.  In  my  opinion,  nothing  can  bo 
greater  proof  that  there  is  something 
which  requires  a  remedy  than  when  you 
are  obliged  to  employ  a  military  force. 
Now,  I  join  with  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  made  this  Motion  in  the  hope  and 
the  belief  that  there  will  be  no  conflict 
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in  Skje.  There  is  one  pbrase  whioh  I 
am  sure  the  hoa*  Member  dropped  in 
the  heat  of  the  moment,  and  which  he 
would  not  wish  deliberately  to  repeat — 
that  the  Local  Authorities  or  anybody 
else  desired  to  provoke  a  eonfliot.  I  be- 
lieve that  is  a  statement  which  is  with- 
out foundation.  If  it  were  true,  it  would 
be  a  most  serious  state  of  matters,  I 
believe  nobody  desires  to  provoke  a  con- 
flict ;  but  there  are  persons  who  hare 
rendered,  in  my  opinion,  great  eervioea 
in  preventing  a  conflict,  whoee  influence 
I  ought  to  acknowledge,  and  they  are 
men  who,  from  their  profession,  were 
bound  to  exercise  such  a  duty— the  mi- 
nisters of  religion  in  Skye.  In  a  meeting 
which  took  place,  and  which  is  reported 
in  The  Scotiman  of  yesterday,  I  find,  first 
of  all,  the  Eev.  Mr,  Macdonald,  the  Free 
Church  minister  from  Inverness,  exer- 
cised his  influence  moat  beneficially  in 
advising  the  people  to  abstain  from  any 
breach  of  the  peace.  I  find  also  the 
gentleman  to  whom  the  hon.  Member 
for  Carlo w  (Mr.  Macfarlane)  has  re- 
ferred—the Rev.  Mr,  MThail,  of  the 
Free  Church  of  Kilmuir — used  his  in- 
fluence in  a  speech  which  he  made  on 
that  occasion  ;  and  I  have  also  read  a 
speech  from  the  Rev.  Mr.  Davidson,  of 
the  Established  Church  at  StenschoU^ 
one  of  the  disturbed  districts,  and  I  have 
a  telegram  from  him  to  say  that  he  was 
satisfied  that  the  people  would  be  tran- 
quil. I  will  ask  leave  to  read  the  obser* 
vations  which  he  made,  for  they  are 
short,  and  I  think  they  highly  deserve 
attention — 

*'  Hd  stilted  that  prior  to  kfs  heing  settled  at 
Stenscholl,  two  ana  ft-hall  years  ago,  there  waa 
not  a  iinglo  man  in  Skj^e  who  was  more  op- 
posed to  the  I^nd  League,  &nd  for  months  after 
entering  on  his  duties  aa  minister  of  the  district 
he  bad  but  little  belief  in  the  crofters'  griev- 
ances. He  soon,  however,  began  to  see  that 
the  state  of  matters  existing  in  that  pariah  wa« 
such  that  he  could  not  hut  sympathize  with  the 
people.  He  could  not  conflist«nUy  ask  the  people 
to  stop  their  agitation  to  secure  a  remedy  for 
their  grievances  ;  hut  he  solemnly  impressed 
upon  them  the  danger  of  offering  resistance  to 
the  police,  and  h ringing  themselves  under  the 
correction  of  the  law.  He  had  been  present  at 
some  of  their  meetings^  and  he  could  honestly 
■ay  that  the  apeechoB  were  moderate,  and  that 
the  busiDesa  was  conducted  in  the  most  orderly 
way.  Ho  was  fully  acquainted  with  the  men 
who  were  considered  the  lead«r«  of  the  move- 
ment, and  he  could  aay  that  they  were  among 
the  moat  Fespoctabl^  men  on  the  Kilmuir 
efltate/' 

I  think  that  atatement  is  a  moat  weighty 
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one,  and  one  whioh  is  extremely  worthy 
of  the  attention  of  the  proprietor  of  the 
Kilmuir  estate.  And,  Sir,  that  spirit  of 
conciliation  having  been  shown  on  the 
part  of  the  ministers  of  religion,  wh< 
has^e  sought  by  their  influence  to  alia; 
the  spirit  of  excitement  and  to  prereut 
conflict,  I  confess  it  was  with  very  deep 
regret  that  I  received  this  morning  a 
newspaper  which  was  forwarded  to  me 
—  The  Nairn*hir§  Tel^raph — reporting  a 
speech  of  Major  Fraser,  which  is  couched 
in  an  extremely  different  spirit.  He  says 
repressive  measures  will  be  required  to 
be  usedf  and  he  did  not  know  that  aiii^M 
other  week  would  elapse  before  theM^H 
would  be  used;  and  he  hoped,  when^H 
justice  was  done»  all  dissendons  would 
pass  away,  I  also  hope,  when  justice 
is  done,  dissensions  will  pass  away  ;  but 
I  hope  that  Major  Fraser  puts  the  same. 
construction  on  justice  that  I  do  in  tbe«d 
matters.  I  wish,  at  the  same  time,  to 
have  it  clearly  understood  that  this  force 
which  is  sent  to  support  the  police  is 
sent  for  the  preservation  of  the  public 
peace,  and  that  if  that  support  so  given 
to  the  police  were  to  be  used  for  the 
purpose  of  oppressive  measures,  which 
would  not  and  could  not  otherwise  be 
employed,  to  use  it  as  a  cloak  or  a 
shield  for  such  a  purpose  would  be  a 
gross  abuse  of  that  support.  It  is  not 
intended  to  cover  these  notices  of  re- 
moval of  which  we  have  heard — things 
which,  I  think,  are  deeply  to  be  re- 
gretted— notices  of  removal  which  are 
served,  not  for  the  purpose  of  being  en- 
forced, but  for  the  purpose  of  keeping 
up  a  condition — I  do  not  know  whether 
I  should  call  it  '*  suspension,*'  or  what- 
ever term  I  should  employ.  These  no- 
tices of  removal  seem  to  me  to  be  a 
soiirce  of  irritation  which  is  not  ta  be 
justified  at  alL  That  there  exists  in 
these  districts  extreme  poverty,  in  soma 
parts  borne  for  many  years  with  extra- 
ordinary patience,  I  think  everybody 
who  is  acquainted  with  those  districts 
must  be  aware.  There  is  one  subject  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlo w  re- 
ferred, in  some  of  the  evidence  that  be 
read,  in  which  I  very  much  agree  with 
him.  Some  people  say — **  Oh,  the  re- 
medy for  this  is  emigration/'  Well,  Sir, 
in  my  opinion,  emigration  is  a  very  poor 
remedy  indeed.  I  have  myself  no  sym- 
pathy with  a  policy  which  improved  a 
country  by  getting  rid  of  its  people.  To 
my  mind  that  is  the  policy  of  despair. 
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It  18  like  the  old  medical  treatment  of 
Satigrado,  who  cured  all  diseases  by 
blood-letting ;  but,  after  all,  blood  is 
the  life  of  the  body,  and  the  people  are 
the  life  of  the  country-  I,  at  all  events, 
do  not  accept  the  policy  of  making  a 
solitude  and  calling  it  political  economy. 
No  doubt  the  Scottish  are  people  who 
have  shown  great  qualities  for  emigra- 
tion. A  great  part  of  the  Empire  of 
England,  which  covers  every  sea,  is  due 
to  their  intelligence  and  to  their  energy. 
Under  Lord  Chatham  they  played  a 
great  part  in  the  conquest  of  Canada, 
and  they  still,  by  their  industry,  sup- 
port and  extend  the  greatness  of  that 
Colony,  The  history  of  Scotsmen  in 
India  is  famous,  and  in  New  Zealand, 
also,  there  is  a  Scottish  Colony  of  great 
prosperity  and  eminence.  But  that 
is,  or  ought  to  be^  in  my  opinion,  a 
voluntary  emigration.  I  am  entirely 
against  pressing  people  out  of  their  own 
country,  and,  least  of  all^  such  people  as 
the  West  Highlanders,  These  people 
are  remarkable — and  I  know  them  well 
— ^for  their  passionate  attachment  to  the 
soil  iipon  which  they  live.  I  have  my- 
self always  thought  that  those  beautiful 
lines  in  which  one  of  the  greatest 
masters  of  human  nature — Goldsmith — 
described  the  history  of  the  Swiss 
peasant  were  singularly  applicable  to  the 
Highlanders  of  the  West.  I  may  be 
permitted  to  remind  the  House  of  those 
lines — 

"  Dtar  11  the  iilied  to  which  his  loul  oon forms, 
And  dear  the  hill  which  lifta  Mm  to  the 

storms ; 
And  fti  B  cMldi  when  scaring  souDdi  molest, 
Olingi    cIo«f>    ADd    closer  to  his   mother's 

breast, 
So  the  loud  torrent  and  the  whirlwind*!  roar 
But  bind  him  to  his  native  mountains  more.'* 

I  believe  that  a  policy  which  is  founded 
upon  tearing  these  men  from  their  soil 
is  not  the  remedial  policy  which  is  the 
best  to  be  applied  in  these  cases.  I  be^ 
lieve  that  you  ought  to  find  means  for 
these  people,  so  attached  to  their  coun* 
try,  to  live  in  their  country.  But  that  is 
a  very  difficult  problem.  It  will  bo 
asked  how  ?  Well,  there  were  times 
when  they  did  live  in  the  country  in  com- 
parative happiness  and  prosperity  ;  and, 
therefore,  the  problem  is  not  insoluble 
in  itself. 

Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELL:  Kelp. 

Sir  WILLLAM  HARCOURT  :  Well, 
there  was  not  a  great  deal  of  kelp  in 


the  inland  Highlands  of  Scotland,  and 
yet  there  were  a  great  many  people  who 
lived  there.  I  think  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wigton shire  will  have  to  study  the  his- 
tory of  the  Highlands  a  little  more 
closely  before  he  comes  to  the  con- 
clusion that  kelp  is  the  solution  of  the 
problem.  The  Royal  Commission  has 
collected  a  great  deal  of  valuable  mate- 
rials, and  it  has  made  some  important 
suggestions  ;  but  one  great  difficulty  in 
dealing  with  this  question  is,  that  I  do 
not  find  that  all  the  suggestions,  or  even 
the  most  important^  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission have  met  with  general  accept- 
ance from  any  quarter,  or  even  from  the 
friends  of  the  crofters  themselves*  This 
is  a  very  ingenious  project  for  the  crea- 
tion of  the  communal  system;  but  in 
all  the  discussions  that  I  have  heard 
siDoe  that  project  was  aonounced  by 
the  Commission  I  find  extremely  little 
approbation.  Even  in  the  resolutions 
of  the  Land  League  itself  it  has 
been  only  faintly  alluded  to.  All  the 
proposals  that  I  have  seen  accredited 
by  the  friends  of  the  crofters  have 
been  a  great  deal  more  in  the  direc- 
tion of  the  Irish  Land  Act  than  in  the 
direction  of  that  particular  recommen- 
dation— extremely  ingenious,  but  more 
theoretical  than  practical — of  the  Royal 
CommissioD.  When  it  is  asked  in  some 
quarters  that  the  principles  of  the  Irish 
Land  Act  should  be  applied  to  the  West 
Highlands,  I  have  to  observe  that  the 
condition  of  the  West  Highlands,  as  I 
understand  them,  and  the  evils  that 
exist  there,  are  not  of  precisely  the  same 
character  as  those  which  were  dealt  with 
by  the  Irish  Land  Act  in  Ireland.  There 
is  not  the  same  competition  for  land,  I 
will  speak  directly  about  the  question 
of  there  not  being  land  enough.  There 
is  not  in  the  West  Highlands  of  Soot- 
land  that  same  competition  of  tenant 
against  tenant  which  had  led  in  many 
oases  to  great  over-renting  in  Ireland.  I 
do  not  say  that  there  are  not  cases  of 
over-renting  in  the  West  Highlands^ — 
that  is  certainly  not  the  general  charac- 
ter of  the  grievance  which  has  been 
alleged ;  nor,  according  to  my  knowledge 
of  the  matter,  is  there  the  same  preva- 
lence of  eviction  that  took  place  in  Ire- 
land ;  and,  therefore,  the  evils  in  the 
Highlands  are  not  the  evils  of  over- 
renting nor  eviction  which  took  place  in 
Ireland.  And,  therefore,  if  the  two 
principal  evils  do  not  exist — at  least  to 
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the  same  extent — and  if  the  evil  ia  not 
the  same^  it  would  not  appear  that  the 
remedy  would  be  identical.  What  is 
complained  of,  and  what  was  complained 
of  by  the  hon.  Member  in  his  Motion,  is 
the  want  of  more  land.  Well,  in  a  cer- 
tain sense,  I  suppose  everybody  wants 
more  land  if  he  could  get  it.  I  have  no 
landi  and  I  suppose  many  people  in  that 
position  would  desire  to  have  it ;  but 
that  ia  not  the  sense,  no  doubt,  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  uses  it.  I  confess  that 
when  you  come  to  such  a  question  as 
that,  the  evils  and  the  difhculties,  and, 
even  if  those  were  euperable,  the  danger 
of  compulsory  legislation  upon  such  a 
question  appears  to  me  to  be  extremely 
great.  They  may  be  necessary  j  but 
nobody  can  doubt  that  they  are  an  evil 
in  themselves  ;  and,  therefore,  upon  this 
point  I  would  venture  to  take  this  op- 
portunity of  making  a  very  serious  and 
earnest  appeal  to  the  proprietors  of  the 
West  Highlands  themselves.  They  have 
very  great  facilities  for  dealing  with  this 
question.  I  speak  in  the  presence  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Inver- 
ness-shire (Mr.  D.  Cameron),  whose 
apeeob  that  he  made  last  June  I  am  sure 
very  strongly  impressed  the  Houbo.  And 
no  difference  of  political  opinion  upon 
other  questions  would  prevent  me  ac- 
knowledging the  great  benefit  that  I 
have  derived  from  my  hon.  Friend  in  all 
these  difficult  questions  as  they  have 
arisen.  The  number  of  proprietors  in 
these  districts  is  extremely  small.  That, 
in  itself,  I  should  call  a  great  evil ;  but 
it  does  offer  great  facilities  of  coming 
to  some  understanding  as  to  what  would 
be  the  best  to  be  done  in  these  circum- 
etances.  I  think  in  the  Outer  Islands, 
in  the  Long  Island,  I  doubt  whether 
there  are  six  separate  proprietora  al- 
together. When  you  come  to  8kye  the 
number  is  very  few — proprietors  of  any 
magnitude  at  all.  When  you  come  even 
to  the  mainland  the  number  ia  not  con- 
iiderable.  Certainly,  there  are  no  people 
who  have  more  reason  to  desire  to  see 
this  question  settled  than  the  jproprietors 
of  the  West  Highlands.  It  la  certainly 
not  their  interest  to  raise  a  great  land 
question  in  Scotland  ;  and  there  are 
great  reasons,  it  seems  to  me,  also,  why 
they  should  be  prepared  to  make — I 
will  not  say  great  sacrifices,  but  mode* 
rate  sacrificed^  to  settle  this  question. 
They  must  remember,  in  the  first  place, 
that  there  is  a  very  remarkable  feature 
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in  the  history  of  the  land  in  th^  Weal 
Highlands.  There  has  been  in  it  a 
sudden  growth  of  rental  which  has  never 
been  equalled  anywhere  else,  I  should 
think,  within  the  course  of  the  last  cen- 
tury, and  even  still  more  of  the  last  half- 
century.  If  you  think  of  what  the  High- 
lands were  long  before  the  introduction 
of  sheep  farming,  you  will  find  that 
estates  which  were  worth  hundreds,  or 
perhaps  only  tens,  are  now  worth  thou- 
sands. In  those  times,  and  not  so  very 
long  ago— almost  within  the  memory 
of  living  man — those  great  tracts  of  hill 
yieldod  no  profit  at  all  to  the  proprietor 
Lord  Malmesbury,  in  his  Memoirs  r©» 
cently  published,  states  that  in  hJB  own 
recollection  any  man  could  go  and  shoot 
where  he  liked  without  paying  any- 
thing, or  almost  anything,  at  alL  But 
before  the  question  of  shooting  arose, 
you  must  remember  there  was  the  ques- 
tion of  grazing;  and  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  untrue  to  say  that  100  years 
ago  in  the  West  Highlands  all  these 
people  who  are  now  crofters,  and  were, 
in  fact,  the  population  of  the  country, 
had  practically  their  grazing  upon  the 
land,  just  for  the  same  reason  that  in 
Lord  Malmesbury ^8  recollection  a  man 
could  shoot  because  it  was  not  worth 
anybody*8  while  to  prevent  it.  The  chief 
of  the  clan,  or  the  proprietor,  did  not 
object  to  his  clansman  turning  his  black 
cattle  on  the  hill  any  more  than  he  ob- 
jected to  a  man  shooting ;  on  the  con- 
trary, it  was  an  advantage  to  the  pro- 
prietor, who  got  something  from  him. 
No  doubt,  it  was  a  rude  state  of  life — a 
life,  as  appears  from  Burton^i  Buiorp,  not 
of  high  civiliiEation,  but  of  great  comfort. 
We  read  an  account  of  it — perhaps  the 
most  accurate  account — an  account  to 
which  Scott  gave  an  air  of  romance 
in  IVaverUy — in  The  MUiory  af  ths  Btgh' 
landi.  It  there  appears  that  the  chief, 
or  proprietor,  and  the  clansmen  lived 
together,  certainly  in  a  rude  h 
but  in  a  state  of  comparative  corn  ^  , 
Then,  however,  came  the  great  and 
sudden  growth  of  the  wealth  of  the 
Highlands  by  the  introduction  of  sheep- 
farming.  I  do  not  complain  of  sheep- 
farming.  The  Duke  of  Argyll,  in  an 
article  in  The  National  UmUw^  has  gonAj 
a  considerable  length  into  that,  for  %h' 
purpose  of  showing  that  it  is  of  a  great^ 
economical  advantage.  Well,  so  lar  it 
gave  an  immense  increase  to  rent.  Me 
who  had  hundreds  beft^re  found  the 
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Belvea  in  posse Bsion  of  thousands  a-yeaT 
of  rent,  I  am  afraid  that  within  the 
last  year  or  two  that  account  is  more 
unfavourable  than  it  was.  That  un- 
doubtedly was  the  history  of  the  trans- 
formation. What  happened  after  that  ? 
After  the  sheep  farm  gave  an  enormous 
increase  to  the  rent  of  the  proprietor — 
an  increase  without  absolutely  any  ex- 
penditure on  his  part — there  was  pos- 
sibly never  a  better  instance  of  the  un- 
earned increment  except  that  which  I 
am  going  to  mention.  [Lord  Raitdolph 
Ohurobill:  Belgravo  Hqimre.]  I  will 
not  dispute  with  the  noble  Lord  in  that 
peculiar  hostility  to  Dukes  which  lie 
always  displays.  I  was  only  referring 
to  the  great  windfall  which  came  to  the 
Highland  proprietors.  Then  close  upon 
the  sheep-farming  came  the  grouse-shoot- 
ing rent,  which  was  often,  I  belitjve, 
equal  to  the  sheep-farming  rent ;  there- 
fore, the  proprietor  found  himself  in 
possession  of  land  which  rose  within  a 
generation  from  being  worth  nothing  at 
ail  to  an  enormously  increased  and  valu- 
able rental.  In  more  recent  years,  in 
my  own  recollection,  there  was  found  a 
still  more  valuable  thing  than  the  sheep 
farm  and  the  game  rent,  and  that  was 
the  deer  forest,  over  a  great  part  of  the 
eoxmty  of  Ross  and  a  considerable  part 
of  the  county  of  Inverness,  in  the  place 
of  both  the  sheep  rent  and  the  game 
rent.  Well,  what  was  the  result  of 
that?  The  result  was  that,  while  the 
rent  value  increased,  the  grazing  of 
these  people  disappeared.  The  Duke  of 
Ai-gyli,  in  his  article  in  The  National 
Remew,  says  that  it  was  not  only  the 
high  hills  that  were  necessary  for  the 
sheep,  but  also  the  low  hills,  in  order 
that  the  sheep  might  have  their  winter* 
ing.  But,  then,  what  became  of  the 
black  cattle  of  the  crofter  and  the  ten- 
ant ?  Unfortunately,  there  was  not  that 
softening  influence  which^  happily,  in 
England,  softened  the  harsh' outline  of 
proprietary  rights.  Recollect  what  hap- 
pened in  this  country.  There  was  a 
population  even  more  humble  in  its  con- 
dition, more  subject  in  its  lot,  than  the 
crofter  of  the  West  Highlands,  and  that 
was  the  old  villein  of  socage  tenure  in 
England ;  and  what  happened  to  him  ? 
He  had  rights  of  usage  of  this  character, 
rights  which  certainly  in  their  origin 
were  not  distinguishable  in  law,  rights 
which  were  never  enacted  by  any  Statute, 
but  which  were  consecrated  and  crystal- 


lized and  secured  to  him  by  the  spirit  of 
the  Common  Law  of  England.  What 
happened  to  them  was  deBeribed  by  the 
rough,  masculine,  and  liberal  language 
of  the  great  Common  Law  lawyer,  Sir 
Edward  Coke^  who  said  that — 

*'  In  Saxon  and  Norman  timea  these  copy- 
holdera  wer«  aubject  to  their  lordi*  will :  but 
now  they  stood  upon  a  iuro  gnroood,  and  waited 
not  their  iorda*  displeaaure/'  • 

That  is  a  curious  and  very  interesting 
chapter  of  law.  It  is  one  of  those  for- 
tunate circumstances  which  have  gono 
to  create  the  safety  of  the  social  system 
of  England.  In  modem  times  we  have 
had  another  example  of  the  operation  of 
the  law  sustained  by  the  action  of  Par- 
liament. It  was  a  work  and  a  policy 
that  was  mainly  conducted  by  the  man 
whose  loss  wo  have  recently  had  occasion 
to  deplore — by  Mr.  Fawcett.  The  work 
which  he  began,  and  which  I  and  many 
others  did  our  best  to  aid  him  in — in 
the  prevention  of  the  inclosure  of  com- 
mons—was a  highly  useful  work.  It 
prevented  the  absorption  in  single  hands 
of  all  the  commonty  lands^  whicli  would 
have  placed  the  mass  of  the  population 
under  disadvantage,  and  which  was  sure 
to  have  created  discontent.  Now^  Sir,  I 
say  that  all  these  considerations  seem  to 
me  to  point  to  a  remedy  which  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  the  patient  might 
administer  unto  himself  to  a  great  de- 
gree. Now,  jast  consider  what  would 
have  happened  if^  when  these  large  tracts 
of  land  were  being  turned  into  sheep 
farms  or  into  deer  forests,  yielding,  as 
they  did,  an  enormous  increment  of 
rent,  there  had  been  a  more  moderate 
use  of  these  powers— if,  while  thousands 
of  acres  were  taken  for  these  purposes, 
a  few  hundreds  had  everywhere  been 
reserved  for  the  small  population  of 
these  Highland  glens^ — ^why,  it  would 
not  have  destroyed  the  system  of  sheep* 
farming  at  all.  It  would  have  been 
perfectly  possible  to  have  kept  a  mode- 
rate area  which  would  have  been  suffi- 
cient for  this  population.  They  never 
could  have  oovered  the  whole  of  these 
hills.  That,  it  seems  to  me,  is  a  thing 
which  might  very  reasonably  and  well 
have  been  done.  We  have  heard  in 
this  debate,  and  evidence  has  been  given, 
of  townships  losing  the  hills  which  they 
had  before.  Why  should  townships  lose 
the  hills  ?  I  have  never  heard  of  them 
having  refused  to  pay  rent,  except 
under  the  influence — I  was  almost  going 


1755 


Croftirt  and 


[COMMONS} 


CoUar%  {Scotland).         It 66 


to  aay  of  pardonable  excitement.  But 
why,  if  a  reasonable  rent  and  a  fair 
rent  be  offered  tHem,  should  not  these 
people  have  the  accommodation  which 
might  make  to  them  the  difference  be- 
tween  penury  and  comparative  ease  f  It 
is  quite  unquestionable  that  it  has  led  in 
a  great  degree  to  the  change  in  the  condi- 
tion of  the  crofter  in  the  West  Highlands. 
What  has  become  of  the  crofters*  black 
cattle?  There  is  no  doubt  that  they 
can  look  back  to  a  time,  which  they  re- 
member themselves,  or  of  which  they 
certainly  had  a  tradition  from  their 
fathera,  when  tbey  had  this  land,  on 
which  they  had  black  cattle,  and  which, 
having  lost,  they  have  been  confined  to 
that  little  spot  in  the  strath  which,  when 
potato  disease  comes  or  a  bad  season,  is 
totally  unable  to  sustain  their  existence, 
Well^  is  there  not  room  in  this  matter 
for  a  very  reasonable  settlement?  I 
appeal  to  ray  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  D, 
Cameron),  who  knows  this  matter  very 
much  better  than  I  do ;  and  I  ask  him, 
considering  how  few  hands  this  land  is 
in,  how  reasonable  might  be  the  settle- 
ment of  a  question  like  this  ?  I  ask  you 
to  consider  whether  in  each  locality  it 
would  not  be  possible  to  apportion  to 
these  people  a  single  bill  in  their  imme- 
diate neighbourhood  ?  That  might  de- 
duct, say,  £20,  or  £30,  or  £50,  from  the 
rent  of  a  great  sheep  farm  ;  but  is  not 
that  a  settlement  of  a  question  like  this, 
which  is  worth  while  making  if  it  can 
be  done  ?  Sir,  there  ia  no  doubt  what- 
ever— from  the  reason  that  I  have  al- 
ready stated — there  have  not  been  those 
modifications,  those  temperamental  as  it 
is  called  by  the  lawyers,  of  the  naked 
right  of  proprietorship  in  Scotland  which 
arose  under  the  Common  Law  in  Eng- 
land. It  is  because  civilization  in  Scot- 
land in  earlier  times  was  ruder.  [**  Oh, 
oh  !  "  and  laughter,^  I  am  ready  to  ac- 
knowledge how  much  more  rapid,  com- 
paratively, the  advance  has  been,  and  I 
thought  the  contrast  would  be  agree- 
able. But  from  some  cause  or  another 
the  question  of  the  bare  x^i'oprie  tor  ship 
of  land  in  Scotland  is  presented  in  a 
mora  raw  and  more  harsh  form  in  its 
legal  aspect,  certainly,  than  it  is  in  Eng- 
land. I  believe  this  to  be  a  correct 
statement.  Well,  then,  I  have  en- 
deavoured to  indicate  that  there  are 
methods  hy  which  these  peo^jle  and  the 
Government,  in  the  task  which  is  justly 
imposed  upon  them,   may  be    greatly 
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aided  by  a  wise  and  prudent  generosity 
on  the  part  of  the  landlords  themselves. 
There  are  immense  difficulties  in  com- 
pulsory legislation,  although  I  do  not 
say  it  may  not  be  necessary.  The  real 
truth  is,  that  in  all  these  ca^es  the  in* 
nocent  bear  the  burden  of  those  who 
are  most  to  blame.  A  single  landlordi 
who  exercises  his  right  unfairly  and? 
harshly  brings  discredit  and  injustice 
upon  many  who  deserve  no  blame  at  all. 
That  I  believe  to  be  the  case,  to  a  great 
extent,  in  the  West  Highlands  of  Scot- 
land, I  believe  it  would  be  very  unfair 
and  very  unjust  to  say  that  the  landlords 
in  the  West  Highlands  are  unjust  or 
harsh  to  their  tenants.  That  there  have 
been  instances  in  which  things  have 
been  done  that  could  not  be  approved  I 
am  not  her©  to  deny ;  but  I  believe  at 
this  moment  that  by  far  the  best,  by  far 
the  wisest  thing  that  could  be  done, 
would  be  that  the  landlords,  who  ar« 
few  in  number,  and  have,  therefor 
greater  facility  for  acting  togetherJ 
should  take  into  consideration  what  caaj^ 
and  what  ought  to  be  done,  to  heal  a" 
sore  which,  I  am  sure,  they  must  feel 
as  desirous  as  anyone  to  close ;  for  it  is 
their  interest,  above  all,  that  it  should 
be  closed,  and  that  the  Government, 
operating  with  them  in  so  much  of  it  i 
requires  legislation,  may  form  some 
scheme  which  will  remove  the  disconteDt^ 
that  everyone  must  deplore,  I  only  mak^ 
those  suggestions  because  I  am  quit 
sure  if  they  were  acted  upon  they  would 
be  a  very  useful  contribution  to  th^^ 
settlement.  However,  that  may  or  may 
not  be  the  case ;  but  an  answer  to  the 
appeal  which  has  been  made  to  mo  by 
the  hon.  Member  who  has  made  this  Mo- 
tion, I  desire  most  distinctly  to  state  that 
the  Government  are  fully  conscious  of 
the  responsibility  tbat  belongs  to  them 
— the  responsibility  of  endeavouring  to 
find  some  adequate  remedy  for  the  state 
of  things  which  is  disclosed  in  the  Re- 
port of  the  Royal  Oomniissioners,  Tbey 
have  always  accepted  that  responsibility-' 
They  appointed  the  Koyal  CommiasioiJ 
to  aid  them  in  discharging  the  responsi- 
bility, and  it  is  their  intention  to  dis-, 
charge  it.  Now,  1  understand  the  obJ€ 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlow  to  be 
appeal  to  me  to  give  an  assurance  that 
this  question  was  intended  to  be  8eriou«>iy  ^ 
taken  in  hand,  and  that  at  an  earl] 
period.  He  spoke  of  a  date.  Of  course,^ 
he  did  not  mean  a  particular  day   or 
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monili ;  but  I  have  an  answer  to  that 
appeal.  I  have  to  gay  tkat  it  was  not 
1160688817  for  these  unhappy  occurrencea 
in  8kye  to  have  taken  place  to  hare 
eatiftfied  the  Govemment  of  the  neces- 
sity of  at  once  dealing  with  it ;  and  if 
the  House  will  accept  from  me— for  I 
hope  I  have  spoken  in  no  unfriendly 
spirit  of  the  subjects  of  this  discua^ion^ — 
in  no  unfair  spirit  either  towards  the 
crofters  or  the  proprietors — if  the  House 
will  accept  from  me  the  assurance  that  I 
have  given  of  the  responsibility  which 
the  Government  feel  and  which  they  are 
prepared  to  discharge — I  hope  that 
under  these  circumstances  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  not  feel  it  necessary  to  press  his 
Motion,  which,  I  believe,  only  states  a 
proposition  that  everybody  accepts. 

Mr,  D.  CAMEEON  said,  that  as  he  had 
had  previous  opportunities  of  expressing 
his  views  on  this  matter  he  would  not 
detain  the  House  at  any  length.  The 
wording  of  the  Eesolution  involved,  as 
the  Home  Secretary  had  observed,  a 
principle  which  every  Member  of  the 
House  must  accept.  If,  however,  he 
had  not  listened  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oarlow,  he  should  he  com- 
pelled to  say  that  some  tone  of  censure 
might  be  discovered  in  the  Resolution. 
The  idea  seemed  to  bo  that  the  Govern- 
ment hadfailed  in  their  duty  in  not  taking 
active  measures  for  legislating  on  this 
subject  at  an  earlier  period.  In  spite  of 
the  emphatic  declaration  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  this  was  not  so,  he  could  not 
help  feeling  that  there  was,  on  the  part  of 
the  hon.  Member  and  his  Friends,  a  be- 
lief that  the  Government,  if  they  had 
been  so  inclined,  might  have  taken 
earlier  steps  to  legislate  on  the  subject. 
It  was  not  for  him  to  act  as  a  defender 
of  the  Government ;  but  he  must  remind 
the  hon.  Member  of  the  exact  state  of 
affairs.  Last  Session  was  taken  up  with 
one  important  measure,  which  swamped 
all  others ;  and  it  was  impossible  to  sup- 
pose, even  had  the  Home  Secretary  made 
up  his  mind  as  to  the  proper  form  legis- 
lation on  this  matter  was  to  take,  that 
time  could  have  been  afforded  for  the 
purpose.  As  to  the  presftnt  Autumn  Ses- 
sion, the  hon.  Member  for  Carlo w  (Mr» 
Macfarlane)  had  himself  admitted  that  it 
was  impossible  to  pass  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament at  this  period.  Then,  in  regard  to 
the  ordinary  Bitting  of  the  House  in  Feb- 
ruary next,  the  House  could  hardly  re- 
quire auytbing  beyond  the  declaration 


of  the  Home  Secretary  that  the  Govern- 
ment distinctly  intended  to  bring  for- 
ward some  measure.  He  would  like  to 
ask  hon.  Members,  who  talked  so  glibly  of 
bringing  in  Land  Bills,  if  they  had  ever 
considered  the  gravity  of  the  question  j 
if  they  had  ever  seriously  contemplated 
what  a  Land  Bill  meant;  if  they  had 
ever  pat  pen  to  paper  and  endeavoured 
themselves  to  draw  up  a  Bill  such  as 
would  meet  even  their  own  ideas  ?  To 
take  thousands  of  crofters,  steeped  in 
poverty,  holding  wretched  holdiiJg8>  mere 
patches  of  land,  and  to  transform  them 
into  a  body  of  tenants — small  tenants, 
certainly ;  but  still  tenants — with  some 
hope  of  improving  their  condition,  and 
of  becoming  eventually  prosperous  and 
contented  farmers,  was  a  work  which  ap- 
peared to  him  of  no  small  magnitude. 
He  would  point  out  two  difficulties  which 
met  them  on  the  very  threshold  of  the 
question.  One  of  them  was  not  noticed 
in  the  general  Beport  of  Lord  Napier's 
Oom mission,  although  he  himself,  in  a 
Memorandum  printed  with  the  Report, 
had  dwelt  upon  it;  and  that  was  the 
difficulty  of  settling  the  area  over  which 
any  Bill  relating  to  this  matter  should 
extend.  Was  the  area  to  extend  over 
the  whole  of  Scotland,  or  was  it  to  bo 
confined  to  the  Highland  districts  pro- 
perly so  called  ?  If  it  was  to  extend 
over  the  whole  of  Scotland,  it  must 
necessarily  omit  certain  provisions  in 
parts  of  the  Highlands  where  remedies 
were  most  required,  because  these  pro- 
visions would,  if  applied  to  other  parts 
in  the  South,  create  such  confusion  be- 
tween the  relations  of  landlord  and 
tenant,  and  such  dislocation  of  existiog 
practices,  as  would  render  the  new  state 
of  things  insupportable.  Such  a  measure, 
so  far  as  he  knew,  had  never  been  asked 
for,  and  was  not  required  in  the  South. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  they  limited 
the  area  to  the  Highlands,  they  were 
certain  to  create  a  great  amount  of 
discontent  in  many  portions  of  the  rest 
of  Scotland  where  small  tenancies  ex- 
isted, and  where  they  might  also  expect 
some  relief.  There  was  another  diffi- 
culty, perhaps  a  still  more  important 
one.  How  were  they  to  deal  with  the 
poorest  and  most  wretched  class  of  all, 
the  landless — he  might  almost  say  the 
homeless — class  of  squatters  and  cottars, 
whose  condition  was  one  of  misery  to 
themselves,  and  the  cause  of  an  addi- 
tional amount  of   poverty  among   the 
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crofters  wliere  they  found  themselvea 
placed?  He  could  not  say  that  these 
difficulties  were  insurmountable  j  but 
they  were  very  grave,  aud  what  he 
feared  was  that  those  who  wore  de- 
manding* immediate  legislation  had  not 
faced  them.  As  to  the  disturbances 
which  had  lately  ooourred,  he  trusted, 
ftom  the  last  Eeport  that  had  been 
received,  that  they  would  come  to  an 
end  without  any  serious  conflict.  If  he 
were  asked,  however,  whether  the  pro- 
ceedings adopted  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carlo w,  aud  those  who  acted  with  him, 
had  in  any  way  added  to  the  disorder 
that  prevailed  in  Skye,  candour  would 
compel  hira  to  admit  that  it  had.  It 
was  true  it  was  reported  in  the  news- 
papers that  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlo w 
had  sent  a  telegram  to  those  who  had 
deforced  the  police,  begging  them  on  no 
account  to  break  the  law.  But  when 
he  noticed  the  Questions  which  were 
showered  upon  the  unfortunate  Home 
Secretary  and  the  Lord  Advocate  the 
other  day,  he  could  not  help  asking 
himself  what  eflect  those  Questions 
would  produce  on  the  people  in  Skye 
who  had  disobeyed  the  law.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Carlow  pressed  the  Home 
Secretary  again  and  again  on  the  sub- 
ject of  what  he  called  oi\nl  breaches  of 
the  law.  Everyone  knew  that  the  High- 
landers, and  expeeially  the  men  in  Skye, 
were  amongst  the  most  law-abiding  races 
in  the  world.  It  was  not  a  question  of 
the  breach  of  the  Civil  Law,  but  special 
agrarian  outrages,  which  the  police  were 
sent  to  quell,  in  doing  which  they  were 
deforced  by  the  people.  That  was  fully 
explained  by  the  right  hon,  and  learned 
Gentleman  in  answer  to  the  Eesolution. 
He  was  bound,  therefore,  to  express  his 
deliberate  conviction  that  if  peace  were 
happily  preserved  it  was  not  in  conse- 
quence of,  but  in  spite  of,  advice  ten- 
dered by  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlow. 
But  it  was  possible  the  hon,  Gentleman 
might  turn  round  and  say — **  Well,  you 
are  a  landlord  ;  you  support  the  Govern- 
ment where  there  is  any  question  of 
coercion ;  but  when  the  Government 
bring  in  a  measure  of  reform  to  bring 
about  a  better  state  of  things — in  short, 
a  Land  Bill  for  the  Highlands — you  will 
then  probably  oppose  them  with  all  your 
might,*'  That  was  not  so.  If  at  that 
time  he  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  that 
House,  he  should  accept  the  invitation 
juat  made  by  the  right  hon*  and  learned 
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Gentleman  in  the    spirit  in  whleti   it 

was  made,  and  do  all  in  his  power 
assist  the  Government  in  passing  such 
measure,   even   although  its  provisions 
might  go  further  than  what  he  himself 
might  consider  expedient.     He  should 
only  ask  for  two  conditions — first,  that 
such  a  measure  would  really  benefit  the 
crofters ;    thut   it   would   provide  somo 
kind  of  security  of  tenm-e  to  the  moa 
deserving  and  industrious ;  and  that  it 
would  provide  a  mode  of  adding  to  their 
holdings,  which  was  the  one  point  oaj 
which  everyone  in  the  Islands   agree 
was  an  absolute  necessity.     The  othe 
condition  which  he  hoped  to  see  fulfilled 
although  he  would  not  insist  so  striotl^ 
upon  it,  was  that  the  Government  shoulfl 
not  confine  their  efibrts  alone  to  a  Land*" 
Bill,    but   take   into   consideration    the 
unanimously   expressed   desire    on    th^ 
part  of  the  Royal  Commission  that  othe 
remedies  should  be  forthcoming.  Hews 
far  from  saying  that  everything  recom^ 
mended  in  the  Beport  should  be  carrie 
out.     That  was  impossible ;  but  he  did 
think  a  beginning  might  be  made  in 
one   branch   of    industry — that   of    the 
fishing,  to  improve  the  piers  and  har- 
bours of  the  unfortunate  people  of  the 
West  Coast,  and  thus  enable  them  to 
prosecute    the    fishing    industry    withj 
greater  success  than  they  had  hither t 
been  able  to  do.  While  he  had  exprease 
his  grave  doubts  as  to  the  etfeet  of  mucl[ 
that  had  been  done  by  the  hon,  Membef 
for  Carlow  and  others,  he  in  no  way  im- 
pugned   their    motives.     He    believed 
their  object  was  an  honest  destro  to  do 
good  to  the  people;    but  he  entreated 
them  to  lay  aside  suspicion  of  the  landJ 
lords,   and   co-operate   with    those  who 
might  not  hold  the  same  extreme  viewi 
but  who  had   the  welfare  of  their  com3 
mon  oountrymen  at  heart,  so  that  by  thi 
union  of  all  parties,  in  the  interest  of 
the   Government,   who  would    have   to 
introduce  a  Bill,  of  the  landlord,  whc 
would  have  to  make  some  sacrifices 
the    tenants,    who,    he    trusted,    would 
reap  some  benefit,  and  the  sympathiser 
of  the  crofters  in  all  parts  of  the  worlM 
some  solution  might  bo  arrived  at  whiof 
would  restore  contentment  to  the  crofter 
and  add  to  the  welfare  and  happinesa  i 
the  whole  population. 

Mr.  PICTON:  Mr,  Speaker,  in  ad- 
dition  to  the  diffidence  usually  felt  by  a 
new  Member  in  asking  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  for  the  fir»t  time,  I  am 
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haunted  by  a  fear  lest  it  should  seom 
presumptuous  in  a  Member  for  a  Mid- 
land constituency  to  say  anything  what- 
ever about  a  question  affecting  the 
population  in  the  extreme  North.  But 
if  any  excuse  is  needed,  my  apolog-y 
must  bo  that  the  people  of  the  con- 
etituency  I  represent  (Leicester)  are  pro- 
foundly interested  in  the  fortunes  of  the 
crofters.  And,  indeed,  if  I  may  ven- 
ture to  refer  to  my  own  experience, 
I  may  eay  that  having  been  brougnt 
into  close  contact  with  millions  of  the 
labouring  classes  in  the  East  of 
London,  in  Manchester,  and  in  Liver- 
pool, I  have  reason  to  know  that 
this  question,  affecting,  in  the  first  place^ 
the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland, 
is  very  extensively  regarded  as  only  a 
speoial  instance  of  a  much  larger  issue. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Inverness  (Mr,  D. 
Cameron) J  to  whose  wise  and  weighty 
words  we  have  all  listened  with  respect, 
sees  many  difficulties  in  the  way  of  any 
solution.  But,  after  all»  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  not  mentioned  any  difficulty  that 
is  insuperable,  or  even  any  difficulties 
greater  than  those  already  overcome  in 
the  Sister  Island.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
epoke  with  deep  sympathy  of  the  suffer- 
ings of  these  unfortunate  crofters  ;  but 
what  we  wanted  to  hear  from  him  was 
his  idea  of  the  practical  remedy  to  be 
applied;  and,  while  I  recognize  the  limi- 
tations necessarily  imposed  by  the  re- 
sponsibility under  which  he  spoke,  I 
confess  I  was  disappointed  that  the  right 
hon,  and  learned  Gentleman  did  not  give 
us  more  substantial  ground  for  hoping 
that  something  effectual  would  be  done  to 
relieve  the  sufferings  of  these  poor  people. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
Qeomed  inclined  to  leave  the  whole 
remedy  to  the  charity  of  the  landlords. 
[Sir  WiLLAM  Harcouet  :  No,  no.]  But 
lie  also  told  us  that  there  ware  circum- 
stances in  the  South  which  softened  the 
harshness  of  the  outlines  of  proprietary 
rights,  and  that  these  circumbtanees  did 
rot  exiet  to  the  same  degree  in  the 
North,  Well,  if  the  landlords  in  Scot- 
land are  more  unsympathizing  than  the 
landlords  in  England,  I  cannot  help 
saying  that  I  pity  the  poor  tenants  who 
are  committed  to  their  tender  mercies. 
The  right  hon,  and  learneti  Gentleman 
gave  the  House  some  interesting  iufor- 
mation  about  the  change  which  took 
place  oenturiea  ago  in  the  tenure  under 
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which  copyholders  held  their  i&nd*  He 
spoke  of  this  change  as  happy  and  bene* 
ficent,  and  this  precisely  because,  in 
cons«?quence  of  the  change  effected,  the 
copyholders  received  fixity  of  tenure. 
Surely,  if  fixity  of  tenure  is  good  for 
copyholders,  it  may  turn  out  also  to  be 
good  for  ordinary  tenants.  In  fact,  the 
interest  I  have,  in  this  question  arises 
from  the  belief  that  the  principles  in- 
volved manifestly  affect  not  a  few 
Islanders,  but  the  whole  Kingdom,  for 
the  core  of  the  difficulty  presents  only 
a  special  case  of  an  evil  that  is  more 
and  more  widely'condemned — I  mean  the 
absorption  of  the  land  by  the  few  to  the 
detriment  of  the  many.  In  the  Report  of 
the  Eoyal  Commission,  I  find  it  stated 
on  page  14  that  in  four  parishes  there 
are  SO  occupiers,  forming  less  than  I 
per  cent  of  the  population,  who  hold 
two- thirds  of  the  whole  area  of  the  land. 
Now,  if  anyone  regards  that  as  a 
natural  and  fitting  arrangement,  I  con- 
fess I  cannot  understand  him.  How  did 
the  land  come  to  be  thus  concentrated  in 
the  bands  of  so  few  ocoupiera  ?  The  cause 
i^  that  it  has  been  monopolized  by  a 
very  few  owners,  and  that  they  have 
found  this  arrangement  more  profitable 
to  them  than  a  wider  diffusion  of  occu- 
pancy. But  how  did  these  few  owners 
come  into  possession  of  their  power  ? 
This  is  not  a  mere  theoretical  or  un- 
practical  question.  It  is  often  said*  and 
the  right  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman 
has  hinted  as  much  this  evening,  that 
the  fact  of  possessiim  must  be  accepted 
as  final.  Nevertheloss,  in  the  case  of  the 
crofters  it  is  not  posbible  entirely  to  re- 
ject the  moral  aspect  of  the  question.  If 
we  have  endeavoured  to  unite  law  and 
equity  in  Judicial  Court«t,  surely  it  would 
be  a  very  poor  thing  to  insist  upon  sepa- 
rating them  in  the  High  Court  of  Parlia- 
ment. Now,  in  the  course  of  the  debate^ 
reference  has  been  made  to  the  fact  that 
old  tenures  subsisted  to  a  later  period 
in  the  Highlands  of  Scotland  than  else- 
where. The  clan  system,  we  are  told» 
existed  down  to  1745,  and  the  rights  of 
Chieftains,  under  this  system,  were  very 
different  from  those  of  landlords  in  the 
present  day,  I  am  aware  that  Charters 
were  granted  to  loyal  Chieftains*  and 
that  legal  arrangements  were  made  by 
which  old  rights  were  changed  into 
those  of  modem  landlords.  I  am  aware 
also  thatt  as  we  are  often  told,  estates 
have  since  that  time  frequently  changn<l 
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hands  by  eale,  and  it  19  argued  that  the 
moral  claims  against  the  former  CLief- 
tains  cannot  be  urged  against  the  preBeiit 
teiTitorial  owners.  But  it  is  not  denied 
that,  whatever  maybe  the  case  with  the 
owners,  the  tenants  and  peasantry  are 
of  the  same  raoe,  inberiting  old  tradi- 
tions and  family  claims,  Now^  what  I 
contend  is,  that  the  new  owners  ought 
to  regard  themselves  as  subject  not  only 
to  the  legal  conditions  of  modern  owner- 
ship, but  to  the  moral  claims  and  con- 
ditions prevalent  in  the  society  of  the 
diflti^iot  where  their  estates  exist.  The 
Commissioners  say  on  page  S  of  their 
Report,  that— 

"  Claims  on  the  part  of  tenants  to  security  in 
their  holdings  cannot  now  be  aerioualy  entor- 
tun«d/' 

But  to  this  proposition  they  make  a 
curious  exception »  They  say  on  page  9 — 

**  It  is  difficult  to  deny  that  a  Macdonald,  11 
Macleod,  a  Mackenzio^  aMackay,  or  a  Cameron 
■who  gav©  a  son  to  his  landlord  80  yeara  ago,  to 
fill  up  the  ranks  of  a  Highland  regiment,  did 
morally  acquiro  a  tenure  in  his  holding,  more 
sacred  than  the  stipulations  of  a  written  cove. 
zmnt«  Few  will  hold  that  the  descendant,  in 
poBiiession»  of  such  a  man  ehonld  even  now  be 
regarded  by  the  hereditary  landlord  in  the 
mine  lig^hfc  as  a  labourer  living  in  a  Lowland 
▼illage." 

There  seems  to  me  to  be  something  of 
the  glamour  of  military  romance  about 
this  passage.  Surely^  if  the  existing 
tenant  has  a  claim  to  security  of  tenure^ 
because  his  grandfather  or  great  grand- 
father  fought  under  a  former  possessor 
of  the  estate,  ancient  custom  and  the 
necessities  of  life  constitute  a  more 
general  and  also  a  stronger  claim.  It 
appears  to  me  that  the  tendency  of  the 
Eeport,  in  spirit  if  not  in  the  letter,  is  to 
support  such  claims  as  these ;  and  it  is 
precisely  their  refusal  now  that  is  the 
occasion  of  threatened  disorders.  Sir, 
there  is  no  arguing  with  misery ;  you 
must  either  relieve  it  or  crush  its  com- 
plaints by  violence.  In  the  year  IB8U 
a  very  similar  state  of  things  existed  on 
a  much  larger  scale  in  Ireland,  At  that 
timOj  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin),  while  refusing  all 
legislation,  advocated  the  widest  appli- 
cation of  charity  to  the  needs  oft  he  Irish 
tenants.  But  the  Government,  at  that 
time,  said,  **No;  we  want  justice,  not 
charity ; ''  and  they  brought  in  the 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  BilL  Of 
course,  that  measure  was  not  passed. 
In  the  present  state  of  oixr  Legislative 
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Institutions,  no  large  measure  of  juatsoe 
ever  is  passed  on  the  first  time  of  asking. 
But,  at  auy  rate,  the  Bill  showed  the 
mind  of  the  Government ;  and  from  the 
debate  of  that  time  I  might  quote  many 
passages  from  authoritative  speeches 
strikingly  applicable  to  the  case  before 
lis,  The  Home  Secretary,  indeed,  has 
urged  that  there  is  no  parallel  between 
the  two  cases.  But  what  he  meant 
plainly  was — that  there  is  no  parallel  in 
details.  It  is  impossible  to  deny  that 
there  is,  at  any  rate,  this  geaeral  almi- 
larity — -that  in  both  cases  we  have  a  dis- 
tressed tenantry  who  cannot  live  an  their 
holdings  ;  and  in  both  cases  the  main 
reason  is  that  the  Land  Laws  work  in 
au  oppressive  manner  under  conditions 
not  suitable  to  the  Hie  of  the  present 
day.  In  1880  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr,  W.  E,  Forster)  con- 
gratulated himself  and  the  country  that 
the  Land  Act  of  1870  had  gone  so  far 
as  to  establish  the  principle  not  oaly  in 
UlsteTj  but  out  of  Ulster,  that  the  tenant 
had  some  right  in  his  holding.  And  he 
added  that — 

"  Without  such  a  clause  Ireland  would  hy 
that  time  have  required  to  bo  governed  by  Mar- 
tial Law/* 

Well,  the  crofters  are  suffering  qoite  as 
acutely  as  the  Irish  tenants  ever  did  ; 
and,  undoubtedly,  unless  some  remedy 
is  forthcoming — a  legislative,  not  a 
charitable  remedy — there  are  dark  days 
in  store  both  for  those  people  and  the 
Government  of  the  country.  If  th« 
question  of  property  be  raised,  I  may» 
perhaps^  be  allowed  to  remind  the  House 
of  certain  wise  worda  spoken  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  when  discussing  the 
rights  of  landlords  in  Ireland  on  July  5, 
1880.     He  said— 

'*  The  principles  of  property  are  vital  to  the 
welfare  of  the  State,  They  are  at  the  verybaM 
of  the  social  system  ;  but,  not withstaD ding  theatt 
great  and  fundameotal  truths,  it  is  not  leea  troa 
that  there  are  occasions  when,  not  merely  neoea- 
sity  callfl  upon  you  to  modify  the  extreme  appli- 
cation of  tho^e  priociplos,  bat  when  the  iotro- 
duction  of  modificationa  are  the  beat  and  the  only 
means  by  which  you  can  effectually  preeerre 
the  principle  of  property  itaelf.*' — (3  ManMri, 
{H3]  1667.) 

These  words  seem  remarkably  applicable 
now.  I  do  not  deny  the  legal  rights  of 
the  landlords  \  but  I  maintain  that  some 
legislative  changes  are  neeesaary  —  if 
these  rights  are  to  remain  worth  having 
— to  make  them  consistent  with  the  hap- 
piness of  the  people  who  live  upon  tbe 
land.    The  oireumatanoeis  are  ao  prwsiBg 
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could  wish  the    Ministry  were 
—or   rather,    perhaps,    that  the 


I  workiDg  of  the  Parliamentary  machine 
L  had  enabled  them — to  bring  in  eome 
^K  BuspenBoty  measure  analogous}  to  the 
^K  Compeii8ation  for  Disturbance  Bill,  in 
P  order  that  a  stop  might  be  put  to  the 
cruel  evictions  continually  referred  to  in 
the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission, 
But  if  that  is  impossible,  surely  the  Go- 
verDment  need  not  object  to  the  passing 
of  this  Resolution.  It  is  an  exceedingly 
moderate  one,  and  yet  it  would  be  etfeo* 
tive  as  a  record  of  the  opinion  of  the 
House.  It  would  give  great  satisfaction 
'  to  the  poor  people  concerned,  and  would, 
I  believe,  go  farther  than  hordes  of  police 
and  fleets  of  gunboats  to  keep  them  in 
quietness  and  hope.  Sir,  the  time  is 
coming  when  this  House  reformed,  and 
resting  upon  a  much  broader  electoral 
basis,  will  hear  much  more  of  the  ques- 
tion of  land  tenure.  It  is  a  question  on 
which  passionate  convictions  are  held  by 
the  multitude — convictions  which  will 
hnd  vent  in  demands  for  very  drastic 
reforms.  And,  I  bolieve,  that  not 
merely  the  fortunes  of  the  crofters  will 
be  affected  by  the  attitude  assumed  by 
the  House  on  the  question  before  us, 
but  that  it  must  influence  for  good  or 
evil  the  mood  and  temper  of  all  the 
millions  who  are  soon  to  receive  so  great 
an  accession  of  political  power. 

Mr.  a,  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  mubt 
congratulate  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat  down  on  the  ability 
which  characterized  his  first  speech  lo 
that  House.  It  was  interesting  not  only 
from  its  ability,  but  also  because  it 
claimed  to  represent  the  views  of  large 
portions  of  the  population,  and  to  be 
the  harbinger  of  violent  changes  in 
the  Land  Laws  of  England  and  Scotland. 
But  he  regretted  that  the  hon.  Member 
cherished  feelings  against  the  landlords 
of  this  country  which  wtro  certainly  not 
founded  on  a  profound  knowledge  of  the 
subject ;  and  he  feared  that  it  land 
legislation  in  the  future  was  to  be 
founded  on  the  ideas  expressed  by  the 
hon  Member,  it  would  not  proceed  on 
very  sober  or  rational  lines.  The  hon. 
Member  lamented  the  absorption  by 
a  few  individuals  of  large  tracts  of  land. 
He,  too,  regretted  it  likewise,  that  there 
was  not  a  larger  numberof  freeholders  in 
thecountr)',  not  because  be  thought  that 
peasant  proprietors  would  necessaiily, 
or  even  probably,  be  a  prosperous  class, 


but  because^  undoubtedly,  there  was  a 
political  danger  in  the  concentration  of 
land  in  a  few  hands.  The  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  suppose  that  the  landlords  of 
the  country  were  occupied  in  remorse- 
lessly adding  house  to  house  and  field  to 
field.  The  real  fact  was,  as  everyone 
knewi  precisely  the  reverse.  The  land- 
lords of  England  and  Scotland  desired 
nothing  more  than  to  find  purchasers  for 
the  land  which  they  already  possessed. 
He  desired  to  point  out  the  extraordinary 
attitude  which  the  Home  Secretary  had 
taken  up  on  the  question  with  which  the 
House  was  more  particularly  dealing, 
when  they  refleotea  what  the  Govern- 
ment were  doing  at  this  moment  in  Ire- 
land. The  Home  Secretary  denounced 
the  practice  of  collecting  rents  by  armed 
force ;  but  what  were  the  Government 
doing  in  Ireland  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary  denounced 
emigration ;  but,  again,  he  asked  what 
were  the  Government  doing  in  Ireland 
at  this  moment  ?  Why,  they  were 
acting  in  Ireland  precisely  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  never  would 
consent  to  act  in  Scotland.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that 
it  was  merely  political  economy  run 
mad  which  objected  to  emigration.  But 
if  he  had  read  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  with  the  attention  which 
he  ought  to  have  bestowed  upon  it,  he 
would  see  that  this  was  not  a  question 
of  political  economy,  but  a  question  of 
arithmetic,  and  a  very  simple  question 
too.  They  had  a  certain  population  to 
deal  with,  and  they  knew  the  amount  of 
ground  required  by  a  family  to  enable 
it  to  live  in  comfort  on  its  holding. 
Divide  the  acreage  by  the  number  of 
families,  and  let  them  see,  in  the  case 
of  many  of  the  Islands,  whether  the 
quotient  was  equal  to  what  was  re- 
quired. He  did  not  see  bow  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  refuse  to  absent  i(> 
the  proposition  that  there  were  large 
tracts  in  the  Highlands  which  could 
only  be  adequately  dealt  with  if,  in  ad- 
dition to  whatever  else  they  did,  they, 
at  all  events,  promoted  emigration.  Nor 
was  it  fair  or  just  to  represent  the  distress 
existing  in  the  Highlands  at  this  mo- 
ment as  the  result  of  large  sheep  farms, 
because  the  distress  existed  in  places 
where  there  were  no  large  sheep  farms. 
It  existed  in  places  where  almost  all 
the  good  arable  soil,  and  most  of  the 
hill  pasture,   was  in  poesesnion  of  th^^ 
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crofters.  The  Hon,  Member  for  Oar- 
low  hftd  said  that  in  the  Island  of 
Tyree  a  great  part  of  the  land  was 
divided  into  large  holdings.  That,  like 
many  of  the  statements  that  were  made 
in  connection  with  this  question,  he  wag 
Borry  to  say  by  people  of  responsibility, 
was  untrue.  The  large  farmers  in  the 
Island  of  Tyree  had  6,700  acres  of  the 
hill  pasturage,  and  of  the  soil  that 
could  be  tilled  they  had  about  300  acres. 
The  small  tenants  of  the  Island  had  of 
the  hill  pasturage  10,300  acres,  or  nearly 
double  what  the  large  fanners  had,  and 
of  the  land  which  was  capable  of  being 
tilled  they  cultivated  3,700  acres»  or 
more  than  10  times  the  amount  held 
by  the  large  farmers.  He  listened  with 
regret  to  some  of  the  attacks  made  by  the 
Hon.  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  Picton) 
on  some  of  the  landlords  in  the  High- 
lands. No  doubt,  there  were  individuals 
here  and  there  in  this  class,  as  in  every 
class  of  society,  who  did  not  do  their 
duty;  but  he  thought  it  might  fairly  be 
claimed  for  the  Highland  landlords  that 
they  had,  on  the  whole,  as  far  as  lay  in 
their  power,  managed  their  properties 
less  on  strictly  commercial  principles, 
lees  with  a  view  directly  to  their  own 
profit,  but  more  with  a  view  to  the  hap- 
piness and  the  material  well-being  of 
those  with  whom  they  were  connected 
than  any  other  class  of  the  community, 
be  that  class  what  it  might.  The  recent 
Commission  had  examined,  or  rather  had 
swallowed  wholesale,  the  case  of  the 
crofters ;  hut  the  case  of  the  landlords 
had  never  been  examined,  and  until  it 
was  examined  no  judgment  could  be 
passed  against  them  without  cruel  in- 
Tustice.  The  question  was.  however, 
What  was  to  be  done  ?  He  did  not  pro- 
fess to  have  a  remedy  ;  but  he  thought 
it  important  to  point  out  what  the  real 
difficulties  of  the  problem  were.  What, 
then,  was  the  Crofter  Question  ?  Wliat 
was  a  crofter?  A  crofter  was  prac- 
tically a  labourer  with  a  very  large 
allotment »  who  lived  in  the  very  worst 
climate  for  agricultural  as  opposed  to 
pastoral  purposes  in  the  world.  He  had 
hitherto  been  obliged  to  eke  out  his 
farming  by  labour,  or  his  labour  by 
farming — whichever  way  they  liked  to 
put  it — and  in  those  parts  of  the  coun* 
try  where  overcrowding  existed,  and 
where  there  was  insufficient  employ- 
ment, it  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
the  man  should  go  afield  and  seek  work 
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elsewhere,  either  by  fishing  or  other* 
wise.  How  was  this  state  of  things  to 
be  cured?  They  could  not  cure  the 
existing  evil  by  merely  increasing  his 
holding,  even  in  those  cases  where  that 
could  be  done  without  evicting  some  of 
his  neighbours.  That  would  do  no  good 
unless  they  increased  his  capital.  Bpade 
labour  required,  indeed,  but  little  capital ; 
but  then  spade  labour  could  never  b© 
productive  or  profitable  in  the  Highlands. 
A  very  competent  witness  from  8kye,  in 
giving  evidence  before  the  Commission, 
said  it  paid  to  import  oatmeal.  The  House 
could  not  have  a  more  suggestive  state- 
ment than  that,  because  oata  were  the  one 
form  of  cereal  crop  which  it  was  sup- 
posed could  withstand  the  Highland 
climate.  Spade  labour,  then,  being  out  of 
the  question,  how  were  they  to  increase 
their  holdings  for  pastoral  purposes  with- 
out at  the  same  time  increasing  their 
captial  ?  In  those  districts  of  the  country 
where  distress  existed  at  this  moment, 
the  poor  people  complained  that  they 
were  in  debt  to  the  shopkeeper  and  the 
moneylender  J  and  by  what  machinery 
and  from  what  source,  he  asked i  did 
they  propose  to  provide  the  indebted 
population  with  the  additional  capital 
necessary  to  increase  their  holdings  and 
to  stock  their  land  ?  When  he  mentioned 
that  there  were  upwards  of  140  inches  of 
rainfall  in  8kye  in  a  year,  the  House 
would  see  that  spade  labour,  by  which 
the  peasant  proprietor  earned  his  living. 
was  absolutely  out  of  the  questioo.  It 
must  be  by  pastoral  industry,  therefore^ 
and  pastoral  industry,  he  repeated,  re- 
required  capital,  which  the  people  had 
not.  If  the  British  taxpayer  chose  to 
provide  £300  capital  for  each  family, 
he  should,  of  course,  as  a  Highlander,  be 
glad  to  see  it  done ;  but  would  any  re- 
sponsible Government  in  this  country 
dare  to  maintain  that  the  position  of  the 
crofters  on  the  West  Coast  was  so  pecu- 
liar that  they,  among  all  the  distressed 
populations  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
were  to  be  provided  for  out  of  the  pockets 
of  the  taxpayer  ?  If  that  was  not  done» 
what  was  to  be  done  ?  He  waa  afraid 
that  the  Government,  listening  to  moni- 
tors like  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester, 
might  say — **  There  is  great  discontent, 
there  are  outrages,  disturbances,  real 
distress  and  poverty,  and  we  must  do 
something.  What  can  we  do  ?  Wo 
cannot  subscribe  large  sums  of  public 
money,  because  the  taxpayera  will  not 
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allow  it ;  we  will  give  these  people  fixitj 
of  tenure  or  an  finsh  Land  Bill,  some- 
thing that,  if  it  does  no  good,  will,  at 
all  events,  hurt  no  one  but  the  landlord.*' 
Fixity  of  tenure  would,  he  believed,  be 
a  very  serious  matter,  not  for  the  land- 
lord, but  for  the  tenant.  He  failed  to 
see  how  people,  who  were  not  evicted* 
and  were  not  rack-rented,  would  be  bene- 
fited by  a  measure  whose  only  object  was 
to  prevent  eviction  and  rack-renting. 
What  they  sutiered  was  from  neither  of 
those  scourges,  but  from  the  scourge  of 
poverty ;  and  no  mere  manipulation  of 
the  Land  Laws,  however  drastic,  could, 
he  feared,  do  the  slightest  good  to  these 
poor  people.  If  aoy  man  was  weak 
enough  to  suppose  that  by  buying  out 
or  turning  out  the  landlords,  or  destroy- 
ing their  interests  in  the  estates,  any 
advantage  would  accrue  to  those  poor 
mon,  he  made  a  most  melancholy  mis- 
take.  In  one  of  the  Islands  at  this 
moment  where  distress  was  both  acute 
and  chroDio,  the  whole  rent  had  for 
many  years  been  devoted  by  the  pro- 
prietor in  aid  of  the  people.  He  feared 
that  no  sudden  and  miraculous  improve- 
ment could  be  produced  in  this  state  of 
things  by  any  human  means,  least  of  aU 
by  Act  of  Parliament ;  they  must  look  to 
the  gradual  operation  of  increased  educa- 
tion, improved  means  of  communication, 
the  spread  of  the  English  language 
among  the  people,  and  the  desire  for 
greater  comfort  inducing  them  to  emi- 
grate to  ameliorate  their  lot.  These 
were  the  slow  but  sure  means  which 
would  provide  a  remedy  for  the  present 
condition  of  the  Highlands.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  spoken 
of  the  former  condition  of  those  people 
as  if  they  had  once  lived  in  plenty 
and  prosperity  in  their  Highland  glens. 
He  dissented  altogether  from  that 
view.  Those  who  really  knew  any- 
thing of  the  matter  knew  that  the 
** plenty  and  prosperity"  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  were 
fine  words  for  chroDic  starvation. 
Nothing  was  more  remarkahle  than  the 
fact  that  as  rents  had  increased  so  was 
the  increase  of  prosperity  in  a  large 
part  of  the  Highlands.  He  admitted 
freely  that  there  were  parts  of  the  High- 
lands where  the  state  of  the  population 
was  perfectly  shocking,  and  where  the 
dweuings,  the  poverty,  and  the  misery 
of  the  people  were  such  as  to  drive  them 
almost  to  anything  that  pretended  to 


be  a  remedy;  but  that  did  not  by 
any  moan  srepresent  the  whole  of  the 
Highlands.  There  were  large  tracts 
in  Eoss-shire,  Argyleshire,  and  Perth- 
shire, where  the  propperity  was  equal 
to  anything  to  be  found  in  any  other 
part  of  the  country.  In  these  more 
prosperous  parts  of  the  Highlands, 
partly  by  emigration,  partly  by  sheep- 
farming,  partly  by  improved  methods  of 
agriculture,  partly  by  the  inflow  of 
Southern  wealth,  the  even  layer  of 
chronic  misery  which  once  overspread 
the  whole  of  those  glens  had  now  dis- 
appeared. The  Government,  he  under- 
stoodp  meant  legislation  ;  but  what  pre- 
cise form  their  legislation  was  to  take, 
he  oould  not  gather  from  the  Home 
Secretary.  But  one  request  he  would 
most  earnestly  press  on  them.  Let 
them  not  legislate  for  show.  Let  their 
legislation  not  be  merely  contrived  to 
satisfy  the  people  of  the  big  towns,  who 
were  not  concerned  in  that  matter,  but 
such  as  should  have  regard  to  the 
welfare  of  the  people  who  were  con» 
cerned.  Let  it  not  be  of  that  sensa- 
tional kind  which  would  gratify  men 
like  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester, 
but  rather  such  as  would  slowly,  per- 
haps, but  effectually  and  permanently, 
raise  the  condition  of  the  poverty- 
stricken  dwellers  on  the  West  Coast  and 
in  the  Islands  of  Scotland. 

Mr.  WHITBBEAD  said,  that  he  had, 
like  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  William 
Harcourt),  a  strong  sympathy  with 
these  crofters.  Anyone  who  had  spent 
any  portion  of  his  time  in  the  Western 
Highlands  and  Islands  amidst  a  scenery 
unsurpassed,  perhaps,  in  the  whole  world 
for  beauty,  must  have  had  his  soul  stirred 
with  the  sight  of  dwellings  that  were  for 
the  most  part  utterly  unfit  for  human 
habitation.  Who  did  not  know  the  look 
of  the  miserable  cabin — house  it  could 
not  be  called  ?  Who  did  not  know  the 
look  of  the  Ustless  figure  leaning  against 
the  gable  end?  Why  was  the  High- 
lander, who  was  energetic  enough  when 
met  in  Canada,  so  listless  and  unoccupied 
when  they  saw  him  on  his  croft  ?  It  was 
the  surroundings  of  his  home  that  had 
brought  the  man  down.  It  was  the  con- 
finement of  his  home  that  brought  him 
down.  He  had  not  got  occupation  for 
his  arms.  He  had  got  no  hope  of  a 
better  life.  These  things  were  not  too 
strong  to  say  of  him ;  but  when  they 
came  to  speak  of  a  remedy,  difficulties 
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met  them  on  every  side.  It  was  not  eo 
easy  a  task  as  the  bon.  Member  for 
Leicester  (Mr.  Picton)  thought.  He 
confessed  that,  although  he  was  glad 
that  the  Goyerriment  proposed  to  take 
up  that  matter,  and  to  take  it  up  at  an 
early  date,  he  conld  not  hope  for  very 
much  from  legislation.  They  might  give 
the  crofter  eecimty  of  tenure ;  they  would 
stereotype  him  in  his  poverty.  They 
might  give  him  more  land,  as  the  hon. 
Member  who  seconded  the  Motion  sug- 
gested ;  but  how  waa  he  to  find  capital 
to  stock  it  ?  He  knew  of  one  instance 
in  a  district  where  he  had  long  resided 
in  which  the  proprietor,  anxious  to 
ameliorate  the  condition  of  the  crofters 
there,  offered  to  them,  at  a  very  low  rent 
indeed — a  rent  which  they  themselves 
would  admit  to  be  exceedingly  liberal — 
a  large  sheep  farm  which  was  very  close 
to  them,  and  which  they  had  longed  and 
aaked  for.  The  men  were  anxious  to 
take  the  farm  ;  but  he  was  sorry  to  say 
they  were»  at  any  rate  a  month  ago» 
unable  to  take  any  part  of  that  farm 
through  the  want  of  necessary  capital. 
How,  then,  were  they  to  get  over  that 
difficulty  of  the  want  of  capital  ?  He  did 
not  thiink  it  was  quite  an  insuperable  diiB* 
culty.  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J*  Balfour) 
that  they  could  not  ask  the  taxpayers 
of  the  country,  poor  as  many  of  them 
were,  to  find  a  large  sum  of  money  per 
family  to  ameliorate  the  lot  of  the 
crofters;  but  it  was  here,  he  thought, 
that  there  was  a  ray  of  light  if  they 
could  only  get  the  reasonable  co-opera- 
tion of  the  proprietors.  He  confessed 
he  looked  on  the  action  of  the  proprietor 
with  more  hope  than  he  did  on  any  law 
they  could  pass,  for  this  reason — that 
they  could  not,  by  a  stroke  of  the  pen 
or  by  passing  any  Act  of  Parliament, 
suddenly  raise  the  whole  mass  of  the 
crofters,  and  make  them  prosperous. 
"What  they  could  possibly  do  was  so  to 
legislate  that  they  might  raise  those 
among  them  who  were  most  capable  of 
rising,  and  that  the  most  thrifty  crofters 
might  have  a  better  opportunity  of 
getting  larger  holdings.  That  was  the 
way  in  which,  he  thought,  they  must 
look  to  solve  this  difficulty.  It  was  not 
by  a  sudden  elevation  of  the  whole  body 
of  crofters,  but  by  a  gradual  process  of 
lifting  those  who  were  capable  of  rising 
out  of  their  present  condition;  and  by 
lifting  these  they  would  give  hope  to 
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those  who  were  behind,  and  those  who 
were  behind  would  see  that  thrifty  habits 
and  industry  might  raise  a  man  out  of 
the  condition  of  the  average  crofters,  and 
put  him  in  a  better  and  more  proBperoiia 
state.  His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Home  Secretary  had  fired  a 
Terj  heavy  gun  against  any  idea  of 
emigration.  He  could  not  go  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  fuU  length  of 
what  the  House  understood  him  to  say. 
No  doubt,  migration  was  better  than 
emigration  where  it  was  possible,  and 
he  would  never  suggest  emigration  if 
he  thought  that  the  condition  of  a  man 
could  be  bettered  at  home ;  bat  if  there 
was  no  chance  of  that— if  the  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  it  were  insuperable  or  ap- 
peared to  be  insuperable^ — then,  if  tho 
man  himself  was  anxious  and  willing  to 
go  where  his  relations  and  his  fellow- 
countrymen  had  already  gone  and  pros- 
pered, for  his  own  part  he  would  en- 
courage that  man  to  go.  That  waa  the 
principle  which  had  all  through  go- 
verned those  who  had  taken  an  interest 
in  Irish  emigration.  To  take  another 
point,  there  was  the  question  of  fishing. 
How  were  they  going  to  legislate  for 
that  ?  They  were  told  that  more  bar* 
hours  and  piers  should  be  provided. 
That  was  a  very  good  thing ;  but  how 
came  it  that  the  East  Coast  fishermen 
came  round  to  the  West  Coast,  and  took 
the  fish  from  under  the  very  noses  of 
the  starving  crofters  ?  Something  might 
be  done  by  a  little  forethought  as  to  the 
storage  of  salt  and  such  matters;  but 
they  could  not  make  the  lot  of  a  crofter 
who  had  to  depend  upon  arable  ground 
anything  but  an  intolerable  one  in  the 
West  of  Scotland.  The  climate  was 
against  them,  even  if  the  land  was 
theirs  in  abundance.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hertford  had  said  that  more 
oats  might  be  grown.  But  as  [a  rule 
the  crofter  did  not  eat  the  oats  he 
grew ;  in  most  cases  they  did  not  ripen, 
and  they  were  grown  chiefly  for  the 
cattle.  The  climate  was  wanting,  and 
the  crofter  had  to  depend  really  upon 
three  things — pasture,  fishing,  and  wnat 
labour  he  could  get  elsewhere.  It  was 
all  very  well  to  say  that  the  crofters  had 
been  squeezed  out  and  sent  down  from 
the  centre  of  the  country  to  the  ehore. 
But  there  was  no  comparison  between 
the  lot  of  a  crofter  who  lived  awajr 
from  the  coast  on  fair  land  and  that  of 
one  who  lived  on  wojse  land,  but  wtlh 
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fiehing  close  to  his  door.  H©  did  not 
advise  that  the  crofter  should  be  left  to 
the  charity  of  the  landlord.  He  should 
be  very  anxious  to  see  the  G^overnment 
take  any  stops  which  they  could  to  help 
the  crofters  ;  and  if  they  had  the  Becurity 
of  the  landlord,  he  should  be  prepared 
to  go  as  far  as  to  vote  for  any  nieaeure 
which  would  enable  the  landlord  to  ac- 
quire money,  at  a  moderate  rate  of 
interest,  for  the  sake  of  improving  the 
condition  of  the  crofter.  He  could  not 
go  further  than  that.  He  waa  very  un- 
willing to  burden  the  public  with  loans 
of  that  kind ;  but  he  believed  that  un- 
less something  of  that  kind  were  done 
it  would  be  found  almost  impracticable 
to  get  the  crofters  into  larger  holdings. 
The  landlord  might  be  willing  to  offer 
the  land,  but  the  crofter  would  be 
utterly  unable  to  take  advantage  of 
it,  even  If  he  was  in  a  condition 
of  having  security  of  tenure.  He 
could  not  see  any  great  danger  to 
the  State  or  the  Exchequer  if  they  had 
the  security  of  the  landlord.  Whether 
the  landlord  would  be^  in  many  cases, 
willing  to  burden  himself  with  such  a 
debt  he  was  unable  to  say.  He  most 
cordially  endorsed  the  appeal  made  by 
the  Home  Secretary.  In  the  first  place, 
in  endeavouring  thus  to  ameliorate  the 
condition  of  the  crofter,  it  was  necessary 
to  pick  out  those  who  would  be  able  to 
make  their  living  there.  That  was  a  thing 
which  Government  oould  not  do;  only 
persona  intimately  acquainted  with  the 
locality,  with  the  varying  oiroum stances 
of  the  locality,  and  with  the  men  them- 
selyeSy  could  carry  this  out.  A  landlord 
who  was  acquainted  with  these  details 
would  know  who  could  be  trusted  with 
an  advance  of  capital.  With  reference 
to  the  landowners  themselves,  he  was  as- 
tounded that,  being  so  few  in  number 
aa  they  were,  and  willing  aa  many  of 
them  were  to  make  efforts  in  the  right 
direction,  they  had  not  met  together  for 
the  purpose  of  taking  some  joint  action 
in  the  matter. 

Mb.  OAMEBON  :  Is  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber sure  that  they  have  not  done  so  ? 

Me.  WHITBEEAD  remarked,  that  he 
had,  at  all  events,  seen  no  pubUo  men- 
tion of  their  having  done  so.  In  the 
meantime  this  agitation  was  growing. 
T\1iat  were  they  waiting  for?  Were 
they  thinking  of  sheep- farming,  or  did 
they  think  that  they  were  going  to  put 
the  whole  of  the  land  under  forest  ?   He 


would  not  go  into  the  question  of  how 
far  public  opinion  would  tolerate  such 
action;  but  he  thought  that  there  were 
solid  reasons  against  it.  In  the  first 
place,  deer  did  not  multiply  quickly,  and 
the  making  of  a  forest  was  a  slow  pro- 
cess ;  and,  secondly,  there  was  only  a 
limited  number  of  men  who  were  wealthy 
enougli  to  afiFord  to  give  extravagant 
prices  for  forests.  If  the  landlords  al- 
lowed this  notation  to  go  on  without 
taking  any  collective  action  to  meet  the 
condition  of  affairs,  he  feared  that  ths 
line  which  separated  what  was  reason- 
able from  what  was  wild  and  unreason- 
able would  soon  be  blotted  out ;  and  ho 
thought  that  they  would  have  them- 
selves, and  themselves  alone,  to  blame 
if,  at  some  future  time,  legislation  of  a 
very  drastic,  and  not  of  a  very  useful, 
character  was  passed  in  that  House — 
legislation  which  was  now  utterly  un- 
necessary, if  now  the  proprietors  them- 
selves would  meet  and,  after  careful  con- 
sideration, take  collective  action  in  the 
way  of  ameliorating  the  condition  of  the 
crofters* 

Mr.  MUNEO^FERGUSON  said,  that 
so  soon  after  his  admission  to  the  House 
he  would  not  have  trespassed  on  its  in- 
dulgence had  it  not  been  for  the  vital 
importance  which  was  attached  to  the 
Land  Question  in  the  Highlands.  His 
second  plea  for  extenuating  circum- 
stances was  that  he  wished  to  make 
public  a  telegram  which  he  had  received 
in  regard  to  the  disturbances  in  the  He- 
brides, which  had,  from  the  reports  in 
the  newspapers,  been  considerably  ex- 
aggerated. He  received  a  telegram 
some  three  days  ago,  which  he  handed 
to  the  right  hon,  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Lord  Advocate,  on  the  subject 
of  these  disturbances  in  the  Island  of 
Lewis,  and  since  then  he  had  received 
another  whith  he  had  been  requested  to 
read  to  the  House.     It  was — 

' '  A  large  and  enthusiastic  public  meeting  of 
inhabitants  of  Lewis  indignantly  repela  the  un- 
truthful and  misloading  nsports  of  lawldssnen 
in  the  Island  in  The  ScotMman  of  laat  Monday* 
Contradict  these  reports  in  Houae ;  they  ari 
used  for  the  purpose  of  duiuag:ing  the  crof ten 
with  the  Government," 

He  might  say,  on  behalf  of  the  people 
of  his  constituency,  that  they  recognized 
the  difficulties  of  the  Government  in 
dealing  with  this  question  in  conse- 
quence of  the  position  of  the  Franchise 
Bill.     But  while   he  recognized  thoae 
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difficulties  fully,  yet  he  could  not  help 
saying  that  any  further  delay  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  in  dealing  with 
this  question  would  be  fraught  with  the 
greatest  danger.  The  Oovernment,  in 
short,  must  do  somethiDg  at  the  earlieet 
possible  moment.  Besides  the  ordinary 
reasons  for  attending  to  the  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission,  which  recom- 
mended very  sweeping  changes  in  the 
existing  law.  there  were  special  reasons 
to  be  considered*  In  the  oret  place,  the 
Highlanders  were  an  imaginative  and 
impulsive  people.  He  had  found,  in 
the  course  of  land  management  in  the 
Highlands,  as  compared  with  the  Low- 
lands, that  if  a  contract  was  to  be 
arranged  between  a  proprietor  and  a 
tenant,  the  decision  should  be  given  at 
once,  and  the  work  earned  through  at 
as  early  a  date  as  possible,  because  if 
that  were  not  done  the  one  contracting 
party  brooded  over  the  cause  of  delay, 
and  attributed  all  sorts  of  reasons  as  to  the 
other  contracting  party  j  and  so  it  would 
be  with  the  action  of  the  Government. 
They  would  have  the  people  brooding 
over  their  wrongs,  which  would  not  de- 
crease under  that  process  until  the  mat- 
ter was  taken  in  hand  and,  so  far  as  pos- 
sible, remedied.  Another  reason  he  bad 
for  pressing  the  Government  not  to  delay 
taking  the  matter  in  hand  was  the  out- 
side influence  which  was  brought  to 
bear  upon  the  crofters,  and  which  was 
not  always  of  the  best  description.  He 
ventured  to  say  that  a  speech  from  the 
Home  Secretary,  or  a  few  words  from  the 
Prime  Minister,  would  be  a  better  and 
healthier  remedy  for  the  Highland  fever 
than  the  reckless  statements  of  profes- 
sional agitators.  It  was  to  be  regretted 
that,  although  the  crofters  had  the  sym- 
pathy of  everyone  who  had  inquired 
into  their  case,  it  had  not  been  aooom- 
panied  by  a  just  proportion  of  practical 
and  sound  knowledge  of  the  case.  Here 
they  had  a  very  grave  social  problem  to 
tackle— one  of  the  most  dangerous  that 
he  thought  lay  before  them.  The  ques- 
tion was  a  very  grave  one,  and  it  was 
quite  as  serious  in  all  its  parts  as  the 
Land  Question  in  Ireland.  The  Land 
Question  was  too  big  a  one  for  a  private 
Member  to  tackle ;  and  that  was  why  he 
wished  to  see  the  Cabinet  turn  its  atten- 
tion and  resources  in  that  direction.  In 
respect  to  these  disturbances  in  8kye, 
while  he  fully  recognized  that  it  was  the 
first  duty  of  the  Home  Secretary  to  re- 
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store  order  in  that  Island — and  that 
action,  he  believed,  had  met  with  the 
general  approval  of  the  House^ — yet  he 
could  not  help  thinking  himself  that  a 
Royal  Proclamation  would  have  been 
better  before  resorting  to  sending  an 
armed  force.  This  agitation  could  nevep« 
have  been  aroused  amongst  a  deeply  re- 
ligious and  loyal  people  without  a  btrong 
reason  ;  and  that  agitation  would  not 
subside  until  the  cause  had  been  con- 
sidered by  the  House,  and  it  had  ap* 
plied  a  remedy.  There  was  one  other 
point  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member  i 
(Mr.  Picton),  who  suggested  that  a  Sus- 
pensory Act  should  be  brought  in.  If 
there  was  to  be  any  delay  in  dealing 
with  this  matter,  he  thought  it  would 
be  well  worth  the  attention  of  the  Cabi- 
net whether  a  Suspensory  Act  should 
not  be  brought  in,  because  if  it  had  no 
other  effect  it  would  tend  to  pacify  the 
people.  He  thanked  the  House  for  the 
kindness  with  which  it  had  received  his 
few  remarks*  He  was  well  aware  of  his 
own  deficiencies,  both  in  youth  and  in- 
experience ;  but  he  had  studied  this 
question  with  the  utmost  earnestness. 
What  he  wished,  above  all  other  things, , 
to  impress  upon  hon.  Members  was  that^ 
this  was  a  question  of  the  first  import- 
an  CO,  and  not  one  of  second  aiy  rank. 

Ma.  WARTON  maintamed  that  con- 
tracts with  regard  to  land  ought  to  be 
fulfilled,  and  he  protested  against  an- 
other Land  Act  being  passed  for  Eng- 
land and  Scotland,  Principles  were 
being  advocated  that«  if  carried  into 
effect,  would  deprive  the  landlords  of  all 
their  rights,  and  he  was  sorry  that  the 
Home  Secretary  should  go  as  far  as  he 
had  done  in  support  of  those  principles. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  the  right  hon,  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  almost  forgotten 
the  lessons  taught  by  the  Irish  Land 
Act  of  1881— a  measure  which  he  (Mr. 
War  ton)  foresaw  was  doomed  to  failure. 
There  was  plenty  of  room  in  the  world 
for  all  its  inhabitants  to  exist  in  pros- 
perity, and  it  was  absurd  to  attempt  to 
overpopulate  any  particular  parts  of  it. 
The  real  remedy  for  the  state  of  things , 
which  was  now  complained  of  was  emi-  • 
gration ;  but  they  could  not  apply  any 
enduring  remedy  by  taking  away  the 
property  of  the  landlord  and  giving  it 
to  the  tenant. 

Mr.  DICK-PEDDIE  said,  nobody 
could  have  listened  to  the  debate  with. 
ont  feeling  that  the  orofters  had  mueh 
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reason  to  be  satisfied  up  to  a  certam 
point.  Much  sympathy  with  them  had 
been  expressed^  as  well  as  a  general 
desire  to  provide  a  remedy,  as  far  as 
possible,  for  the  existing  state  of  things. 
The  Home  Secretary  had  said  much  that 
was  very  satisfactory  to  himself  (Mr. 
Diok-Peddie)  and  to  his  hon.  Friends 
who  took  an  interest  in  this  question  ; 
but  there  was  also  a  great  deal  lacking 
in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  of  what  they  most 
desired  to  hear.  While  he  showed  a 
just  appreciation  of  the  character  of 
the  crofters,  he  left  them  very  little 
satisfaction  in  anything  he  promised 
on  their  behalf.  After  recognizing  in 
strong  and  forcible  language  many  of 
the  evils  under  which  the  crofters  suf- 
fered, he  proceeded  to  tell  the  House  in 
what  direction  he  looked  for  remedy ;  and, 
80  far  as  he  (^tr,  Dick-Peddie)  could  find 
out,  the  only  thing  he  indicated  that 
would  be  of  any  benefit  was  the  duty  of 
the  proprietors  to  do  something  for  the 
crofters.  The  right  hon,  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  appealed  to  the  benevo- 
lence of  the  landlords,  and  to  their  sense 
of  what  was  right,  but  still  more  to  their 
fears  ;  and  he  (Mr.  Dick-Peddie)  should 
regard  the  latter  appeal  as  more  likely 
to  be  successful  than  any  other,  for 
while  he  well  knew  that  Highland  land* 
owners  generally  were  kind  and  con- 
siderate, those  of  them  whoso  conduct 
had  given  rise  to  the  present  agitation 
were  not  likely  to  be  much  moved  by 
appeals  to  their  humanity.  Further, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  promised  that  the  subject 
would  very  soon  receive  the  attention  of 
the  Government.  Last  Session  a  simi- 
lar promise  was  given,  in  almost  stronger 
terms  than  to-night ;  but  nothing  had 
come  of  it.  Still,  a  slight  advance  had 
taken  place  in  the  attitude  of  the  Go- 
vernment since  1883,  for  on  that  occa- 
sion, when  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlo w 
(Mr*  Maofarlane)  brought  forward  his 
Motion  for  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mission  of  Inquiry,  the  Lord  Advocate 
appeared  entirely  to  ignore  the  fact  of 
there  being  any  claims  on  the  part  of  the 
crofters  at  aD.  The  Lord  Advocate  then 
said — 

•*  It  appeaw  to  the  Government  that  thcr« 
haa  neither  been  in  the  statement b  made  in  the 
House  to-day,  nor  from  th©  ioformation  of 
which  they  aro  othorwige  ia  poBfteasion,  any 
tufficient  ground  for  takiiig  such  a  serious  aad 
unuBual  Htep  M  to  appoint  a  Royal  Commit- 


eion  such  as  tbat  which  is  now  asked  for.**-^ 
(3  Rangard,  [373]  779.) 

Last  year,  when  the  G^ovemment  were 
asked  to  give  effect  to  the  Report  of 
the  Commission,  they  met  the  demand 
by  a  mere  evasion  on  the  ground 
of  the  difficulties  of  legislation.  H© 
thought  it  was  impossible  that  the 
crofters  would  settle  down  to  bear  the 
evils  of  their  lot  unless  they  got  not 
merely  a  vague  promise,  but  a  serious 
indication  that  the  Government  intended 
to  deal  in  some  definite  direction  with 
the  evih  from  which  they  suffered.  Ho 
could  not  help  contrasting  the  attitude 
of  the  Government  with  the  attitude  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Inverness  (Mr.  D. 
Cameron)^  a  most  respected  Highland 
proprietor,  who  had  spoken  of  thecroftera 
in  terms  of  warm  sympathy,  and  who 
last  year  indicated  in  no  vague  terms 
certain  directions  in  which  he  thought 
immediate  legislation  should  take  place. 
That  hon.  Member  had  suggested  the 
provision  of  piers  and  harbours,  the  cut- 
ting down  of  the  high  education  rate  in 
the  Highlands,  and  a  system  of  loans 
which  would  enable  the  holders  to  stock 
the  land  now  occupied  as  deer  forests, 
and,  lastly,  to  make  it  compulsory  on  the 
landlords  to  give  30  years'  leases,  with 
full  eompensation  at  the  end  for  improve- 
ments. These  were  very  valuable  sugges- 
tions, especially  as  coming  from  a  Tory 
landlord,  and  a  Gentleman  who  knew 
the  Highlands  as  well  as  any  man  could 
know  them.  He,  therefore,  thought  the 
Government  might  be  encouraged  to  set 
about  devising  some  definite  measures. 
The  Home  Secretary  had  road  to  the 
House  an  extract  from  a  speech  by  the 
Rev,  Mr.  Davidson.  He  did  not  know 
where  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  got  the  report ;  but  he  held 
in  his  hand  an  extract  from  Tht*  Dailif 
Maii^  Glasgow,  in  which  he  found  the 
language  attributed  to  the  rev.  gentle- 
man to  be  much  more  emphatic  in  favour 
of  the  crofters  than  that  which  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  quoted. 
Mr.  Davidson  said  — 

'♦  When  bo  began  to  see  the  sufferings  of  Iho 
people,  he  became  convinced,  as  any  impartial 
p^»oQ  roiiBt  be  conTinced,  that  the  system*' — 

that  is,  the  crofter  system ^ — 

"must  be  viewed  with  reprobation.  Th©  sys- 
tem of  tyranny  and  oppresfiion  was  so  stadied 
and  refined  that  it  had  been  reduced  to  an  art/' 

He  wished  to  ask  the  House  whether 
men  in  the  position  described  by  the  rev, 
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gen tletn an  could  be  expected  to  i^emain 
silent  ?  He  felt  there  was  too  much  trutli 
in  that  reir«  gentleman's  statement,  and 
that  there  ex^isted  an  evil  which  called 
for  immediate  remedy.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
spoke  of  some  parts  of  the  Highlands 
where  the  population  were  more  pros- 
perous than  the  peasantry  of  any  part 
of  the  United  Kingdom  ;  but  these 
were  the  parts  where  there  only  re- 
mained the  shepherd^  the  gamekeeperi 
and  the  ghillie.  These  crofters  were 
told  two  years  ago  that  they  had  no 
grievance.  In  the  following  year  these 
grievances  were  acknowledged  by  a 
Royal  Commission.  Last  Session  they 
had  a  discussion  on  the  Eeport  of  that 
Commiesion,  in  which  the  Home  Secre- 
tary promised  legislation ;  but  nothing 
had  been  done,  and  now  they  felt  that 
they  were  heiug  trifled  with.  They 
knew  that  the  Irish  peasants  had 
gained  great  advantages — not  because 
they  were  more  entitled  to  them  than 
ihe  crofters,  but  because  they  were 
stronger  and  more  Dumerous.  The  crof- 
ters were  a  small  body,  peaceable,  and 
well  ordered ;  and  he  believed  the  state- 
ments in  many  newspaper  reports  of 
their  proceedings  had  been  exagge* 
rated.  They  had  been  bearing  with  a 
patience,  which  no  other  persons  in  thia 
Kingdom  could  equal ^  hardships  which 
the  more  they  were  considered  the  more 
grievous  they  were  found  to  be.  He 
trusted  that  the  result  of  this  debate 
would  be  to  induce  the  Q-overnment 
more  boldly  to  face  this  problem,  and, 
notwithstanding  its  difficulties,  to  feel 
that  there  was  nothing  in  the  way  of 
legislation,  after  the  Reform  Bill  had 
passed,  which  more  demanded  their  at- 
tention than  this  question  of  the  crofters 
of  8kye  and  Lewie, 

Sir  HERBER.T  MAX^VELL  wished 
to  explain  an  interject ional  remark  which 
escaped  him  during  the  interestiog  and 
eloquent  speech  of  the  Home  Secretary, 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  speaking  of  the  condition  of  the  crof- 
ters at  the  present  time  as  compared  with 
the  condition  of  their  predecessors,  and 
gave  the  House  to  understand  that  the 
condition  of  the  crofters  now  was  not  so 
good  as  it  was  in  former  times.  His  own 
experience  thoroughly  bore  out  the  cor- 
rectness of  the  picture  which  the  right 
hon,  and  learned  Q-entleraan  drew  ;  but 
other  causes  had  been  at  work  to  the 


deterioration  of  the  comfort  of  these 
small  holdings,  and  among  those  causes, 
especially  in  maritime  di striata  and  in 
the  Isles,  he  thought  there  could  be  no 
question  that  the  great  change  which 
had  come  over  the  industry  of  the  manu- 
facture of  kelp  had  not  been  one  of  the 
least.  When  he  interjected  the  word 
'*  kelp,"  he  by  no  means  meant  to  indi* 
cate  that  he  considered  **kelp**  a 
panacea,  and  that  if  the  industry  were 
restored  they  could  thereby  remedy  the 
evils  that  existed  ;  but  there  was  no 
doubt  the  manufacture  of  kelp  was  in 
times  past  a  proBtable  source  of  income 
to  a  class  of  people  who  could  ill  afFo: 
to  dispense  with  it.  The  speakers 
the  debate  had  generall}'  spoken  in  sup- 
port of  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Carlo w  ;  but  there  were  one  or  tw* 
considerations  which  preseuted  them.' 
selves  in  connection  with  it  that  had  not 
yet  been  set  before  the  House,  He 
came  from  a  district  of  Scotland  in 
which,  not  very  long  ago,  the  crofters' 
system  was  in  full  swing.  It  had  passed 
away,  and  with  it  had  passed  undoubt- 
edly a  great  part  of  the  rural  popula- 
tion. They  had  in  their  hills  in  the  Low- 
lands traces  of  the  townships  which  the 
Royal  Commission  recommended  should 
be  re-established  and  confirmed  in  the 
Highlands.  The  small  villages  on  the 
hill  sides  were  now  objects  of  interest  to 
the  anthropologist  and  archaeologist ;  but 
they  had  completely  passed  away  from 
rural  society.  Would  the  South  of  Scol 
land,  he  asked,  be  any  better  if,  at 
former  period,  the  old  state  of  thin] 
had  been  stereotyped  and  confirmed 
Should  they  be  better  no  w  if  the  orol 
who  IDO  years  ago  occupied  the  blei 
hills  of  tralloway  and  Dumfriessh 
were  still  settled  upon  the  miserable-' 
holdings;  or  were  they  not  infinitely 
better  off,  and  were  not  the  people  whorj 
had  gone  to  other  parts  of  the  worl 
better  off,  than  if  they  had  remain* 
upon  those  bleak  hill- sides  ?  Nobod; 
who  knew  that  part  of  the  country 
could  doubt  what  the  answer  would  be. 
Landowners  lived  in  palaces  ;  farme 
lived  in  w^hat  used  to  be  landowneri 
houses ;  and  the  labourers,  in  their  turn, 
lived  now  in  houses  which  were  in* 
finitely  better  than  the  housee  of  100 
years  ago.  Was  there,  or  was  there  not, 
in  such  a  state  of  things  any  reason  for 
congratulation  or  satisfaction  ?  He  said 
most  decidedly  there  was.  If  legislation 
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had  been  undertaken  such  as  was  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr,  Picton) 
and  others  of  his  school  in  that  part  of 
the  country  1 00  years  ago,  they  should 
have  been  infinitely  further  baelt  on  the 
road  of  progress  than  they  now  were. 
It  had  been  admitted  on  all  hands  that 
the  que&tioD  was  full  of  diffionltiea,  but 
that  the  difficulties  were  not  insuper- 
able. They  were  met  at  the  outset  of 
the  Report  of  the  Commission  by  the 
warning  that  they  were  not  to  take 
ererything  **at  the  foot  of  the  letter," 
bnt  that  in  judging  of  the  validity 
of  mut'h  of  the  evidence  they  should 
do  well  to  bear  in  mind  that  de- 
positioDS  were  made  from  hearsay, 
memory,  or  popular  tradition,  even 
where  they  were  not  tinged  by  resent- 
ments or  passions  of  the  hour ;  and  in 
addition  to  the  causes  of  infirmity  which 
would  apply  to  miacellaneous  testimony 
not  given  on  oath,  they  had  the  fact 
that  the  proffress  of  the  Commission  was 
anticipated  by  agents  en  basted  in  the 
popular  canse.  He  remembered  that  in 
the  last  Autumn  Session,  two  years  ago, 
the  hou.  Member  for  Carlo w  (Mr.  Mac- 
farlane)  asked  him,  as  a  Scottish  Mem- 
ber, to  sign  a  requisition  for  a  Royal 
Commission  to  in<juiro  into  the  griev- 
ances of  the  crofters.  He  declined,  say- 
ing he  did  not  approve  of  **  round 
robins,*'  whereupon  the  hou.  Member 
for  Carlo w  said  he  was  wrong,  and  fur- 
ther observed — **  Mark  this;  we  will 
take  care  that  this  subject  shall  not  rest, 
and  you  will  hear  plenty  of  it  before  an- 
other year.**  Who  was  the  **we?'' 
He  presumed  the  "we"  referred  to 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland  with 
whom  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlo w 
usually  acted.  ['*  No,  no!"]  At  any 
rate,  he  considered  that  the  **  we  "  cer- 
tainly included  the  remaining  Irish 
Members  ;  and  he  was  struck  by  the 
fact  that  in  last  August  a  most  singular 
phenomenon  manifested  itself  in  the 
Western  Islands.  A  steam  yacht  ar- 
rived laden  with  senators,  and  senators 
not  of  the  same  caste — the  hon.  Member 
for  Oarlow  (Mr.  Macfarlane),  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  B.  Power), 
and  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  OorstJ.  He 
regretted  very  much  that  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Chatham 
was  not  in  the  House,  and  he  hoped 
that  the  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  take  an  early  opportunity  of  dis^ 


claiming,  at  all  events,  a  portion  of  the 
sentiments  and  utterances  that  were  at- 
tributed to  hira.  It  certainly  was  with 
dismay  the  Members  of  the  Conservative 
Party  read  one  morning  in  their  news- 
papers the  utterances  that  were  attri- 
buted to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
whose  abilities  and  resource  had  made 
him  eonspicious  in  the  House,  and  who 
was  also  conspicuous  in  another  way, 
because  on  the  very  last  occasion  of  hi  a 
appearance  in  Scotland  he  was  the  ac- 
credited official  of  the  Central  Oonstitu- 
tional  Association  in  London,  for  the 
purpose  of  Party  organization  in  Scot- 
land. In  a  hurried  interview  before  the 
debate  began,  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  thanked  him  prospectively 
for  giving  the  opportunity  of  refuting 
these  speeches.  According  to  the  report 
in  The  i!>€otJimanj  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Qorst),  who 
was  introduced  by  Professor  Blackie  as 
a  Tory  with  common  sense,  advised  the 
electors  not  to  be  tied  to  any  one  Party 
if  they  wanted  Reform,  but  to  form  a 
party  of  their  own.  He  deprecated  the 
idea  of  a  landlord  being  a  suitable  Mem- 
ber for  them,  and  was  proceeding  to 
criticize  Mr,  Ferguson^s  speeches  when 
he  was  interrupted  by  the  meeting. 
What  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  said 
was  this — that  owing  to  the  presence  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  and 
himself  on  the  same  platform  their 
utterances  were  by  the  reporter  con- 
fused. He  must  say  it  seemed  strange 
that  his  hon,  and  learned  Finoud  had 
taken  no  opportunity  since  then  of  re- 
repudiating  statements  so  utterly  at 
variance  with  those  usually  professed  by 
the  Party  with  whom  he  had  been 
in  the  habit  of  acting,  and  to  whom  he 
certainly  owed  some  degree  of  considera- 
tion. He  could  not  believe  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  would  be  willing  to 
tarnish  his  reputation  for  political  sin- 
cerity merely  because  he  Lappened  to 
£nd  himself  dam  la  tnemegalerd  with  the 
hou.  Member  for  Carlow.  There  was 
one  thing  he  should  like  to  say  with  re- 
ference to  the  present  state  of  the  croft- 
ing population  in  the  West  Highlands 
— ^Was  it  80  very  much  worse  in  the 
present  than  it  was  in  the  past?  Of 
course,  they  had  a  mass  of  evidence 
taken  before  this  Royal  Commission, 
which  contained  a  narrative  of  suffering, 
of  indigence,  and  of  poverty.  But  it  waa 
not  an  altogether  unmitigated  picture. 
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It  was  because  he  wished  really  that 
this  question  should  be  satisfactorily  dealt 
with  that  he  urged  upon  hon.  Members 
not  to  expect  any  Utopian  solution  of  this 
problem.  Let  them  not  aim  at  too  much 
if  they  had  truly  at  heart  the  interest  of 
the  crofters,  whom  they  all  loved  and 
honoured  for  their  character,  for  their 
demeanour  to  strangers,  and  for  the  part 
they  had  borne  in  the  history  of  their 
country.  Let  them  be  content  if  they 
could  devise  for  the  crofters  some 
reasonably  comfortable  and  healthy 
mode  of  existence.  They  could  not  ex- 
pect more.  They  could  not  expect  ever 
to  be  in  affluence,  because  the  very  ele- 
ments were  at  war  against  them ;  and 
he  for  one — if  the  discussion  to-night 
were  not  altogether  barren,  if  it  led  the 
present  Government,  or  any  succeeding 
Government,  to  undertake  this  matter 
and  deal  with  it  satisfactorily — if  it  led 
to  the  amelioration  of  the  hard  circum- 
stances which  were  endured  by  these 
brave  people — then  he  should  say  this 
night  had  not  altogether  been  spent  in 
vain. 

Mr.  JESSE  C0LLING8  said,  it  was 
remarkable  that  the  elements  were  only 
against  the  poorer  classes  of  the  rural 
districts  and  never  against  the  landlords. 
The  elements  were  always  advanced 
when  any  explanation  was  needed  of  the 
condition  of  the  farmer  or  the  labourer. 
He  did  not  regard  this  as  an  exclusively 
Scotch  question.  It  was  merely  one 
phase  of  the  great  question  which  was 
becoming  the  most  burning  question 
throughout  the  country.  It  now  came 
forward  in  a  manner  which  touched  the 
sentiment  and  conscience  of  the  nation, 
because  it  was  allied  to  intense  suffer- 
ing. The  debate  would  carry  very  little 
comfort  to  the  crofters.  But  it  would  add 
a  great  deal  to  the  force  of  the  agitation 
in  Scotland  and  England.  Those  con- 
nected with  the  territorial  interest  had 
admitted  the  evils  and  dangers  which 
existed,  but  they  had  no  remedy.  It 
would  be  the  large  towns  that  would 
settle  this  question.  The  eyes  of  the 
toiling  millions  who  were  suffering 
socially  and  in  every  way  from  the  Land 
Laws  would  take  this  question  in  hand, 
and  the  landlords,  when  the  time  came, 
would  have  cause  to  regret  that  they 
had  not  agreed  to  something  reasonable 
in  time.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  had,  it 
appeared  from  his  speech  that  night,  no 
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remedy  to  propose  for  the  present  state 
of  things  m  the  Highlands,  and  hon. 
Gentleman  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
had  declared  how  difficult  it  was  to  find 
a  remedy ;  but  they  were  even  then  en- 
gaged in  the  discussion  of  a  Beport 
which  contained  a  remedy.  Was  the 
Commisssion  which  drew  up  that  Report 
intended  to  be  merely  an  insult  to  the 
poor  people  whom  it  affected,  or  was  it 
intended  to  have  some  practical  result  ? 
That  Commission  had  now  presented  a 
Eeport  which  was  eminently  practical 
in  its  character,  and  it  was  now  to  all 
intents  and  purposes  ignored  by  the  Go- 
vernment. He  thought  the  Govern- 
ment were  shirking  a  responsibilty 
which  would  become  greater  and  greater 
as  it  went  on.  They  were  teaching  the 
multitude  that  they  would  get  no  reform 
unless  they  made  themselves  disagree- 
able. The  Home  Secretary  had  admitted 
the  evils,  but  he  had  no  statesmanlike 
remedy  ;  he  had  sent  a  force  and  not  a 
remedy,  and  had  by  so  doing  assumed  a 
responsibility  which  he  would  find,^on 
reflection,  a  very  solemn  matter.  Gould 
not  an  Act  of  Parliament  afford  a 
remedy  ?  Had  not  Acts  of  Parliament 
secured  a  remedy  in  many  cases  similar 
to  this?  The  Home  Secretary  had 
expressed  a  hope  that  the  proprietors 
would  do  something.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  also  read  a 
speech  by  Major  Eraser,  from  which  he 
could  draw  little  hope  that  the  remedy  he 
was  suggesting  would  be  realized ;  but 
when  did  landlords  in  the  history  of  this 
country  or  any  other  country  do  any- 
thing to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  the 
poor  connected  with  the  land  except  in 
the  face  of  a  revolution  or  in  fear  of  it  ? 
These  troops  were  despatched  at  the  in- 
stance of  a  self- elected  body — of  a  non- 
resident Sheriff,  and  of  a  Procurator 
Fiscal,  who  was  the  agent  of  the  land- 
lords. They  found  in  Skye  the  same 
old  story  they  found  in  Ireland — namely, 
the  manufacture  of  outrages  by  the 
class  who  called  on  the  Central  Govern- 
ment for  troops.  The  Commissioners  in 
their  Report  pointed  out  that  the  crofters 
had  in  many  cases  been  confined  within 
narrow  limits  on  inferior  and  exhausted 
soil,  and  that  they  had  been  sujected  to 
arbitrary  augmentations  of  rent.  They 
also  complained  that  the  land  had  been 
used  to  too  great  a  degree  for  sportinff 
purposes,  and  that  the  crofters  had  been 
compelled  to  pay  for  the  peat,  heather^ 
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amd  grass  which  they  required  for  thatoh- 
ing  their  dwelliiigei.  Another  of  the 
croftera'  grievances  was  that  they  were 
refused  the  right  of  pasture  on  the 
hills.  In  his  opinion  it  was  intolerable 
that  while  a  certain  section  of  the  people 
who  derived  their  incomes  from  the 
agricultural  industry  lived  in  palaces, 
the  tillers  of  the  soil,  who  were  the  real 
farmers,  should  lead  a  miserable  exist- 
ence, doing  a  maximum  of  labour,  and 
aeouring  in  return  only  a  minimum  of 
comfort.  He  held  that  the  work  of  the 
labourer  was  as  worthy  of  consideration 
as  the  capital  of  the  employer ;  but  he 
despaired  of  inducing  the  territorial 
classes  to  accept  that  view.  The  ques- 
tion must  be  fought  out  between  the 
agricultural  labourers,  the  urban  work- 
men, and  the  moneved  classes. 

Dr.  CAMERON ^  said,  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  had  disappointed 
him.  It  was  a  distinct  retrogression 
from  the  speech  he  made  last  Session. 
He  then  told  the  House  that  the  Eeport 
of  the  Royal  Commissioners  was  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Government^ 
and  that  they  had  no  time  to  deal  with 
the  chief  matters  in  it,  but  that  there 
were  departmental  and  administrative 
changes  that  might  at  once  take  effect — 
going  more  or  less  in  a  jocose  gpirit  into 
what  might  be  done  at  once.  Well, 
nothing  was  done.  The  Departments 
had  been  pressed  to  do  something,  and 
they  did  nothing.  This  Session  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
not  repeated  what  he  said  last  Session. 
He  had,  however,  again  told  them  that 
the  Report  was  under  the  consideration 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  He  had 
made  a  very  conciliatory  speech  on  the 
subject  of  land  tenure  in  general,  had 
made  a  long  quotation  from  Vole, 
and  had  told  the  House  that  the  only 
thing  definite  that  he  could  say  was — 
that  if  the  landlords  would  consent  to 
give  up  a  hill  here  and  there,  all  things 
would  go  well.  Was  there  ever  a  better 
illustration  of  the  Eastern  story  of  the 
fruit  seller  who  went  about  crying  out — 
"In  the  name  of  the  Prophet— figs  !** 
The  mountain  had  been  in  labour  and  the 
result  was  this  ridiculous  mouse.  The  fii'st 
portion  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  speech  referred  to  the  pre- 
sent state  of  things  in  Skye,  and  the 
eeronri,  no  far  as  it  went,  to  the  Report 
of  the  Boyal  Oommiesion.     As  to  Skye, 


they  weta  told  that  there  was  no  law  in 
Skye,  and  it  was  necessary  to  send  police 
and  military  there.  Talking  about  no 
law  in  Skye  was  an  old  story.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
quoted  from  the  statement  of  the  Rev. 
Sir.  Davidson,  of  StenschoU,  who  sent  a 
paper  to  the  Commission,  in  which  it  was 
said,  on  behalf  of  the  crofters,  that  there 
was  no  law  in  Skye.  As  to  the  Govern- 
ment action  in  the  present  state  of  things, 
they  had  bofm  told  about  some  outrages. 
The  Home  Secretary  had  been  pressed 
by  an  hon.  Member  opposite  to  say  what 
these  outrageswere,  and  the  reply  was  **  all 
kinds  of  outrages."  He  (Dr.  Cameron) 
had  inquired  minutely,  and  he  could  not 
hoar  of  any  outrage  worth  mentioning. 
There  had  been  a  threat  to  bring  cer- 
tain persons  before  a  meeting;  but  the 
fact  of  the  matter  was  that  no  action 
was  taken  on  that  threat,  and  even 
the  threat  was  denied.  He  was  told 
that  some  windows  had  been  broken  and 
some  spades  hidden ;  but  these  things 
had  been  taking  place  for  a  long  period 
of  time.  The  reports  were  to  the  effect 
that  there  had  been  half-a-dozen  of  these 
trifling  affairs  over  a  considerable  period. 
They  were  denied  by  the  crofters  them- 
selves, and  those  who  were  said  to  havo 
been  threatened  had  also  denied  that 
there  was  any  truth  in  the  statements. 
The  most  serious  affair  that  was  alleged 
to  have  taken  place  was  the  burning 
down  of  apeat  stack,  with  the  object  of 
coercing  the  owner  to  join  the  Land 
League.  The  agitating  crofters  were 
credited  with  this.  It  appeared,  how- 
ever, that  the  owner  of  the  stack  was  a 
member  of  the  Land  League  long  before 
the  destruction  of  his  property,  and  he 
openly  declared  his  belief  that  the 
stack  was  burned  aooidentally.  Ho  (Dr. 
Cameron)  did  not  question  the  right  of 
the  local  authorities  of  Invemss-shire 
to  send  10  policemen  to  Skye  at  the  time 
they  did ;  but  he  questioned  the  judi- 
ciousness of  their  sending  down  such  a 
small  force  if  the  state  of  matters  were 
so  bad  as  they  were  reported  to  be.  He 
did  not  think  there  was  violence  used  in 
getting  the  policemen  out  of  the  place. 
If  there  was,  it  was  of  the  slightest  de* 
scription.  He  did  not,  however,  defend 
that.  Now  that  a  greater  police  force 
and  military  were  being  sent  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  nation,  what  he  had  to  say 
was  that  if  on  every  occasion  of  this 
801 1  the  Government  sent  police  and 
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military  in  strong  force  on  application, 
they  would  have  pressure  brought  to 
bear  on  them  on  many  occasions.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  said  that  it  was  his  de- 
termination not  to  allow  this  military 
force  to  cover  the  serving  of  eviction 
notices.  The  serving  of  eviction  notices 
was  constantly  a  cause  for  resistance. 
It  was  a  most  unpopular  thing ;  and  if 
the  military  were  not  to  give  support  in 
connection  with  it  where  support  was 
needed,  it  was  extremely  injudicious  to 
make  such  a  declaration,  for  by  making 
it  the  Home  Secretary  might  be  more  re- 
sponsible for  resistance  to  eviction  notices 
than  all  outside  agitators.  He  trusted 
the  present  dispute  would  be  settled  with 
more  discrimination  than  previous  dis- 
putes— such,  for  instance,  as  the  Braes 
and  Glendale  cases.  Unless  Govern- 
ment behaved  in  a  more  sensible  manner 
than  in  those  two  cases,  and  distin- 
guished between  criminal  and  civil  ad- 
ministration, any  action  on  their  part 
was  likely  to  do  a  precious  deal  more 
harm  than  good.  As  to  the  second  part 
of  the  Home  Secretary's  speech,  the 
logical  consequence  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary's quotation  from  Coke  on  the 
advantages  of  permanence  of  tenure 
would  have  been  the  enunciation  of  a 
proposition  for  the  greater  security  of 
tenure  for  the  crofters  of  Scotland.  That 
was  what  had  been  demanded  by  every 
authority  on  the  subject,  what  had  been 
recommended  by  everyone  who  had  re- 
ported on  the  subject  for  years.  Seeing 
that  he  had  these  authorities  to  support 
him,  and  the  extract  which  he  had  quoted 
to  back  him  up,  why  did  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  give  some  promise  to 
give  some  little  effect  to  the  logical  con- 
clusion of  what  he  said?  Instead  of 
doing  so,  all  he  told  them  was  that  the 
landlords  were  much  concerned  in  the 
matter,  and  that  probably,  if  they  put 
their  heads  together,  they  might  agree  as 
to  what  ought  to  be  done.  The  whole 
thing  arose  out  of  the  close  monopoly  of 
land  that  existed  in  Scotland.  All  the 
mischiefs  that  were  complained  of  arose 
out  of  this  very  close  monopoly.  That 
monopoly  was  closer  than  any  in  Eng- 
land or  Ireland.  Under  100  persons 
owned  one-third  of  Scotland,  and  under 
300  owned  one-half  of  it.  It  was  in  the 
Highlands  that  the  largest  estates  were. 
This  monopoly  in  the  possession  and  ma- 
nagement of  the  land  of  the  country  was 
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the  source  of  all  sorts  of  tyrannies — that 
was  not  too  strong  a  word.  In  the  evi- 
dence given  before  the  Boyal  Commis- 
sion examples  were  given  of  certain  pro- 
prietors or  their  agents  who  would  not 
let  fish  taken  by  the  crofters  be  sold  to 
anyone  but  themselves,  and  at  their  own 
price  too,  and  where  these  poor  people 
were  not  at  liberty  to  sell  their  cattle 
unless  they  paid  the  whole  price  to  the 
factor.  It  was  proved  that  men  were 
compelled  to  give  so  many  days'  labour ; 
and  that  upon  absenting  themselves  they 
were  obliged  to  pay  half-a-crown  for 
every  day  absent,  whereas  the  stipu- 
lated daily  wages  was  only  one  shilling. 
Evidence  was  given  as  to  extra  rents 
having  been  put  upon  houses  in  order 
that  a  monopoly  of  shopkeeping  might 
be  kept  up,  and  of  a  great  number  of 
other  acts  of  oppression  resulting  from 
the  same  monopoly,  and  that  monopoly 
was  kept  up  in  the  case  of  Scotland  by  a 
law  which  was  at  variance  with  the  law 
of  the  country.  It  compelled  the  sub- 
division of  personal  estate.  Now,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  (Dr.  Cameron)  that  if  it 
was  desirable  to  prevent  the  accumulation 
of  any  form  of  property  in  a  few  hands, 
the  property  that  should  be  so  dealt 
with  was  heritable  property.  They  wore 
told  that  there  was  no  plan  before  the 
House.  There  was  a  most  distinct  plan 
before  the  House — that  embodied  in  the 
recommendation  of  the  Boyal  Commis- 
sion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  dis- 
missed as  with  a  wave  of  the  hand  the 
proposal  as  to  townships  as  a  suggestion 
that  no  one  cared  for.  Why,  the  town- 
ship proposals  appeared  to  ^e  Commis- 
sion, and  Lord  Napier,  the  Chairman,  in 
particular,  as  the  most  valuable  feature 
in  the  Eeport.  It  was  proposed  by  Lord 
Napier  as  the  only  means  of  giving  se- 
curity of  tenure  to  the  smaller  classes  of 
occupiers.  What  he  proposed  was  that  in 
communities  enjoying  the  pasture  of  cer- 
tain land  in  common,  it  should  not  be 
in  the  power  of  the  landlord  to  reduce 
it ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  power  should 
be  provided  for  the  increase  of  the  area 
where  possible.  Such  communities  were 
also  to  have  the  right  of  gathering  peat 
and  seaweed  for  the  manure  of  the  land, 
and  they  were  to  have  the  power  of  com- 
pelling the  landlord  to  make  fences  and 
roads  at  their  joint  expense  ;  and  it  was 
further  provided  that  when  those  town- 
ships became  overcrowded  there  should 
be  a  legal  machinery  for  securing  their  ex- 
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tension .  It  w  as  proposed  that  new  town- 
ships slioiiUi  be  made  with  Government 
assistance.  The  CommiBsion  proposed  to 
establish  judicial  rentSi  with  a  30  years' 
improving  lease  and  compensation  for 
improvements,  and  the  right  of  new 
leases.  In  his  speech  last  year,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hertford  (Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour) 
said  it  was  a  great  pity  that  the  Com- 
mission had  gone  only  to  places  where 
the  crofters  were  badly  off,  and  had  not 
gone  to  where  they  were  well  oflf.  Well, 
the  Commission  did  go  to  where  the 
crofters  were  well  off.  They  went  to 
Orkney ^  where  they  found  a  class  of  men 
known  as  the  '*  Lairds  of  Harray,"  a 
colony  of  peasant  proprietors  who 
occiipied  Harray  and  an  adjacent 
Island,  There,  even  on  such  small 
holdings  as  four  and  five  acres,  they 
discovered  an  improved  husbandry,  as 
good  farming,  in  fact^  as  was  to  be 
found  in  Mid  Lothian,  and  that  when  such 
land  came  into  the  market  it  fetched 
sometimes  as  high  a  price  as  40  years^ 
purchase.  Now,  contrasting  them  with 
the  poor  crofters  of  the  Western  Isles, 
the  difference  was  seen  to  consist  in  the 
security  of  tenure  in  the  one  case,  and 
its  absence  in  the  other.  The  recom- 
mendations of  the  Commission  also  pro- 
vided that  ejectment  for  arrears  should 
not  take  place  unless  the  arrears  reached 
a  certain  amount,  and  that  arrears  over 
a  certain  number  of  years  should  he  irre- 
coverable. Now,  those  were  very  tho- 
rough-goingrecommendationejand  taken 
together,  would  doubtless  go  very  far 
to  effect  what  was  wanted.  The  right 
hon-  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  did  not  say  anything  about 
security  of  tenure.  The  Commissioners 
also  made  recommendations  on  the  sub- 
ject of  education  which  were  most  im- 
portant, for  in  many  of  those  Highland 
parishes  the  education  rate  amounted 
to  a  second  rent.  Again ^  on  the  ques* 
tion  of  deer  forests,  which  was  a  crying 
evil,  the  Commissioners  made  a  specitic 
proposal,  and  also  in  referenoe  to  com- 
mons ;  but  nothing  had  been  done,  or 
was  proposed  to  he  done,  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  give  effect  to  those 
recommendations*  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  had  acknowledged  that 
the  commons  were  being  taken  from  the 
people  by  the  landlords.  In  past  times 
the  most  flagi'ant  injustice  had  been 
done  to  the  poor  of  Scotland  by  the 
lawyers  carrying   out   the  doctrines  of 


feudalism  with  regard  to  common  lands, 
and  where  the  process  was  still  going 
on  it  should  be  checked.  The  Com* 
missioners  made  recommendations  for 
the  saving  of  commons  which  had 
not  yet  been  oconpied.  Surely  the 
Home  Secretary  might  take  that  work 
in  hand,  and  deal  with  it  right  off.  The 
Commissioners  further  recommended 
increased  postal  and  telegraphic  faci- 
lities. He  (Dr.  Cameron)  should  do 
the  Post  Office  the  justice  to  say  that 
that  was  the  only  Department  that  had 
done  anything  in  following  out  those 
recommendations  of  the  Commissioners, 
The  Commissioners  recommended  the 
erection  of  a  light  at  Strom eferry ;  but 
even  that  bad  not  been  done.  But  the 
greatest  injustice  of  all  had  not  been  dealt 
with,  and  that  was  the  administration  of 
justice.  According  to  evidence  given 
before  the  Commission,  on  a  certain  es- 
tate in  Skye  the  factor  undertook  to 
settle  all  disputes,  and  anyone  who  ap- 
pealed against  him  to  the  Sheriff  got  a 
notice  to  quit.  The  Procurators  Fiscal 
were  either  practising  solicitors,  depen- 
dent for  their  practice  on  the  gentry  or 
the  larger  farmers,  or  the  land  agents 
of  the  gentry.  The  result  was  that  the 
poor  did  not  believe  that  they  got  fair 
piay  ;  in  fact,  it  was  notorious  that  jus- 
tice was  not  evenly  administered,  Mem* 
bers  of  the  present  Government  had, 
when  in  Opposition,  voted  against  Pro- 
cur  a  toi^  Fiscal  engaging  in  private 
practice ;  but  in  Office  they  had  not 
found  a  remedy.  [The  hon.  Member 
then  proceeded  to  instance  cases  in 
which  sheep  belonging  to  crofters, 
upon  straying  on  tacksmen's  land, 
had  been  cruelly  mutilated,  and  con- 
trasted the  impimity  with  which  such 
outrages  had  been  practised  with  the 
outcry  raised  over  the  mutilation  of 
animals  during  the  Irish  Land  League 
agitation.  And  he  pointedly  asked  what 
would  not  have  been  the  outcry  raised 
if  those  mutilations  had  been  done  by  the 
crofters  on  the  landlord's  or  taokmen^a 
sheep,  instead  of  by  the  big  men  upon  the 
crofters*  sheep  ?]  There  was  one  thing 
at  least  which  might  be  done  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  that  was  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  on  an  even  keel.  But  tbat 
was  not  done,  A  gross  violation  of 
public  law  was  committed  even  iu  the 
streets  of  Glasgow  in  the  case  af  the 
man  Harrison  who  had  escaped  from  a 
lunatic  asylum,    about  whose  case  he 
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(Dr.  Oameron)  had  asked  a'  Question  in 
the  earlier  part  of  that  Sitting.  Con- 
trast the  apathy  of  that  case  with  that 
wild  zeal  for  the  vindication  of  the 
law  that  sent  a  Sheriff  and  Fiscal 
and  Ohief  Constahle  to  the  Island  of 
Bousay,  in  ohe  of  Her  Majesty's  gun- 
boats, to  hunt  up  a  schoolboy  suspected 
of  penning  a  threatening  letter  to  a 
landlord .  If  some  of  the  money  spent  in 
sending  those  troops  to  Skye  were  ap- 
plied to  even  a  partial  removal  of  the 
grievances  of  the  people,  it  would  do 
much  good,  at  least  as  giving  the  people 
an  earnest  of  the  desire  and  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  do  something 
for  them.  He  himself  would  undertake, 
with  a  fraction  of  the  money  squandered 
on  Bechuanaland  and  such  other  objects, 
to  successfully  carry  into  effect  those  re- 
commendatioas  of  the  Hoyal  Commis- 
sion, which  would  give  comfort  and  satis- 
faction to  the  people.  The  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  G-entleman 
the  Home  Secretary  would  go  down  to 
Scotland  either  as  a  message  of  peace  or 
of  war — of  peace,  if  it  was  speedily  fol- 
lowed by  acts ;  but  as  a  message  of  war, 
if  nothing  was  done,  and  it  was  allowed 
to  end,  like  too  many  Ministerial  pro- 
mises affecting  Scotland — in  mere  empty 
wind. 

Mr.  AETHUR  AENOLD  said,  that 
the  Eesolution  could  not  be  disconnected 
from  the  general  land  system  of  the 
country.  There  were  villages  in  Eng- 
land that  enjoyed  common  rights  over 
common  pastorage,  and  it  might  be  asked 
—"Why  should  they  be  excluded?" 
The  recommendations  made  by  Lord 
Napier  would  amount  to  the  establish- 
ment in  this  country  of  a  land  system 
corresponding  to  that  of  Eussia  in  its 
leading  features.  If  the  Eesolution  had 
simply  proposed  the  adoption  of  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Commissioners, 
he  could  not  have  supported  it ;  but  his 
difficulty  was  removed  by  the  fact  that 
the  Eesolution  asked  the  Government  to 
consider  the  grievances  of  the  crofters. 
He  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold)  would  ask  whe- 
ther it  was  the  intention  of  those  who 
supported  those  recommendations  that 
there  should  be  different  Land  Laws 
for  different  parts  of  Great  Britain  ?  [An 
hon.  Member:  Ireland.]  Ireland  was 
not  a  part  of  Great  Britain,  and  the 
circumstances  of  that  country  were 
wholly  different ;  and  the  passing  of  the 
Irish  Land  Act,  although,inhisjudgment. 
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it  was  a  wise  and  necessary  step,  had  cer- 
tainly tended  to  separate  the  two  ooun- 
tries.  But  he  should  be  asked  what  was 
to  be  done  ?  His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Oameron)  had 
referred  to  the  very  small  number  of 
landowners  in  Scotland.  He  (Mr.  Ar- 
thur Arnold)  found  that  12  owners 
owned  nearly  a  quarter  of  the  whole 
country;  70  owned  nearly  half;  880 
owned  two-thirds;  and  1,700  nine- 
tenths.  That  showed  the  real  difficulty 
of  the  question,  and  it  was  to  that  as- 
pect of  the  case  that  attention  should  be 
directed.  He  should  advocate  to  the 
crofters  the  application  of  the  principle 
of  compensation  to  sitting  tenants  for 
their  improvements.  He  should  also  be 
glad  to  see  an  increase  of  the  number 
of  peasant  proprietors,  although  that 
portion  of  the  United  Kingdom  was  not 
the  most  suitable  for  peasant  proprietary. 
But  he  would  not  support  any  attempt 
to  force  such  a  system,  which,  to  be 
satisfactory,  must  be  a  natural  growth. 

Mr.  EAMSAT  said,  that  having  had 
some  experience  of  the  district  where 
these  disturbances  had  occurred,  he  felt 
bound  to  express  his  sympathy  with  the 
poor  crofters ;  but  his  principal  object  in 
rising  was  to  take  exception  to  what  had 
been  said  by  the  Home  Secretary.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  seemed 
to  ignore  the  fact  that  there  were  parts  of 
the  Highlands  where  the  population  was 
so  dense  that  it  could  not  be  supported 
by  the  land.  Take  the  Island  of  Lewis, 
for  example.  The  area  of  Lewis  was 
about  400,000  acres,  and  there  was  a 
population  of  between  25,000  and  27,000, 
and  the  rental  of  the  agricultural  por- 
tion of  the  Island  was  not  more  than 
£10,000  or  £12,000— -the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oarlow  (Mr.  Macfarlane)  said 
£20,000;  but  he  (Mr.  Eamsay)  was  of 
opinion  that  must  include  the  rental  of 
Stornoway,  which  bad  no  more  to  do 
with  the  agricultural  parts  of  Lewis 
than  London  had  to  do  with  the  agricul- 
ture of  Middlesex — therefore,  taking 
five  as  the  average  number  of  a  family, 
and  dividing  the  Island  among  them, 
each  would  have  an  area  equal  to  £2  or 
£2  lOs.  each.  It  was  absurd  to  suppose 
that  any  family  could  subsist  upon  suoh 
a  plot  of  ground.  He  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  in  thinking  that  migra- 
tion would  be  preferable  to  emigration  if 
it  were  possible ;  but  the  formation  of 


It  9  3 


Crofieri  trnd 


I  NovEOTEH  14,  1 884  j         Coiiar$  (Seothnd).     1 794 


I 


* 


the  townships  at  the  expense  of  the 
State  could  not  be  seriously  considered- 
No  sensible  man  would  say  that  the 
crofters  should  be  remoTed  by  the  Go- 
vernment from  Skye,  and  settled  in  the 
fertile  fields  of  East  Lothian.  It  was 
easy  to  indulj^e  ia  ^ag'ue  declamation 
against  all  landlords;  but  what  would 
be  thought  if  the  same  rule  were  applied 
to  the  owner  of  a  factory  who  dismissed 
3D0  or  400  of  his  workmen^  as  manufac- 
turers often  did,  without  thinking  auy 
more  of  them  ?  There  were,  no  doubt, 
bad  landlords,  as  there  were  bad  em- 
ployers J  but  if  it  had  not  been  for  men 
who  had  no  interest  in  land  going  to 
8kye  to  agitate^  he  did  not  think  there 
would  have  been  any  occasion  to  use 
force* 

Lord  COLIN  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
he  must  congratulate  the  hon.  Member 
lor  Carlo w  (Mr.  Macfarlane)  on  having 
brought  this  question  a  second  time — 
and  this  time  not  inopportunely— before 
the  House.  When  hon.  Members  hold- 
ing  the  views  of  the  hon.  Member,  and 
actuated  by  the  spirit  which  stirred  him 
in  an  uncommon  degree,  and  with  a 
force  which  he  was  not  always  able  to 
aub ordinate  to  the  rules  of  civilized  ar- 
gnment,  conBned  themselves  to  vague 
declamation  on  public  platforms,  from 
which  they  breathed  threatenings  of 
slaughter  against  the  whole  landlord 
class  without  exception  and  without  dis- 
crimination, and  when,  by  their  inflam- 
matory harangues,  they  incited  the 
people  to  a  dangerous  agrarian  revolt,  he 
thought  it  became  a  question  how  far 
the  forms  of  Constitutional  Government 
were  adequate  to  bring  them  to  task. 
It  was  desirable  that  they  should  be 
made  to  substantiate  the  allegations 
which  they  spread  recklessly  abroad;  and 
therefore  it  was  satisfactory  when  they 
had  the  courage  to  bring  their  charges 
and  their  accusations  to  the  tf>st  of  argu- 
ment and  discussion  in  that  House.  But 
he  had  been  very  muoli  disappointed 
with  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oarlow.  He  found  one  great  dlHt- 
culty  in  dealing  with  the  hon.  Member, 
and  that  was  bis  singular  character  of 
duplicity.  [Criei  of  **  Order  I  "  and  inUr- 

Mb.  speaker  :  That  ia  not  a  term 
which  should  be  used  in  this  House  by 
one  hon.  Member  to  another  hon.  Mem- 
ber. I  hope  the  noble  Lord  will  withdraw 
that  expression. 

VOL.  CCXCIII.      [third  series.] 


Lord  COLIN  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
was  sorry  he  had  used  any  expression 
which  was  out  of  Order.  He  could  only 
assure  the  House  that  it  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  make  use  of  any  expression 
which  was  unseemly ;  and  he  certainly, 
therefore,  wi  uld  withdraw  it.  Hon. 
Members  might  remember  to  have  seen 
a  picture  of  the  Great  Napoleon,  which, 
if  looked  at  from  a  certain  angle, 
showed  a  common  animal,  a  certain  do- 
mestic quadruped,  a  harmless  and  inno- 
cent creature.  If  the  picture  was  looked 
at  from  another  angle  they  saw  the 
**  scourge  of  Europe/*  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber forCarlow  had  used  language  in  the 
House  which  certainly  could  not  be  de- 
scribed as  immoderate.  When  he  heard 
the  softness  of  the  hou.  Gentleman's 
tones,  and  observed  the  suavity  of  his 
maunerB,  he  had  some  difficulty  in  re- 
cognizing the  wolf  swathed  in  so  much 
sheep's  clothing.  He  would  begin  by 
making  one  admission,  for  which  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  duly 
credit  him.  He  was  not  one  of  thoao 
who,  falling  back  on  the  hard  lines  of 
political  economy,  could  see  in  this  ques- 
tion all  morality,  all  respect  for  property, 
all  love  of  law  and  order  on  one  side  only, 
and  that  the  side  of  the  landlords,  and 
on  the  other  only  an  incorrigible  and 
lawless  peasantry.  He  thought  there 
had  been  much  in  the  system  pursued 
towards  the  Highland  peasantry  since  the 
Rebellion  of  1745  wluch  had  been  hard 
and  harsh,  of  doubtful  policy  and  of 
dubious  right,  and  which»  if  they  took  a 
narrowerand  lower  ground,  had  beenun* 
wise  from  a  merely  commercial  and  pecu- 
niary point  of  view.  But  he  confessed 
that  he  had  not  attained  that  degree  of 
discipline — or  perhaps  he  should  aey  of 
strength  of  mind— as  not  to  feel  tempted, 
at  least,  to  swerve  so  far  as  to  disguise 
his  opinions  when  he  found  the  war  of 
controversy  carried  on  with  a  reckless 
and  implacable  hostility  towards  the 
whole  landowning  class  in  Scotland.  It 
was  scarcely  in  one's  power  not  to  be 
f-wayed,  to  a  ceitaia  extent,  when  one 
fuund  the  class  to  which  one  might 
happen  to  belong  being  attacked  in  a 
manner  which  must  be  regarded  aa 
dangerous  to  the  public  peace  and  un* 
just  to  the  individuals,  and  when  one 
saw  the  whole  controversy  fought  with 
weapons  which  he,  for  one,  would  be 
a.^hamed  to  use.  There  was  one  feature 
of  tliis  agitation  in  connection  with  the 
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grievaDces  of  the  crofters,  wHck  he 
thoufyht  separated  at  once  the  Land 
Question,  as  it  appeared  now  in  Scot- 
land, very  broadly  from  the  Irish  Land 
QueBtion.  He  thought  it  waa  true  to 
Bay  that  it  was  an  agitation  not  directed 
againat  exoeesive  rente — that  there  was 
not  in  the  Highland  a  of  Scotland  rack- 
renting  at  this  moment.  He  knew  that 
there  were  exceptions  to  this  rule ;  but 
the  verdict  of  the  CommiBBioners  in  their 
Eeport  was  a  distinct  acquittal  of  the 
landlord*»  on  the  score  of  rack-renting. 
fMr.  Maofarlajte:  Except  in  Kilmuir.] 
Very  weM,  except  in  Kilrauir.  B«t 
did  those  exceptions  justiiy  the  con- 
demnation of  a  whole  claea?  The 
hon.  Member  for  Oarlow  and  his  friends 
had,  however,  accused  the  landlords 
of  greed,  rapacity^  eelOehness,  and 
cruelty.  [Mr,  MACFARLA:PfE :  Where  did 
I  nee  those  worde?]  In  your  public 
speeches.  Indeed^  the  hon.  Member 
had  revelled  in  the  language  of  the  pro- 
fessional demagogue.  But,  putting  him 
aside,  it  was  true  to  say  that  the  conten- 
tion of  moderate  men  was,  not  that  the 
landlords  had  been  wanting  in  humanity^ 
not  that  they  had  been  rapacious  and 
cruel,  but  that  they  had  acted  upon  mis- 
taken doctrines  of  political  economy  with 
respect  to  their  Highland  estates  and  the 
conversion  of  the  land  into  large  sheep- 
farms.  Now.  they  were  bound  to  re- 
member that  this  was  not  a  new  contro- 
Tersy,  but  the  revival  of  a  very  old  one. 
He  did  not  know  of  any  facts  or  circum- 
stances which  had  oocurred  to  bring  that 
question  forward  except  the  advent  in 
the  Highlands  of  Scotland  of  a  very 
opulent  man  of  the  name  of  Wynans 
and  the  passing  of  the  Irish  Land  Act 
of  1881,  If  they  needed  to  be  reminded 
of  that,  let  them  notice  that  this  question 
"waa  not  brought  up  by  one  of  the 
Scotch  Members  who  were  presumably 
the  most  interested  in  it,  but  by  an  Irish 
Member  of  Scottish  extraction.  But  it 
was  an  old  controversy  indeed  ;  and  he 
would  ask  the  House  to  bear  in  mind 
that  round  it  had  gathered  a  great  mass 
of  literature.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Corlow  had  not  been  able  to  cite  a  single 
fact,  or  found  a  single  argument,  that 
added  strength  to  the  position  taken  up 
by  a  host  of  writers  and  thinkers,  beside 
wfaom^  if  the  hon.  Member  would  pardon 
the  remark,  his  own  eflfi^rts  and  effusions 
appeared  Liliputian  indeed.  But  it  was 
not  a  controversy  which  had  been  fought 
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out  by  the  people  on  the  one  sido  and 
the  landlords  on  the  other.     There  had 
been  no  hard  line  of  severance  between 
the   two   sides   which   had   taken  part 
in  this  matter;    and    it   should   be  re- 
membered  that  it  was  a  Highland  land-*, 
owner  who  wrote  by  far  the  ablest  worl 
extant  on  the  Highlands  and  the  manage*! 
ment    of    Highland   estates —  namely,' 
Colonel  Stewart,  of  Garth^ — a  work  which 
he  believed   none   could    read   without 
admiration*    and    which    had    broughl 
the  conviction  to  very  many  minds  tht" 
the   system   of   management  of   High*] 
land  estates,  as  pursued   at   the  begins 
ning  of  the  century,  was  wrong  in  prin^ 
ciple  and  pernicious  in  its  effects.  Neithe 
should  the  work  of  Lord  Selkirk,  also  i 
Scotch  landlord,  be  forgotten  in  connec*"^ 
tion  with  that  subject.     It  was  a  work 
which  had  a  powerful  effect  in  directing 
public  attention  to  the  condition  of  the 
Highlands,  and  to  the  subject  of  emi* 
gratioa.     But,  far  as  these  writers  went 
in  support  of  popular  contentions,  could 
even  their  authority  be  cited  in  enpport 
of  the  proposition  that  the  Highlands 
had  undergone  changes  with  respect  to 
the  agricultural  population,  such  as  no 
other  country  had  experienced  ?  He  had 
heard  with  some  surprise  the  right  ] 
end  learned  Gen tlemon  the  Home  St/ 
tary  indirectly  compare  the  case  of  ti 
Highland  crofters  with  that  of  the  Enf 
lish  copyholders,  who  were  treated   \n 
the   manner  described   in   the  passage 
quoted  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  from   Lord   Coke.     But   ho 
remembered  very  distinctly  a  pasaage  in 
the  work  of  Otdonel  Stewart,  of  Garth, 
in  which  that  writer  quoted  from  the  writ- 
ings of  Sir  Thomas  More,  and  urged  the j 
view  that  to  find  a  parallel  for  what  ^ 
going  on  in  the  Highlands,  they  mue 
go  back  to  what  had  occurred  amongat 
the    agricultural     population    in    Eng- 
land  two  centuries  ago,  in  the  Eeign 
of  Henry  VIIL    The  system  of  engros 
iDg  farms  in  England  had  led  to  resull 
which  were  almost  identical  in  the  twd 
countries.     Then,  again,  what  had 
curred  in  the  Highlands  had    not 
curred  solely  through  the  influence  or  tki 
bad  direction  of  the  landlords.     Therd 
had  been  changes  resulting  from   eco- 
nomic   causes  which    occasioned  great 
hardship,  and  it  was  often  not  in  the 
power  of  the  landlords  either  to  arrest 
the  one  or  to  alleviate  the  other.     The 
hon.  Member  for  Oarlow  had  often  re> 
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ferred  to  great  fluctuations  of  popula- 
tion ;  but  had  ke  ever  shown  those  whom 
he  adclreaaed  some  of  the  causes  for 
these  fluctuations?  Now,  there  was  no 
more  extraordinary  fluctuation  of  the 
population  of  tho  Islands  thao  in  the 
period  from  1755  to  1795.  During 
that  time  the  population  increased  hy 
23,000»  There  were  four  causes  of 
that  increase  —  first,  the  flourishing 
kelp  trade ;  secondlj,  the  cultivation 
of  the  potato  ;  thirdly,  the  spread  of 
inoculation;  fourthly^  the  non-existence 
of  large  sheep  farms.  But  what  hap- 
pened afterwards  ?  The  kelp  trade 
declined,  and  in  the  middle  of  this 
century  the  potato  disease  appeared. 
That  had  been  a  great  calamity,  which 
it  was  impossible  to  exaggerate.  It 
marked  the  turning  point  in  the  econo- 
mic history  of  the  Highlands ;  and  no 
one  who  had  not  studied  the  history 
of  that  time  could  gauge  adequately 
the  temptations  under  which  the  land- 
owners lay  to  convert  their  lands  into 
large  graxing  farms.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Carlo w  seemed  to  have  per- 
auaded  himself  that  the  whole  land  in 
the  Island  of  Tyree  was  in  the  hands  of 
large,  farmers.  The  real  state  of  things 
was  that  the  crofters  possessed  double 
the  amount  of  land  held  by  large  far- 
mersj  and  ten  times  more  than  the  arable 
land.  As  regarded  the  population  of 
Tyree,  in  1750  it  had  been  1,600;  in 
1798,  2,416;  in  1816,  3,706;  and  in 
1884  it  was  2,700.  This  decrease  in  the 
population  had  been  deplored  in  a  pre- 
vious speech  of  tho  hon.  Member  for 
Carlow ;  but  he  (Lord  Colin  Campbell) 
would  ask  the  House  to  listen  to  what 
had  been  said  by  a  deputation  of  (100  of 
the  people  to  Sir  John  McNeill,  who 
had  been  sent  as  a  Commissioner.  These 
people  had  themselves  said  that  since 
the  making  of  kelp  had  ceased,  and  since 
the  failure  of  the  potato  crop,  they  had 
been  in  a  state  of  great  destitution ;  and 
if  it  had  not  been  for  the  benevolence  of 
tho  proprietor  and  the  assistance  which 
they  received  from  the  Relief  Boards 
they  would  inevitably  have  starved,  and 
that  they  had  neglected  to  take  advan* 
tage  of  opportunities  of  emigration, 
trusting  to  the  potato  crop.  They  went 
on  to  say  that  those  who  advocated 
the  possibility  of  employing  the  people 
on  the  waste  lands  were  not  influenced 
by  motives  of  philanthropy,  and  earnestly 
requested  the  Commissioner  not  to  credit 


the  statements  of  those  who  were  inimical 
to  the  best  interest  of  the  people.  That 
state  of  things  was  one  which  was  perio- 
diciilly  recurring.  He  would  not  deny 
that  the  introductirm  of  sheep-farming 
had  been  far  too  hurriedly  carried  out, 
and  had  so  brought  many  and  great 
hardships  on  the  people.  But  who  was 
to  blame  for  that  state  of  things  ?  The 
hon.  Member  for  Carlow  asked  uie  House 
to  intervene  between  the  landlords  and 
their  tenants.  But  were  they  to  forget 
what  had  been  the  attitude  of  Parlia- 
ment after  1745 — that  it  was  the  one 
arm  of  Parliament  to  abolish  what  was 
called  the  patriarchal  system,  and  to 
sever  all  those  ties  of  clanship  and  of 
mutual  attachment  that  had  held  the 
Chiefs  and  the  people  together  ?  Par- 
liament had  abolished  the  hereditary 
jurisdictions;  and  only  a  century  had 
elapsed  since  Parliament  repealed  those 
disrobing  and  disarming  Acts,  by  which 
even  the  wearing  of  the  Highland 
drees  was  proscribed,  and  which  Dr. 
Johnaon  described  as  "an  ignorant 
wantonness  of  power."  That  wob  all 
that  Parliament  had  done  for  the  agri- 
cultural population  of  Scotland ;  and 
he  thought  he  might  fairly  ask  the 
House  to  bear  this  in  mind,  although  he 
did  not  intsnd  to  allege  it  as  a  reason 
why  Parliament  should  not  intervene 
if  legislation  was  justly  called  for. 
It  was,  however,  a  reason  whj'  Par- 
liament shoidd  share  the  blame,  if 
blame  was  due.  There  was  on©  fal- 
lacy in  what  had  been  said  in  previous 
speeches — and  which  had,  much  to  his 
astonishment,  been  repeated  to-night, 
even  with  the  Report  of  the  Koyal  Com- 
mission before  them — to  which  he  wished 
to  allude— namely,  that  the  condition  of 
the  people  was  infinitely  worse  than  it 
had  ever  been  before.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Carlow  had  quoted  the  evidenoe 
of  a  reverend  gttntlemau  before  the  Land 
Commission  to  prove  that  the  people  of 
Lewis  wt-re  woivse  ofl"  than  in  former 
times ;  but  if  he  would  take  the  pains 
to  study  the  question  and  read  the  work 
of  John  Buchanan  he  would  see  that 
tho  condition  of  the  people  in  Lewis 
and  in  North  and  South  Uist  was  far 
worse  in  1782  than  it  was  now.  The 
land  was  now  held  directly  from  tho 
landlord,  whereas  formerly  it  had  been  in 
the  hands  of  a  class  of  middlemen,  under 
whom  the  people  had  been  in  a  condition 
of  the  most  grinding  servitude,  but  who 
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disapp  eared ,     Now , 

kware    of    tb©    trine 

VI  Mldou  ?    It  WAS  esid 

,  in   the  coutie   Uiej 

fO  tncjfftly  trying   to 

1 1   Uut>  no  etatemont 

;iTftt»t!iaii  tbat.    No 

f  the  croftere  to  ae* 

tuiv      »uld  be  founded  on 

40agiL.»p  .>f  the  country.     Tbe 

ars  laid   that    the   average 

no         ad  materiat  welfare 

^m  greaf  a«   at  any  preTioiu 

«d,   and  )oret    ctasies    uev^er 

m  wel  ^&d  againat  the  ex- 

Itiei  of  aufferinj;.     It  was 

_^   tdit  impujTiauuo  uAiEb    .^ .«»«.« rv 

■hould  not  lose  sight  of  the  laot  that 
th&y  had  to  deal  with  an  agitatbn 
which,  he  said,  with  all  deference,  was 
more  purely  Socialistic  than  anything 
that  had  appeared  in  this  country  since 
1798.  It  was  an  agitation  which  was 
founded  on  the  doctrines  of  Michael 
Davitt  and  Henry  Qeorge ;  and  they  all 
knew  what  those  doctrines  were.  It  was 
an  agitation  the  fundamental  principles 
of  which  were  the  redistribution  and 
the  nationalization  of  land.  Scarcely  a 
day  passed  without  some  of  the  crofters 
threatenine  to  drive  their  cattle  upon 
the  land  of  neighbouring  farmers,  and 
language  had  been  ueed  inciting  the 
people  to  outrage.  It  was  a  most  signi- 
ficant fact  that  what  had  beon  demanded 
for  these  people  at  the  beginning  of  the 
century  no  longer  satisfied  the  agita- 
tors. In  many  respects  the  condition  of 
the  crofters  bad  improved.  For  example, 
in  1808  Dr.  Walker  declared  that  the 
chief  cause  of  the  misery  of  the  crofters 
was  the  sub-letting  of  holdings.  He 
says — 

"  All  the  sub -tenants,  who  are  the  great  body 
of  the  people  in  the  Highlands,  are  tenants 
at  the  will  of  the  tacksman  or  farmer,  and  are, 
therefore,  placed  in  a  state  of  subjection  that 
is  not  only  unreasonable,  but  unprofitable,  both 
to  themselves  and  their  superiors." 

Now,  in  almost  every  case  at  the  pre- 
sent day,  the  crofters  held  direct  from 
the  landowners.  So  much  is  this  the 
case  that  the  Commissioners  say  that  a 
crofter,  in  common  acceptation,  is  an 
occupier  paying  rent  directly  to  the  pro- 
prietor. With  regard  to  leases,  there  had 
been  a  g^eat  change ;  and  not  only  so, 
but  he  thought  there  might  be  a  still 
greater  change ;  but  the  truth  was  that 
the  knowledge   that   leaseholders    were 
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exempted  from  the  bsne^t  of  tha  Irish 
Act  had  done  very  much  to  djseoura|;e 
the  erofters  of  Scotland  from  coming 
forward  to  demand  leaaes.  It  was 
idle  to  diaguiie  the  fact  that  tho 
main  reoommendation  of  the  CommiB- 
©ioners  was  with  reference  to  the  creatioii 
and  (fxtenaion  of  townships.  He  r&- 
^etted  t<j  hear  the  Home  Becretury  sijr 
that  that  proposal  did  not  meet  witQ 
the  full  assent  of  thoBa  who  agitat#d 
on  this  question.  The  proposals  wefQ 
eompIi<!ated ;  but  he  should  not  da* 
spair  of  finding  a  solution  in  the  pro* 
posals  of  the  Commissioners,  modii^ 
tied  to  a  certain  extent.  They  had  been 
„  w-  .-ou  by  the  Royal  Oommiasioners  that 
a  period  of  an  economio  crisis  had 
irnved,  and  in  the  judgment  of  the 
Commission  the  time  was  favoarable 
for  legislation.  He  certainly  thought 
that  it  was  an  economic  crisis  which 
justified,  to  a  large  extent,  the  prediction 
of  those  who,  40  or  50  years  ago,  said 
that  if  the  landlords  of  the  Highlands 
were  led  away  by  the  prospect  of  tem- 
porary gain  to  couTert  their  holdings 
into  pasture  lands,  their  successors 
would  wish  to  undo  that  which  they 
had  done.  He  should  deprecate  hasty 
legislation.  They  should  take  the  great* 
est  care  that  the  proposals  which  the 
Commissioners  made  received  the  full 
assent  of  those  on  behalf  of  whom 
they  were  made ;  and  to  that  extent  it 
was  desirable  to  take  note  of  the  words 
of  the  Home  Secretary.  The  time  had 
certainly  come  when  it  was  for  the  in- 
terest of  the  proprietors  themselves  to 
consult  together ;  and  he  hoped  that 
consultation  would  not  be  long  delayed, 
and  that  they  would  give  their  earnest 
co-operation  to  the  Government. 

Mr.  PRESTON  BRUCE  said,  he  did 
not  wish  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House 
at  any  great  length  at  that  late  hour 
(11.50  P.M.),  as  he  did  not  claim  to 
possess  any  special  local  knowledge  of 
the  subject  under  discussion.  Having 
listened  carefully  to  the  debate,  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  a  good  deal  of 
misapprehension,  or  difference  of  opi- 
nion, existed  as  to  the  meaning  of  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron), 
the  hun.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ips- 
wich (Mr.  Jesse  Collings),  and  others,  had 
described  the  speech  as  aniounting  to 
nothing   more   than   an   appeal   to  the 
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obarity  of  the  landloirdE^  and  bm  con  tarn* 
ing  no  promise  whatever  of  legisla- 
tion. That  was  not  his  (Mr*  Bruce's) 
understanding  of  the  rigbt  hon.  Gen- 
tlemaii*s  observatioDs.  No,  doubt  a 
very  marked  appeal  had  been  made  tu 
the  landlords  of  tho  district  chiefly  con- 
cernedi  and  it  had  appeared  to  him  that 
the  appeal  had  reference  to  a  par- 
ticular part  of  the  subject — namely,  the 
neceesity  which  existed  in  some  places 
for  finding  more  land  for  the  crofters. 
Everyone  must  see  that  there  were  im- 
mense difficul  ties  in  the  way  of  providing 
that  additional  land,  not  now  occupied 
hy  the  crofters^  through  the  medium 
of  compulsory  legtBlation*  As  he  bad 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  had  appealed  to  the  landlords  to 
come  forward  and  assist  the  Govern- 
ment especially  in  reference  to  this 
matter.  He  had  not  by  any  means 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  that  the  Government  did  not 
intena  to  deal,  and  to  deal  speedily^  with 
other  parts  of  the  question — ^such  parts^ 
for  instance^  as  the  conferring  of  ad- 
ditional security  of  tenure  upon  the 
crofters  in  regard  to  their  existing  hold- 
ings, and  also  in  regard  to  prevent- 
ing further  encroachment  on  the  lands 
which  they  held  for  the  purpose  of  com- 
mon pasturage-  There  were  many  other 
parts  of  the  question  referred  to  in  the 
Report  of  the  Commission  which  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  see  their 
way  to  deal  with,  and  to  deal  with 
speedily.  It  certainly  was  his  under- 
standing of  the  right  hon«  and  learned 
Gentleman's  speech  that  these  subjects 
would  be  dealt  with  next  year  ;  and  he 
by  no  means  desired  the  impression  to 
go  abroad  that  the  Government  meant 
to  do  nothing  but  merely  appeal  to  the 
landlords. 

SinWILUAM  HAECOUET:  By  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  I  may  say  a 
word-  I  think  I  may  entirely  accept 
the  interpretation  put  upon  my  words 
by  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat 
down»  and  I  had  no  idea  that  any  other 
interpretation  could  have  been  placed 
upon  them.  I  certainly  did  appeal  to 
the  landlords  of  Scotland  for  two  pur- 
poses. I  thought  they  might  be  of 
great  service  immediately  by  removing 
some  of  the  causes  of  grievance  that 
exist.  I  appealed  to  them,  also,  that  by 
concert  they  might  be  able  very  much 
to  assist  the  Government  with  reference 


to  future  legislation  ;  but  I  added  that 
the  Government  accepted  themselves, 
independently  altogether  of  any  action 
of  the  landlords,  the  respoDsibility  of 
dealing  with  this  question.  These  were 
tho  words  with  which  I  concluded  my 
speech  ;  and  I  also  stated,  as  I  thought 
quite  distinctly,  that  the  Government 
do  accept  the  responsibility  of  dealing 
with  legislation  upon  the  subject  at  the 
earliest  possible  time  when  they  are  able 
to  do  so. 

Sje  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
had  not  intended  to  address  the  House, 
because  he  was  in  hopes  they  would 
have  heard  from  some  Member  of  the 
Government  that  they  were  prepared  to 
accept  the  Ret^olution,  He  had  been 
led  to  bfdieve  that  that  would  be  the 
case,  and  he  still  hoped  that  it  would 
be  so.  After  the  words  which  had  fallen 
from  the  Government  he  did  not  see  how 
they  could  resist  the  Motion. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUHT :  We 
have  no  desire  to  oppose  the  Motion. 

8m  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
rejoiced  that  the  Motion  was  about  to 
be  accepted ;  and  he  would  not  detain 
the  House  longer  than  to  say  that^ 
though  it  did  not  pledge  the  Govern* 
mont  to  particular  action,  it  did  pledge 
them  to  take  action  of  some  kind.  That 
was  all  they  thought  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission  demanded  ;  it  was  all 
that  the  supporters  of  the  Motion  sought. 
He  would  only,  further,  say  this.  Yes- 
terday the  House  voted  a  large  sum  of 
money  for  carrying  on  two  small  ware ; 
and  he  understood  that  in  a  day  or  two 
they  would  be  called  upon  to  vote  an- 
other large  sum  for  the  building  of  ships 
and  increasing  the  efficiency  of  the  Navy. 
A  very  small  portion  of  that  money 
would  be  sufficient  to  put  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  in  Scotland  on  a  pro- 
per footing,  and  get  over  the  difficulty 
of  want  of  capital  on  the  part  of  the 
crofters  in  Scotland.  He  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  grudge  a  small  sum 
to  assist  the  voluntary  action  of  the 
landlords  and  tenants  in  this  matter. 

Ma.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  said,  he  did 
not  wish  to  detain  the  House  for  more 
than  a  few  minutes ;  but  he  thought  it 
ought  to  be  clearly  understood  what  the 
Government  imdertook  to  do.  He  wished 
to  congratulate  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carlow  (Mr.  Macfarlane)  on  the  result 
of  the  debate.  There  was  a  great  deal 
in  the  speech  of  the  Home  Secretary 
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with  wbich  they  ought  to  he  satisfied. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gectleman 
had  expressed  strong  and  gonerouH  sym- 
pathy with  the  crofters.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  undertaken 
that  the  force  now  on  its  way  to  Skye, 
if  not  already  there,  should  not  be  em- 
ployed for  the  purpose  of  serving  notices 
of  eviction  against  the  crofters  in  8kye; 
and  he  (Mr.  Barclay)  understood  that 
measures  had  been  taken  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  to  introduce  a  Bill  deal- 
ing with  the  subject  if  the  landlords  in 
tlie  Island  did  not  take  some  step  for  the 
purpose  of  coming  to  some  accommoda- 
tion with  the  crofters.  That,  he  thought^ 
was  all  that  could  be  expected  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government;  and,  for  his  own 
part,  he  was  perfectly  satisfied  with  the 
pledges  which  had  been  given.  There 
waa  one  other  point  on  which  he  should 
have  expected  some  declaration  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  if  not  from  the 
Home  Secretary^  at  least  on  the  part  of 
the  right  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Lord  Advocate,  with  whom  the  mat- 
ter more  particularly  rested,  and  that 
was  the  question  of  some  reform  in  the 
administration  of  justice  in  these  Islands. 
There  was  no  duubt  that  the  people  of 
the  Western  Islands  had  great  reason 
to  be  dissatisfied  with  the  administra- 
tion of  justice.  The  Procurator  Fiscal, 
and  every  public  officer,  with  the  sole 
exception  of  the  Sheriff,  were  more  or 
less  in  the  pay  of  the  landlords.  IIow, 
then,  was  it  possible,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, for  the  people  to  be  con- 
vinced that  they  were  getting  justice, 
and  that  their  interests  were  attended 
to  with  the  same  certainty  as  those  of 
the  landlords?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  had  referred  especially  to  cer- 
tain eases  where  the  outrages  committed 
were  upon  the  crofters;  and  he  (Mr* 
Barclay)  had  expected  to  see  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate  get  up  and  declare  that  he, 
for  his  part,  would  take  care  that  tlie 
Crown  officials  should  make  due  inquiry 
into  the  alleged  cases,  and  see  that  equal 
justice  was  meted  out  to  the  crofters  and 
the  landlords.  It  was  to  be  hoped  that 
the  question  of  the  administration  of 
justice  would  not  be  neglected.  There 
was  one  further  matter.  No  doubt  the 
present  excitement  was  due  to  the  ex- 
pected service  of  notices  for  removal 
on  Whit  Monday ;  and  he  thought  that 
if  steps  were  taken  to  enforce  these  no- 
Jfr,  J.  fF.  Barehy 


^ 


ticea  of  ejectment  the  agitation  would ^ 
enormously  increase.  It  seemed  to  him' 
that  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment, early  next  Session,  to  bring  in 
some  suspensory  Bill  to  allow  matters  to 
remain,  as  far  as  possible,  in  their  pre- 
sent position  until  Parliament  had  time 
to  consider  a  more  general  measure  for 
effecting  the  desired  changes  in  the  law» 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr,  J.  B, 
Balfouii)  :    I  did  not  intend  to  inter- 
vene in  this  debate,  because  I  though 
it  1  in  necessary  to   repeat  what  I  hav 
had  occasion  to   say  more  than  once  in 
the  uourse  of  the  last  Session,  and  in* 
ciden tally,  in  answer  to  Questions  this 
Session  on  this  matter.     With  regard  to 
Procurators  Fiscal,  I  should  have  though 
it  waa  understood  by  everyone  talcing  an 
interest  in  the  question,  and  that  it  would 
have  been  unnecessary  for  me  to  repeat 
that  since  the  present  Government  came 
into  Office  they  have,  in  every  ca^e  wheroj 
they  have  had  the  power,  by  weight  < 
salary  and   in  other  ways,   done  whul 
they  could  to  obtain  the  exclusive  ser 
vicos  of  a  gentleman  for  this  office ;  hu 
that  is  not  in  their  power  in   every  ea 
I  also  pointed   out  before  that  in  ver^ 
distant  localities,  where  you  cannot  put 
one  man  o?er  an  indefinitely  large  terri^ 
tory,  there  are  questions  of  efficiencyivhiolf  ^ 
make  it  difficult — at  least,  which  make  it ' 
a  very  grave  question  whether  you  would 
get  the  very  best  services  from  a  man 
who  did  nothing  else   except  that  one 
thing.     But  I  am  not  again   going 
enter  upon  a  discussion  which  was 
fully  gone  into  before.    I  thought  I  had 
conveyed  on  previous  occasions  that  the  , 
matter  was  fully  in  view  of  the  QTivem-f^ 
ment,  and  that,  as  far  as  they  thought 
the  object  in   view  could   be  obtain  eg 
with  regard  to  other  considerationa 
efficiency,  they  were  doing,  and  wou 
continue  to  do,  their  best. 

Me.  J.  W,  BAECLAY :  Is  nothing 
to  be  done  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B, 
Balfoub)  :  By  legislation  f  I  have  al- 
ready shown  what  the  Government  are 
doing  by  way  of  administration.  It  is 
another  question  whether  the  Govern- 
ment should  undertake  to  present  to 
the  House  a  Bill  to  revolutionize  the 
system  of  appointment,  I  am  not  in  a 
position  at  present  to  promise  that.  It 
involves  considerations  of 
many  other  considerations, 
to  the  only  other  matter 
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vited  to  saj  a  word  upon,  I  ehould  havo 
hartlly  thought  it  oetjeseary  to  say  aoy- 
thingj  innstuuch  as  one  point  waa  raised 
in  a  Question  I  answered  to-day.  It 
would  bo  a  total  noisapprehenaion  to 
suppose  that  there  was  any  differeoce  in 
tho  justice  meted  out  to  one  person  aud 
another.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr,  Cameron) 
used  the  expressiun  **  mutilation "  in 
regard  to  somethiog  that  was  done  to 
certain  animals.  The  subject  is  one  it 
is  not  yery  fit  to  di^ouss  in  this  House ; 
but  the  expression  used  might  convey  a 
wholly  erroneous  impression.  I  think 
what  was  done  in  this  case  was  some* 
thing  very  cruel  and  very  unnecessary  ; 
but  it  avowedly  was  put  forward  as  a 
defensive  act  done  to  certain  animals 
which  got  astray.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
an  act  that  was  justifiable ;  but  it  is  one 
thing  to  say  it  was  a  crime  where 
animals  were  straying  and  had  no  right 
to  be,  and  a  totally  different  thing  for  a 
man  to  say  it  was  a  defensive  measure 
to  guard  his  flocks.  I  can  quite  under- 
stand  that  a  very  great  change  in  the 
circumstances  under  which  it  was  done 
might  have  made  it  so  that  if  the  act 
were  repeated  it  would  indicate  an  ele- 
ment of  malice,  and  take  away  the 
element  of  what  may  have  been  precau- 
tion— injudicious  precaution — aud  thus 
bring  the  act  within  the  range  of  the  Cri- 
minal Law,  though  it  would  be  a  peculiar 
case.  I  shall  certainly  take  care  that 
the  ease  the  hon.  Member  for  Koss^f^hire 
(Mr.  Munro-Ferguson),  whom  we  are 
glad  to  hearto-day,  mentions,  shall  be  in- 
quired into.  I  shall  take  care  to  have 
it  carefully  examined  into  in  the  fullest 
way  J  and  if  it  is  shown  that  there  is  any 
element  of  malice  in  it  something  shall 
be  done. 

Dr.  CAMERON  said,  he  should  like 
to  know  whether  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  inquire  into 
the  allegation  of  branding  sheep  in 
Skye? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoue)  :  Yes ;  I  will  do  so  if  the  hon. 
Member  will  have  the  goodness  to  give 
me  some  indication  as  to  the  place^  so 
that  I  may  know  where  to  send  an 
order. 

Question  put,  and  negat\v$d. 

Words  add^d. 

Main  Uuestion,  at  amended,  put,  and 
agresd  to. 


the  PeopU  Bill  1806 

Eeiohttd,  Thai,  in  th«  opinion  of  tbit  House, 
it  ia  th«  duty  of  Her  Majesty  *8  Government  to 
give  effect  to  the  leeommendfttioDBof  the  Royal 
Commission  upon  the  condition  of  the  crofters 
and  cottars  in  the  Highlanda  and  Inlands  of 
Scotland,  or  to  npijly  Buch  other  rentedieis  as 
thoy  deem  adviaable ;  and  that  this  House  oon* 
curs  in  the  opinion  expresAod  by  the  Royal 
Gommisaion  at  page  110  of  its  Report,  that 
*'  Tho  mere  Tindicalion  of  authority  and  t^- 
prea^ion  of  reaiatance  would  not  establiiih  the 
relations  of  mutual  conftdeoco  between  land- 
lord and  tonant,  in  the  absence  of  which  the 
Countrj'  would  not  be  truly  at  peace,  and  all 
our  inquiries  and  coanselB  would  be  expended 
in  vain/' 

MOTION, 


TEAMVAYS  AKD   FUBLIO    C0MPANIB8   (iBB* 

uinb)  act  amendment  bi.ix. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Parnell,  Bill  to  amend 
Part  II.  of  "The  Tram^*Tiy»  and  Public  Com- 
paniea  (Ireland)  Act,  1^83/*  ordtrtd  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Pahnbll^  Sir  Baldwyst 
Leightont  Mr.  Jacob  Bmioht»  Mr.  Oaat,  and 
Mr.  O^iiHaA. 

^\^prumUd^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  37.] 

Home  adjourned  at  five  minutes 

after  Twelve  oVlook  till 

Monday  Best. 
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MTNUTESJ  — Public  Bill— ^i>#r  i2#eii>f— 

Poor  Law  (inardiana  (Ireland)  •  (6). 

REPEE8ENTATI0N    OF    THE    PEOPLE 
BILL  —  REDISTRIBUTION. 

MINI8TEBIAL  STATEMENT. 

Eabl  GEANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
beg  leave  to  make  a  short  statement  on 
behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  I 
presume  that  we  are  all  agreed  that  the 
action  to  be  taken  this  week  by  your 
Lordehips'  House  is  of  Yo^t  importance, 
affecting  not  merely  Party  issues,  but 
interests  of  a  national  character.  There 
is  no  question  aa  to  tbe  priuuiple  of  the 
Fraochise  BilL  It  is  understiiod,  and, 
I  believe,  not  without  reaiK)i],  that  your 
Lordships  intend  to  give  a  second  read- 
ing to  that  Bill.  But  I  am  not  entitled 
to  assume  that  this  step  will  terminate 
the  ditlerence  between  your  Lordships 
and  Her  Majesty's  Government.     I  do 
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not  propose  to  enter  into  the  merits  of 
this  ditferenoe.  It  is  sufficient  for  my 
present  purpose  to  remind  your  Lord- 
ahipa  that  while  the  procedure  adopted 
by  ller  Majesty* e  Government  has  been 
supported  last  Summer,  and  again  tbia 
Autumn,  by  unusually  large  majorities 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  it  has  been 
condemned  by  a  majority  of  your  Lord- 
ships in  tbia  House.  I  will  not  now 
refer  to  offers  which  at  different  times 
have  been  made  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, and  which  are  generally 
known  as  having  been  rejected.  I  am 
not  aware  of  any  intimation  having  come 
from  the  Opposition,  apart  from  an  in- 
tention to  reverse  in  some  shape  or  other 
the  procedure  adopted  by  Her  Maje8ty*s 
Government,  and  supported  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  in  order  to  adopt 
that  which  has  been  favoured  by  your 
Lordships.  The  result  is  a  state  of 
things  which»  although  it  may  be  far 
from  disagreeable  to  extreme  politicians 
on  both  sides,  ia  deplored  by  all  mode- 
rate men,  and,  I  sincerely  believe,  by  a 
majority  of  your  Lordships.  Under  these 
critical  circumstances,  I  am  authorized 
by  my  Colleagues  to  state  how  we  would 
propose  to  meet  the  objections  which 
have  been  raised  by  some  of  your  Lord- 
ships, To  those^  if  there  are  such,  who 
may  desire  to  force  on  an  immediate 
Dissolution  I  have  little  to  offer.  But 
the  case  is  different  with  those  wbo  de- 
sire a  settlement — a  desire  which  we 
claim  ourselves,  and  with  which  we  are 
quite  willing  to  credit  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site, whose  objections  we  honestly  d^*  si  re 
to  meet.  I  understand  that  the  objec- 
tions are  principally^  these.  Your  Lord- 
ships think  that,  although  you  are  ready 
to  support  a  Franchise  Bill,  it  is  danger- 
ous to  do  so  unless  you  are  acquainted 
with  the  character  of  the  Bedistribution 
Bill  which  is  promised,  and  which  will 
affect  its  working.  You  are  afraid  that 
it  may  be  of  a  revolutionary  character, 
or,  as  some  have  put  it,  dangerous  to 
the  prospects  of  the  Conservative  Party* 
You  also  fear  that  there  may  be  no  Bill 
at  all,  or,  at  all  events,  that  there  may  be 
none  till  the  2,000,000  new  voters  have 
acquired  the  right  of  voting.  My  Lords, 
I  will  now  proceed  to  state  howp  in  my 
opinion  and  in  the  opinion  of  the  Go- 
vernment, without  sacriticing  our  own 
object,  we  may  best  meet  these  objec- 
tions. Our  object  is  to  secure  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Franchise  Bill  without  delay. 

Mrl  Granvilh 


We  cannot  jeopardize  it.  Your  Lord- 
ships must  be  aware  that  we  could  enter 
into  no  understanding  or  take  any  steps 
as  to  the  immediate  introduction  or 
prosecution  of  a  Eedist^^ribution  Bill,  or 
as  to  anything  connected  with  it,  unless 
we  have  a  sufiicient  assurance  that  we 
should  thus  secure  our  principal  object — 
namely,  the  passing  of  the  Franchise 
Bill  without  delay — that  is  to  say,  dur- 
ing the  Autumn  Session.  In  that  case, 
I  may  tell  your  Lordships  that  the  Bill 
will  come  into  eflfect  on  January  the  Ist, 
1886.  If  we  were  sufficiently  assured  in 
the  manner  I  have  stated,  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  demand  or  suggestion  thai 
will  be  made  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
cedure affecting  a  Bedistribution  Bill  to 
which  Her  Majesty^s  Government  will 
not  be  ready  to  accede.  If  we  get  that 
sufficient  assurance  we  should  be  ready  1 
to  submit  the  main  provisions  of  thai] 
Kedistrihution  Bill  —  we  should  be  ' 
ready  to  make  even  the  draft  Bill  a 
subject  of  immediate  friendly  com*  \ 
muni  cation  before  its  introduction,  ond^ 
to  make  every  reasonable  effort  for 
the  purpose  of  accommodation ,  and  any 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  aocommodatiou 
I  think  I  may  say  would  not  come  frooi  ' 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  We  should 
be  ready,  if  it  is  possible,  and  I  do  not 
see  any  impossibility  in  it,  to  present  a 
Bill  framed  in  the  spirit  of  that  sketch 
given  by  Mr.  Gladstone  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  which,  on  the  7th  of 
November,  seemed  to  be  received  aa 
satisfttctoi'y  by  Sir  Stafford  North  cote* 
Her  Majesty *s  Government  will  be  pre- 
pared to  push  that  Bill  on  with  all 
legitimate  speed.  Mr.  Gladstone  has 
informed  me  that  he  will  be  willing  to 
undertake  to  move  the  second  reading 
of  that  Bill  simultaneously  with  the 
Franchise  Bill  going  into  Committee  of 
your  Lordships'  House.  I  am  afraid 
that  there  may  be  a  difficulty  about  tbia^  j 
because  there  is  an  understanding  that  it  \ 
the  second  reading  of  this  BUI  is  taken 
on  Tuesday,  the  Committee  is  to  stand 
for  Thursday.  Be  that  as  it  may,  Mr, 
Gladstone  would  be  ready  to  move  the 
second  reading  of  the  RediBtrlbutiun 
Bill  in  the  House  of  Commons  simuL 
taneously  with  any  future  stage  of  th« 
Franchise  Bill  in  your  Lordships'  Hoojm*  | 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  prepared 
to  use  their  utmost  eiforte  to  pass  their 
Bill  through  the  House  of  Commons  ia 
the  early  period  of  next  year.     And  I 
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am  further  authorised  by  them  to  state 
that  tbey  would  coneider  the  passing  of 
their  Bill  through  the  House  of  Com- 
raOBs  a  question  vital  to  themselves.  My 
Lords,  I  submit  this  proposal  to  the 
favourable  consideratioa  of  both  sides 
of  the  House.  I  trust  that  those  who 
80  cordially  supported  us  last  Session 
will  not  think  we  have  retired  too  much 
from  the  exact  course  of  procedure 
which  we  had  drawn  for  ourselves.  And 
I  do  with  considerable  confidence  appeal 
to  the  noble  Lords  opposite  to  receive 
this  proposition  in  the  spirit  in  which 
we  have  made  it.  We  have  made  it  in 
a  spirit  of  earnestness  and  of  concilia- 
tion, and  as  tending  to  settle  a  difference 
which  every  dictate  of  statesmanship^ 
and»  indeed,  I  may  say  of  common 
sense,  makes  it  desirable,  in  the  interest 
of  all  concerned,  should  be  brought  to 
a  final  and  satisfactory  close. 

Toe  Marquess  oy  SAI^LSBURY  : 
My  Lords,  it  would  not  be  in  accordance 
with  usage  that  I  should  express,  at  the 
present  moment,  any  opinion  upon  the 
proposals  made  by  the  noble  Earl.  I 
shall  confine  myself  to  questions  de- 
signed  to  elucidate  his  statement.  I 
wish  to  know  whether  I  am  to  under- 
stand that  the  passing  of  the  Franchise 
Bill  during  the  Autumn  Session  is  a 
condition  precedent  to  the  proceedings 
with  respeet  to  the  Redistribution  Bill 
of  which  the  noble  Earl  has  spoken ; 
and,  further^  I  wish  to  know  whether 
the  agreement  between  the  two  sides  of 
the  House  on  the  question  of  Kedistri- 
bution  is  a  condition  precedent  to  the  in* 
troduction  of  the  Eedistribution  Bill  in 
the  other  House,  and  within  what  time 
he  contemplates  it  possible  for  such  pro- 
cedure to  take  place  ? 

EablGEANVILLE:  My  Lords,  my 
answer  to  the  first  Question  is  in  the 
affirmative;  my  answer  \o  the  second  is 
in  the  negative. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  My 
Lords,  I  hope  I  shall  be  excused  if  I 
add  a  word  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
deavouring to  supplement  the  answer 
of  the  noble  Earl.  As  I  understand  it, 
if  in  any  satisfactory  way  we  have  the 
assurance  which  we  think  indispensable, 
the  Redistribution  Bill  may  be  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  of  Commons 
and  read  a  first  time  as  early  as  anyone 
can  desire.  If  those  communications 
which  we  invite,  desire,  and  are  wiUing 
to  enter  into,  in  order  to  arrive,  if  pos- 


sible, at  a  common  underatanding  as  to 
the  material  substance  of  the  Eediatri- 
bution  Bill,  take  place,  of  course,  a 
reasonable  time  must  be  allowed  for 
those  communications.  If  it  is  thought 
inexpedient  that  such  communications 
should  take  placOi  and  if  those  who  have 
determined  that  matter  desire  us  to  pro* 
duce  on  our  ewn  responsibility  the  Bill 
which,  without  assistance,  we  should 
produce,  that  can  be  done  at  the  earliest 
passible  moment  after  we  have  that 
assurance  which  is  the  necessary  condi- 
tion of  our  proposals. 

REPRESENTATIVE  PEERS. 
MOTION    FOR   AN   ADDEE88. 

Lord  WAY ENEY,  in  rising  to  move — 

♦'That  an  humble  Addr^sfl  be  preKoted  to  Her 
Majesty  pra\  log  that  the  Prero^tivo  b6  not 
interposed  toprevoit  the  snbatitutton  b^ Statute 
of  a  more  suitable  form  for  securing-  the  pra- 
aencu  of  Irish  and  Scottish  Peers  in  the  House 
of  Lords  than  is  a^Torded  by  the  existing  modee 
of  election/' 

said,  that  this  question  dealt  with  the 
somewhat  anomalous  manner  in  which 
the  ranks  of  their  Lordships^  House  were 
recruited  from  the  Scotch  and  Irish  Peer- 
ages* He  believed  that  it  never  could 
have  been  intended  that  one-half,  or 
even  more  than  one-half,  of  the  Mem-* 
hers  of  the  6cotch  and  Irish  Peeragea 
should  be  incapable  of  entering  into  the 
service  ol  the  country  to  which  they  be- 
longed because  thej  might  profess  par- 
ticular political  opinions;  nut  though 
there  was  a  yast  and  considerable  dia* 
tioetion  between  the  two  Peerages  in 
many  respects,  they  both  had  the  spe- 
cial defect  of  representing  one  Party 
only,  and  not  the  genuine  force  of  na- 
tional thought.  It  never  should  be  ne- 
cetssary,  as  frequently  happened  under 
the  present  system,  that  the  Government 
of  the  day  should  find  themselves  called 
upon  to  summon  Peers  of  undoubted 
position  and  merit  to  their  Lordships* 
House.  In  his  opinion,  ii  an  Irishman 
were  worthy  of  a  Peerage  at  all»  he  was 
worthy  of  being  made  a  Peer  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  The  circumstances  of 
the  present  time,  he  thought,  lent  point 
and  force  to  the  consideration  of  the 
matter  j  and,  looking  at  what  had  taken 
place  in  the  eountry  during  the  last  three 
months,  bethought  something  should  be 
done.  There  had  been  a  vast  amount 
of  exaggeration  as  to  popular  opinion 
against  their  Lordships'  House ;  but  he 
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considered  that  such  a  moderate  change 
should  be  made  in  its  conBtitution  as 
would  seem  calculated  to  bring  it  more 
into  consonance  with  the  present  state 
of  public  sentiment.  There  could  be 
no  doubt  that  the  elections  under  the 
present  system  resulted  iu  favour  of 
one  particular  Partj ;  and,  therefore^  he 
would  propose  to  substitute  for  the  pre- 
sent system  the  system  of  summoning 
Irish  and  Scotch  Peers  as  British  Peers. 
He  begged  to  move  the  Motion  that 
stood  in  his  name. 

Moved^  **  That  an  huralile  Address  ba  prd- 
rented  to  Her  llajosty  praying  that  the  Prero- 
gative be  not  interpoaed  to  prevent  the  aubetitu- 
tion  by  Statute  of  a  mora  suitable  form  for 
securing  the  presence  of  Irish  and  Scottish 
Peers  in  the  House  of  Lords  than  is  afforded 
by  the  existing  modeo  of  election.*'— (TA#  Lord 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  that  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  Lord  was  not  r©(juired,  for 
in  connection  with  Scotch  Peerages  no 
such  Prerogative  existed  as  the  Motion 
implied.  If  the  House  should  think  fit 
to  alter  by  Statute  the  existing  law  in 
regard  to  the  election  of  Scottish  Peers^ 
the  Prerogative  could  not  be  interposed. 
With  regard  to  Irish  Peers  the  case 
was  rather  different ;  for  at  the  time  of 
the  UDion  a  power  was  reserved  to  the 
Crown  to  fill  up,  in  certain  circumstances, 
vacancies  among  the  Irish  Peers  in  their 
Lordships*  House*  It  would  not,  there* 
fore,  speaking  gen er ally »  be  regular  to 
interfere  by  Statute  with  that  power, 
without  presenting  an  Address  to  the 
Crown  praying  for  leave  to  do  so*  In  1876, 
however,  an  Address  was  presented  to  the 
Crown  praying  that  the  statutory  power 
reserved  to  the  Crown  in  connection  with 
Irish  Peers  might  not  be  allowed  to 
stand  in  the  way  of  any  legislation  on 
the  subject  of  the  election  of  suoli  Peers 
to  the  House  of  Lords,  and  the  prayer 
of  that  Address  was  granted. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
agreed  with  what  had  fallen  from  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (Earl  Oairns). 
The  subject  was  a  very  important  one; 
and  whenever  a  proposition  was  made 
to  the  House,  submitting  any  convenient 
way  of  dealing  either  with  the  subject 
of  the  Scottish  or  Irish  RepresentHtive 
Peers,  it  would,  he  had  no  doubt,  receive 
that  consideration  and  attention  from 
their  LordshipSj  which  were  justly  its 
due.  But  to  proceed  by  this  method  of 
Address  was,  ifc  humbly  appeared  to  him, 

Lord  JFttvsnm/ 


for  the  reasons  stated  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl,  quite  unnecessary  in  the 
case  of  either  the  Scottish  or  Irish  Peers. 

Lord  WAYENEY  thought  the  objec- 
tions ouffht  not  to  weigh  against  his  Mo- 
tion, However,  he  was  willing  to  have 
the  Motion  nf^gatived. 

EAfiL  CAIRNS  said^  he  considered 
that,  instead  of  negativing  the  Motion, 
the  House  ought  to  adopt  the  Previoua 
Question. 

Previous  Question  moved, — {Th§  Earl 
C air  ft  8.) 

Previous  Question  put,  whether  the 
said  Question  shall  be  now  put. 

lietolved  in  the  negaiwe, 

EDUCATION    DEPAKTMENT  —  HIGIIEI 
EDUCATION  IN  BOARD  SCHOOLS. 

OBSErRVATlONS, 

Lord  NORTON  said,  he  rose  to  call 
the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovera 
ment  to  a  reply  made  by  Mr.  MundelM 
to  two  deputations  from  Harborne,  one 
from  the  School  Board  asking  for  the 
establishment  of  a  higher  eohool,  the 
other  from  2,373  ratepayers,  deprecating 
such  a  cliarge  on  their  rates — namely, 
that— 

' '  He  assented  to  the  principle  tbftt  if  &  mA. 
jority  of  ratepayers  were  against  the  introduo^ 
tion  of  higher  eduoatioa  it  should  not  be  f 
upon  them.** 

He  wished  to  ask  whether  such  a  prin* 
mple  had  been  adopted,  and  under  the 
authority  of  what  Act  of  Parliament  the 
provision  of  higher  education  in  anjpj 
locality  depended  on  a  majority  of  rate^l 
payers  being  willing  to  undertake  itf 
He  had  two  reasons  for  asking  this 
question.  First,  because  the  Vice  '. 
si  dent*  a  answer  implied  that>  wherev 
a  majority  of  ratepayers  agreed  to  it» 
School  Board  might  depart  from  theL 
authorized  work  of  supplying  elemen- 
tary education  to  those  who  wanted  it 
to  undertake  higher  education  iu  a  Go- 
vernment groove  for  the  middle  elass, 
who  would  get  it  more  wholesomely  by 
private  enterprijee,  and  without  robbing 
the  poor  of  their  elementary  provision  ; 
and,  secondly,  because  such  an  unau* 
thurized  dictum  must  discourage,  by  Go- 
vernment and  rate-paid  competition,  the 
corporate  or  private  undertaking  of 
middle* class  schools  now  largely  and 
more  usefully  going  on.  The  Govern- 
ment  were,    apparently,    stealing    thii 
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march  upon  Parliament,  and  even  teoh- 
nical  instruction  was  lately  proposed  to 
be  added  to  their  province. 

Lord  OAELINGFORD  (Lord  Phesi- 
DENT  of  the  Cottxcil)  saidj  that  if  hia 
noble  Friend's  premieses  had  been  cor- 
rect he  should  have  had  to  adopt  his 
conclusion.  But  his  noble  Friend  was 
entirely  misinformed  as  to  the  nature  of 
the  case.  This  was  no  question  of 
middle-class  education.  What  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Mundella)  said  referred 
to  higher  elementary  education,  whiuh 
meant  simply  education  in  the  higher 
Standards  of  the  Code — that  was,  in 
Standards  above  Standard  IV,  His  right 
hon.  Friend  received  two  deputatioiie, 
one  from  the  School  Board  of  the 
district,  and  the  othi-r  from  a  large 
number  of  ratepayers  who  did  not  like 
the  proposal  of  the  School  Board.  It 
was  not  a  case  in  which  the  Education 
Department  could  interfere.  It  was 
strictly  a  question  for  the  decision  of  the 
School  Board  itself.  The  case  was  this. 
There  was  a  very  considerable  deficiency 
of  education  in  the  district;  and  the 
School  Board  proposed  to  supply  it,  not 
in  a  novel  way,  but  by  a  course  which 
had  been  taken  by  a  good  many  other 
more  important  places.  They  proposed, 
instead  of  building  a  large  new  school 
of  the  ordinarj^  kind  teaching  children 
in  all  the  Standards,  to  erect  a  school 
which  should  be  confined  to  children 
above  Standard  IV.  They  believed  that 
that  would  be  a  very  great  improve- 
ment in  the  education  of  the  district. 
That  district  was  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Birmingham,  and  there  were  in  it  a 
considerable  number  of  boys  who  were 
in  Standards  above  Standard  lY.  They 
proposed  to  collect  those  boys  in  a  single 
school,  so  as  to  provide  a  better  educa- 
tion for  them,  and  to  enable  the  teachers 
in  the  ordinary  schcH^ls  to  give  their  un- 
divided  attentioa  to  boys  below  Stand- 
ard V.  It  was  a  mere  question  of  organi* 
zation.  The  school  district  lent  itself 
very  easily  and  conveniently  to  such  an 
arrangement,  because,  as  he  was  in- 
formed, there  would  be  no  child  further 
than  ami le  and  a-half  from  the  new  school, 
and  most  of  them  would  be  within  a  mile. 
It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  the  plan 
would  lead  to  increased  charge  on  the 
rates.  On  the  contrary,  by  drawing  the 
higher  standard  children  together  into 
one  school  and  giving  them  a  teacher 
qualified  to    give  them   inat ruction    in 


those  Standards,  the  result  would  be 
economical.  There  was,  as  he  had  said, 
nothing  novel  in  the  matter — nothing 
in  which  the  Education  Department 
could  be  said  to  have  sprung  a  mine  oa 
Parliament.  It  was  a  question  for  the 
School  Board,  and  he  believed  they  had 
come  to  a  wise  decision.  With  refer- 
ence to  a  Question  which  a  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  had  put  to 
him  some  days  ago,  he  might  read  the 
following  letter — 

"  Fcilshaw  House,  Wilmalow,  November  10. 

**  Dear  Sir,  —  With  reference  to  Harriet 
Straker,  whose  death  is  said  to  have  been  due 
to  over^preBSure  at  school,  I  have  to  Btate  that 
she  attended  the  above  school,  hut  had  no  home 
lessons  given  her  this  year.  If  she  worked  at 
le&Bona  at  homo  she  did  it  voluntarily,  and  the 
work  was  not  shown  at  school.  She  was  rather 
dull,  and  failed  in  two  aubjecta  in  Btandard  I. 
at  the  ejcamination  in  January,  1883,  so  waa 
again  preaented  in  Standard  I.  at  the  exami- 
nation  in  January,  1884.  when  she  parsed  in 
the  three  iubjeota,  being  nine  yeam  of  a^e. 
The  mistress  was  not  told  that  the  child 
was  delicate,  but  the  child  was  kept  away 
from  fchool  occasionally  for  a  week.  She  made 
219  Attendances  during  tho  present  year,  her 
last  at  ten  da  nee  being  on  Monday  morning, 
August  25.  I  visited  the  child  several  times  during 
her  illness,  and  she  was  usually  more  or  less  un- 
conscious. I  do  not  remember  having  heard 
her  muttering  about  her  lesaoos,  but  once  aho 
repeated  when  I  was  present  a  portion  of  her 
daily  prayers.  I  believe  the  child  was  delicate, 
at  times  she  was  somewhat  d«mf ,  and  at  times 
had  delicate  eyes;  but  as  she  was,  I  believe,  10 
yeara  old  and  was  only  being  instructed  in  the 
aubjecta  of  Standard  II.  and  had  no  home 
leasona  given  to  her,  it  ciin  hardly  be  considered 
that  her  case  was  one  of  over- pressure  at  school, 
uulesfl,  of  course,  her  health  waa  in  suoh  a  state 
that  she  ought  not  to  hAv«  been  sent  to  sohool 
at  all. 

**  Yours  faithfully  (Signad) 
'*  W.  S.  Baaxes-Slacke,  M,A.,  Correspon- 
dent of  Lin  do  w  School. 

*'  P.  Cumin,  Esq.,  Education  Department/' 

He  thought  the  noble  Lord  would  see 
that  it  was  not  a  case  of  OTer-pressure 
at  all 

LosD  NORTON  asked  whether  he 
understood  that  it  was  the  intention  to 
make  the  higher  schools  entirely  sepa- 
rate from  the  elementary  ? 

Lord  OAELINGFORD  (Lord  Presi- 
PEKT  of  the  Council)  said,  the  school 
W08  entirely  and  absolutely  within  the 
Code,  and  therefore  elementary. 

TREATY    OF    BERLIN-OUTRAGES    IN 

^lACEDONlA. 

QTrESTION,       OBSERVATIONS. 

The  DUKE  of  AKGYLL  asked  tho 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
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Whether  he  had  amy  recent  information 
to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House  re- 
specting the  fulfilment  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  Turkey  of  those  provisions  of 
the  Treaty  of  Berlin  which  were  directed 
to  secure  the  good  administratioo  of  the 
European  Provinces  of  the  Turkish  Em- 
pi  re  ;  and,  whether,  in  particular,  Her 
Majesty*s  Government  had  any  informa- 
tion aa  to  alleged  outragea  by  the  Turkish 
authorities  on  the  people  of  Macedonia  f 
He  was  very  sorry  to  have  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House,  for  a  few  mo- 
ments, to  a  very  paiuful  subject.  He 
boped  their  Lordships  would  not  think 
that  he  was  in  too  much  haste,  or  eager 
to  ask  the  House  to  plunge  again  into 
their  old  friend  the  Eastern  Question, 
They  had  enough  on  their  hands  at  pre- 
sent in  Colonial  and  foreign  affairs  and 
in  other  directions.  But  there  were  cer* 
tain  duties  incumbent  upon  them  aa  a 
nation  and  as  Members  of  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  in  respect  to  obligations 
into  which  this  oountry  had  entered. 
Whatever  had  been  the  differences  of 
opinion  which  had  existed  in  their  Lord- 
ships' House  as  to  the  circumstances 
which  led  up  to  the  Treaty  of  Berlin,  he 
had  been  disposed  to  rest  on  that  Treaty, 
whiyh  he  held  to  be  not  an  unsatisfac- 
tory settlement  of  a  very  difficult  ques- 
tion. At  all  events,  the  Treaty  supplied 
certain  securities,  or  professed  to  do  so, 
for  the  good  government  of  the  Euro- 
pean Provinces  of  Turkey,  and  also  of 
the  Asiatic  Provinces,  He  had  always 
been  of  opinion  that,  irrespective  of  that 
Treaty  altogether,  this  country  and  the 
other  nations  of  Europe  had  heavy  obli- 
gations with  regard  to  the  people  of 
those  Provinces.  The  Treaty  of  Berlin 
put  its  seal  on  those  obligations,  and  by 
a  considerable  number  of  Articles  it  pro- 
vided, or  professed  to  provide,  certain 
securities  for  tbe  people  of  the  Pro- 
vinces, The  safety  of  Bulgaria  was 
provided  for  by  the  creation  of  an  auto- 
nomous State,  while  Eastern  Houmelia 
had  an  administrative  autonomy  and  a 
Christian  Governor  General  given  to  it. 
Then,  with  respect  to  the  Asiatic  Pro- 
Tinces,  the  provisions  were  very  specific  j 
and  he  believed  that  repeated  remon- 
strances had  been  addressed  by  Lord 
BufFerin  to  tbe  Sultan  as  to  the  non- 
fulfilment  of  those  parts  of  tbe  Treaty 
relating  to  the  country  inhabited  by  the 
Armenians.  With  regard  to  the  whole 
of  the  Provinces  in  the  one  matter  of 

T?**  Duht  of  Argyll 


religion,  the  Treaty  professed  to  secure 
complete  religious  toleration.  But  he 
now  came  to  a  clause  which  was  less 
satisfactory.  Eastern  Roumelia,  Bou- 
mania,  Servia,  and  other  places  had 
been  cut  off^  and  there  remained  thi 
Western  portion  of  European  Turke^ 
which  comprised  Macedonia  and  certai 
other  portions  of  the  country.  Article 
provided  that  a  Oonatitution  should 
given  to  those  countries  analogous 
that  given  to  the  Island  of  Crete.  He 
had  not  heard  anything  until  lately  of 
the  grievous  abuses  complained  of  with 
regard  to  Armenia  and  the  Asiatic  Pro» 
vincea  of  Turkey.  Many  of  their  Lord- 
ships most  have  been  horrified  by  state* 
raents  which  had  appeared  in  an  eveninj  ' 
paper  on  this  subject.  He  should  nal 
have  brought  those  statements  to  the 
notice  of  their  Lordships  had  they  been 
anonymous;  but  they  were  avowedly  the 
production  of  a  very  distinguished  m 
whose  name  was  known  in  literature 
over  the  world — M.  Emile  Laveley© 
Things  really  seemed  to  be  almost  aa 
bad  in  the  Turkish  Provinces  of  Macd- 
donia  as  they  were  before  the  last  Bus- 
sian  War»  when  the  horrors  going  on  in 
Bulgaria  rousf^d  the  indignation  of  thia 
country  and  the  world.  It  appeared 
that,  during  the  month  of  July,  in  one 
diet  net  of  Macedonia  alone  there  were 
45  murders  committed  by  Turks,  and  m 
other  parts  there  were  60  murders.  M. 
Emile  Laveieye  had  given  names  of  dia* 
tricts,  names  of  victims,  and  names  ^ 
murderers,  and  bad  stated  that  in  8om# 
cases  the  victims  had  had  their  no.«e3 
and  ears  cut  off»  the  skin  of  their  arms 
torn  away,  their  eyes  pecked  out,  and 
had  then  been  cut  to  pieces.  There 
were  nine  instances  of  the  most  horrible 
and  atrocious  murders  given  by  M* 
Laveieye  in  the  paper  to  which  he  had 
referred— TA*  Pail  Mall  Qaz^ffe.  ^liat 
he  wanted  to  know  was,  whether  this 
country  had  Consuls  in  the  district,  and 
whether  they  had  reported  to  the  Fo- 
reign Office  anything  with  regard  to 
these  alleged  atrocities  ?  The  Province 
was  near  to  Greece  and  to  this  country^ 
and  our  sympathy  must  be  more  exci 
than  if  those  outrages  were  committed 
the  Asiatic  Provinces  of  Turkey .  He  hop 
the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  Stat©  for 
Foreign  Aifairs  would  be  able  to  assu 
their  Lordships  that  the  eyes  of  the  0< 
vemment  were  fixed  upon  the  mati 
and  that  they  would  take  such  steps 
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were  neeeesary  to  put  an  end  to  tb©  con- 
dition of  things  BOW  existiDpr-  If  these 
atrocities  continued,  tho  Government 
would  have  another  Eastern  Question 
on  their  hands,  which  would  be  intoler- 
able to  the  people  of  thia  country  and  to 
the  other  European  Powers.  The  Turkish 
Government  rested  Bolelj  on  the  gua- 
rantee of  the  European  Powers ;  and  it 
would  be  high  time  to  put  an  end  to 
that  Government  and  make  the  whole 
of  the  Provinces  autonomous  if  atrocities 
were  not  put  down. 

Earl  GBANYILLE :  My  Lords,  I 
quite  agree  with  the  policy  laid  down 
by  the  noble  Duke  with  regard  to  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin,  There  may  be  things 
in  that  Treaty  which  may  be  approved 
or  disapproved,  yet  it  is  a  great  Treaty, 
agreed  in  by  all  Europe ;  and  we  have 
acted  as  much  as  possible,  and  shown 
we  have  a  wish  to  act^  consistently  with 
the  provisions  of  that  Treaty,  Wo  have 
been  successful  with  regard  to  some  of 
the  provisions  ;  but  we  have  been  quite 
unsuccessful  as  to  others,  I  am  quite 
certain  that  your  Lordships  will  feel 
that  we  could  not  have  had  a  better  Re- 
presentative for  the  purpose  than  L.ord 
Dufferin.  He  had  instruction-s  which 
will  be  cootinued  to  his  suocesaor,  to 
press,  in  the  manner  the  most  likely  to 
attain  the  end^  for  the  faithful  carrying 
out  of  the  provisions  of  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin,  With  regard  to  the  Question 
of  the  noble  Duke,  this  country  has  Con- 
eula  in  European  Turkey,  and  Reports 
have  been  received  from  them,  and  I 
do  not  think  there  will  be  any  objection 
to  lay  them  before  your  Lordships. 
With  regard  to  the  particular  atrocities 
in  Macedonia  to  which  the  noble  Duke 
has  referred,  they  are  not  fully  confirmed 
by  the  Consuls.  On  the  contrary,  Mace- 
donia was  reported  to  be  in  a  better 
condition  than  it  has  been  for  some 
time,  owing  to  the  present  Governor, 
though  the  borders  of  Bulgaria  and 
Boumelia  are  disturbed.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  wished  to  do  everything 
in  their  power,  and  they  desire  that 
the  other  Powers  will  act  in  concert 
with    them — to  carry  out    all  the  obli- 

fations  imposed  upon  them,  I  am  also 
ound  to  state  that  only  five  minutes 
before  entering  the  House  I  received  a 
<K)mmunioatiQn  from  the  Turkish  Am- 
bassador, repudiating  very  warmly  the 
attacks  made  upon  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment who»  be  said,  were  extremely  de- 


flirous  to  carry  out  the   reforms  stipu- 
lated by  the  Treaty, 

TnEMARQtmss  of  SALISBURY  :  My 
Lords,  I  have  no  doubt  the  noble  Earl  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  is 
taking  all  the  measures  that  can  be 
taken  for  eitecuting  the  Treaty  of  Berlin 
and  securing  the  happiness  of  these 
Provinces.  I  entirely  concur  with  him 
that  probably  no  one  could  have  been 
chosen  better  fitted  and  more  anxious 
to  see  the  Treaty  carried  out  than  Lord 
Dufferin  ;  and  1  think  we  may  rest  per- 
fectly assured  that,  so  far  as  diplomatio 
action  could  have  the  effect  of  securing 
the  good  government  of  these  Provinces, 
Lord  Dufferin  would  take  every  measure 
possible.  I  rose  mainly  to  point  out  to 
the  noble  Duke  that  the  case  of  Eastern 
Iloumelia  and  the  case  of  Macedonia  are 
not  so  different,  in  the  eyes  of  the  Treaty 
of  Berlin,  as  he  seems  to  think.  For 
both  provision  is  made  for  a  certain 
amount  of  autonomous  government. 
Eastern  Roumelia,  no  doubt  the  most 
elaborate,  was  first  taken  in  band  ;  an 
International  Commission  was  issued ; 
and  I  think  Sir  H,  Drummond  Wollf 
was  the  Representative  of  this  country ; 
and  the  provisions  that  were  drawn  up 
with  regard  to  Eastern  Roumelia  have 
proved  eminently  successful.  I  do  not 
know  BO  much  of  the  provisions  that 
were  drawn  up  for  the  government  of 
Macedonia;  they  were  drawn  up  after 
I  left  Office ;  but  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site sent  out  as  the  Representative  of  this 
country  the  noble  Lord  who  is  now  the 
very  able  Undersecretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs.  I  believe  that  every  pre- 
caution was  taken  to  provide  for  Mace- 
donia an  adequate  and  stable  govern- 
ment. What  are  the  causes  which  pre- 
vented the  same  success  following  in 
Macedonia  as  in  Eastern  Roumelia?  I 
do  not  know.  Perhaps  the  country  is 
more  mountainous,  more  difficult  to 
manage^  and  the  bulk  of  it  further 
from  the  centre.  There  is  less  revenue, 
perhaps,  for  carrying  out  the  govern- 
ment. There  are  one  or  two  remarks  I 
would  make  upon  the  horrible  details 
which  the  noble  Duke  has  brought  be- 
fore us,  I  think  the  experience  of 
everybody  who  has  looked  into  these 
matters  is  that,  with  the  lameatable 
substratum  of  truth,  there  is  almost  in 
the  very  horror  of  these  recitals  some- 
thing which  leads  to  exaggeration ;  and 
unlt^bs  these  recitals  are  confirmed  by 


1819  MeprMmtaiion  of 


(COMMONS] 


the  Pecph  Bill 


\m 


tBe  offieial  authorities  at  the  Foreign 
Office  I  bIiouM  hesitate  to  give  full 
oredit  to  them  in  all  their  details.  The 
other  remark  I  would  make  is  that  I  am 
afraid  Maoedonia  is  not  the  only  place 
in  the  world  over  which  we  have  in- 
fluence where  terrible  cruelties  are  in- 
flicted. There  is,  for  instance,  the  Em- 
pire of  Burmah,  which  Ilea  on  our 
Indian  Frontier,  and,  as  it  were,  in  the 
hollow  of  our  hand,  which  by  a  letter 
from  Whitehall  could  be  brought  into 
order  at  any  moment,  and  in  which 
there  is  constant  perpetration  of  horrors 
on  a  scale  and  characterized  by  an 
atrocity  before  whioh  anything  which 
can  be  related  with  regard  to  Mace- 
donia would  pale.  We  cannot  accept 
the  doctrine  that  we  are  responsible 
for  all  these  things,  because  by  certain 
extreme  measures  it  might  be  possible 
to  prevent  them.  I  would  not  do  or 
say  any  tiling  to  weaken  the  appeal  of 
the  noble  Duke  to  the  Foreign  Office, 
that  they  would  do  their  utmost  to  pre- 
vent these  cruelties  and  atrocities,  and 
to  promote  the  good  government  of 
Macedonia  ;  but  I  cannot  accept  the 
doctrine,  which  in  one  sentence  the  noble 
Duke  seemed  to  lay  down^  that  we  are 
U'y  shrink  from  no  political  measures  by 
which  the  object  he  has  in  view  would 
bo  attained, 

TuE  Duke  of  AEctYLL  said,  that  the 
noble  Marquess  could  not  have  under- 
stood the  distinction  he  made  as  between 
Eastern  Boumelia  and  Macedonia.  The 
noble  Marquess  could  not  have  remem- 
bered the  exact  terms  of  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin,  otherwise  he  would  not  have  said 
that  the  same  provision  applied  to  both. 
There  was  this  enormous  difference  be- 
tween them.  As  regards  Eastern  Rou- 
melia,  there  was  an  administrative  auto- 
nomy and  a  Christian  Governor  General. 
That  made  the  whole  difference  between 
it  and  Macedonia,  where  there  was  no 
such  provision*  As  regarded  horrors  all 
round  the  worlds  he  repudiated  the  doc- 
trine that  they  were  the  same  to  us  as 
those  in  Macedonia,  His  view  was  that 
there  was  no  parallel  between  the 
horrors  of  fiurmah  and  those  of  Maoe- 
donia, because  we  had  not  guaranteed 
the  safety  of  the  Burmese  Government, 
and  were  not  responsible  for  its  exist- 
ence. 

Uoti80  adjoumod  at  a  quarter  before 
~  Six  o*eloekp  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 

Th&  Marqueu  of  SaUhbury 
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MINUTES.]  —  New  Wjut«  Issued  -T  ^ 
Greenock,  i\  James  Stewart,  esquire,  Manoi 
of  Northftt^ad  ;  for  Down^  i\  Honble*  Charla 
Stewart  Vane  Tempest,  commonly  calle 
ViscouDt  Castlereagh^  called  tip  to  the  Honm 
of  Peers. 

Ways  and  MEAS^—^ongidered  in  Committtt— 
Income  Tax. 

Fu  ui.ic  Bill — Second  Heading— Tmnwo.yB  and 
Pablic  Oompamea  (Ireland)  Act  Amendinent  * 
[37]. 

^f)//4^raT^7}— Parliamentary  Franchise  (ExteoL- 
Bion  to  Women)  •  [32], 

HE  PRESENTATION    OF    THE     PEOPLE 

BILL  —  REDISTRIBUTION. 

MLNISTERIAL   STATEMENT. 

Mr,  GLADSTONE  :  I   wish.  Sir.  by 

the  permission  and  indulgence  of  the 
House,  to  make  a  brief  intimation  which 
I  thick  it  desirable  the  Members  of  the 
House  should  have  in  their  possession. 
A  great  deal,  Sir,  has  been  said  with  tv 
gard  to  the  present  political  circum- 
stances, or,  as  it  has  sometimes  becm 
called,  **the  crisis/*  about  an  interchange 
of  Tiews  between  different  Pai^ties,  and 
about  the  question  whether  Government 
ought  to  introduce  a  Bill  relating  to  tb 
redistribution  of  seats  before  the  Fra 
chiso  Bill  can  have  passed  the  <Ah 
House  of  the  Legislature,  or  even  hi 
fore  that  House  maj  go  ioto  Committ^ 
on  that  measure.  Sir,  for  my  own  par 
with  respect  to  those  commumcatioil 
between  Parties,  I  think  there  is  no  co^ 
elusive  objection  of  a  universal  ch a ract 
to  such  communications.  Indeed^  an  til 
terchange  of  views  on  certain  occasion 
may,  in  my  opiuion — and  it  is  sharg 
by  my  Colleagues— afford  the  readie 
means  of  averting  serious  public  eviJ 
A  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Manners)  hfl 
recently  stated^  in  respect  to  the  presea 
political  circumstances,  that  no  privat 
or  public  communications  could  be  held 
with  Her  Majesty's  (iovernment.  I  da 
not  wish  to  hold  anyone  to  an  expres- 
sion which  may  have  been  one  of  in- 
advertence, and  I  have  nothing  to  say 
now  in  respect  of  private  eommumca* 
tions  in  particular;  but,  of  oourso,  as 
regards  public  communications,  no  oa«> 
has  the  power  to  proscribe  or  preveot  a 
declaration  being  made  openly  in  tbi» 
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House.     Sir,  with  respect  to  the  Bill 
ptlmt  has  recontly  been   before  iib,  and 
-with   respect   to  the  settlement  of   the 
question   of   the   representation  of  the 
Lpeople,  our  object  —  the  object  of  the 
ifeoTernment— is  to  secure  the  passing  of 
*io  Franchise  Bill  without  delay.      We 
[could  not,  coosistently'with  our  sense  of 
lutj,  enter  into  any  understanding',  and 
re  could  not  take  any  step  as  to  the  im- 
mediate introduction  or  prosecution  of 
Bill  relating  to  the  redistribution  of 
eats,  or  relating  to  any  other  particulars 
[)nnected  therewith,  unless  it  were  such 
AS  to  afford  us  an  adequate  assurance 
^that  we  should  thereby  seoure  the  at- 
tainment of  our  main  purpose — ^namely, 
I^H  the  passing  of  the  Franchise  Bill  witb- 
^■out  delay,  that  is  to  say— that  there  may 
^Rbe  no  ditHcutty  as  to  the  sense  we  attach 
^Vto  the  phrase— that  is  to  say,  during  the 
^■"present  Autumnal  Sitting.     If  that  oh* 
^pbject   were    gained   the    Franchise    Bill 
would  then  come   into   operation ^    and 
take  etfoct  for  Toting  purposes  on  the 
lat  of  January,   1886,  and  not  before. 
Now,  Sir,  if  we  are  adequately  assured 
— and  I  have  spoken  of  adequate  niea- 

sure — if  we  are  adequately  assured  of 

rthe  attainment  of  that  object— namely, 

rthe  passing  of  the  Franohiee  Bill  with- 

lout  delay,  in  the  sense  in  which  I  have 

I  explained  it,  then  I  am  not  aware   of 

my  demand  likely  to  be  made  in  le- 

Bitioii    to  proceedings   upon   the    other 

I  measure  to  which  we  should  not  be  able 

I  to    accede.      In  illustration  of  this  re- 

I mark — that  Gentlemen  may  understand 

[that  it  JH  not  used  without  a  meaning — 

jl  will  specify  the  three  following  points, 

phich   I  particularize  because  I  think 

liey  are  obvious  and  of  the  greatest  im- 

ortance.     In  the  first  place,  we  should 

I  ready  either  to  make  the  main  pro* 

isions  of  our  redistribution  scheme  or 

le  draft  of  the  Bill  itself  the  subject  of 

iendly  communication  at  once  and  be- 

ore  its  introduction,  and  to  make  every 

|©ffort — every  reasonable  effort— for  ac- 

ammodation   in  regard   to   these  par- 

ioulars,  or  we  should  be  ready,  apart 

rom  what  I  have  just  said,  to  present  a 

Jill  at  once  to  the  House  conceived  in 

Ihe  spirit  of  that  sketch  which  I  made 

fin  the  House,   and   which,    perhaps,  I 

rxnay  best  describe  by  saying  that  it  was 

[one  very  much  noticed  by  my  right  hon. 

[rriend   the    Member   for    Kipon    (Mr, 

iGoschen),  and  one  which,  as  we  thought, 

^'SL%  favourably  received  by  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafford  Northoote)  on  Friday  even- 
ing, I  think  the  7th  of  November.  That 
is  the  first  of  the  three  points.  The 
second  point  is  that  we  should  be  ready 
to  prosecute  the  measure  with  all  pos- 
sible speed,  even  to  the  point  of  moving 
the  second  reading  simultaneou»«ly  with 
the  2>asBing  of  the  Franchise  Bill  into 
Committee  in  the  House  of  Lords ;  or, 
if  any  matter  of  procedure  there  ren- 
dered that  impracticable,  then  simul- 
taneously with  any  subsequent  stage.  I 
do  not  refer  to  any  proceedings  simul- 
taneously with  the  second  reading  in  the 
House  of  Lords;  because,  first  of  all, 
the  time  is  too  short  to  introduce  that 
practically  into  the  question ;  and,  se- 
condly,  because  we  have  understood — 
and  the  world  generally  appears  to 
understand  as  we  understand — that  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  is  not  a  con- 
tested stage  on  the  present  occasion. 
Thirdly,  we  are  quite  willing  to  make 
the  passing  of  our  Bill  for  the  Redistri- 
bution of  Seats  a  vital  question  for  our- 
selves, and  also  to  use  our  best  efforts  to 
bring  it  to  an  issue  in  the  House  of 
Commons  early  in  the  coming  year. 
That,  Sir,  is  the  substance  of  the  com- 
munication I  have  to  make ;  and  I 
have  been  authorized  by  my  Colleagues, 
in  a  matter  of  such  deep  interest,  to 
convey  it  to  the  House  at  the  present 
moment. 

SikSTAJFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  Sir, 
the  proceeding  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  an  unusual  one,  and  I  do  not 
know  whether  I  have  any  right  to  make 
any  remark  upon  it.  I  will  only  ven- 
ture to  say  this— that  I  entirely  agree 
with  him  that  questions  of  this  kind 
ought  to  be  made  a  subject  of  public 
arrangement  in  the  presence  of  the 
House  of  Commons  and  Parliament. 
But  I  am  perfectly  unable  to  make  any 
remark  upon  the  suggestions  he  haa 
made  at  the  present  time.  They  come 
to  me  as  a  surprise,  in  the  form  in  which 
they  are  presented,  and  I  am  unable 
myself  to  saj  what  is  the  view  which 
may  bo  taken  on  the  subject.  I  hardly 
think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
can  expect  an  answer  at  the  present 
moment. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE:  I  have  not  the 
slightest  intention  of  making  an  appeal 
either  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or  to 
anyone  upon  the  aubject.  I  consider 
the  observations  I  made,  if  I  may  say  so^ 
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to  be  in  tho  cature  of  a  prolonged 
Notice,  but  not  calling  upon  anyone  for 
reply  ;  and  I  am  sorry  if  by  my  manner, 
or  in  any  way,  I  Lave  conveyed  the 
idea  that  I  coold  have  expected  any- 
thing 80  obviously  impossible. 

Mr.  JOHN  MOELEY:  I  want  to 
know,  Sir,  whether  I  am  in  Order  ? 
[Cries  of  *^  Order  !'^]  I  merely  rise, 
Sir,  for  the  purpose  of  putting  a  Ques- 
tion to  the  right  hoo.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Miiiiater,  and  not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  any  remarks  upon  the 
statement  he  has  mado  to  the  House. 
We,  aitting  here,  did  not  understand 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what 
was  the  nature  of  the  guarantee  which 
be  expected  to  have  from  hon.  Gentle 
men  opposite  or  from  the  House  of  Tjorda 
in  return  for  which  lie  ia  prepared  to  act 
upon  the  three  courses  which  he  has 
pointed  out.  If  the  right  hon*  Gentle- 
man will  enlighten  us  on  that  point,  it 
would  give  great  satisfaction  to  many  of 
us  here. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  I  cannot  say  that 
I  think  my  bon.  Friend  ia  not  quite 
justified  in  putting  that  Uuestion.  The 
phrase  I  used  was  '*  an  adequate  assur- 
ance/* After  all,  I  am  not  now  speak- 
ing of  what  is  to  guide  the  conduct  of 
the  Government;  and  necessarily,  from 
the  nature  of  the  case,  they  must  be  the 
judges,  under  great  responsibility— they 
must  be  the  judges  ultimately  of  the 
meaning  that  they  would  give,  for  prac- 
tical purposes,  to  any  phrase  of  that 
kiud.  Such  assurances  are  somf^times 
conveyed  in  a  form  extremely  definite, 
flometimes  they  are  conveyed  in  a  form 
less  definite.  Either  the  acceptance  or 
the  rejection  of  such  an  assurance  would 
be  an  act  of  high  rosponsibility  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.  My  hon.  Friend 
may  be  perfectly  confident  that  we  shall 
be  very  desirous  not  to  arrive  lightly  at 
any  decision  upon  that  question. 

Afterward  8j 

Sia  WILFBID  LAWSON  said:  I 
wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  tho  statement  he  has  made  as  to 
the  existence  of  the  Government  being 
at  stake  on  the  passing  of  the  Itedietri- 
bution  Bill  has  reference  to  the  passing 
of  the  measure  through  this  House,  or 
through  both  Houses  of  Parliament  ? 

Mk.  GLADSTONE:  When  I  spoke, 
Bir,  I  had  ia  view  especially  the  passing 
of  the  Redietribution  Bill  through  this 

Mr*  QM$tiin$ 


(Inland). 


1521 


House  ;  but  I  can  conceive  that  a  pledge 
of  that  kind  applies  equally  to  the  other 
House  of  Parliament. 


QUESTIONS, 


PUBLIC    MEETINGS    UBELAKD)— THE 
RIOT  AT  PORTADOWN. 

Mb.  T.  a,  DICKSON  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, What  decision  the  Government 
have  arrived  at  regarding  the  continu- 
ance of  Captain  Whelan  in  the  position 
of  a  Eesident  Magistrate ;  and,  if  the 
service 9  of  District  Inepeotor  Smith  are 
to  be  continued  at  Portadown  ? 

Mil.  CAMPBELL  ►  BANNERMAN  : 
The  riot  which  occurred  at  Portadown  on 
the  22ud  ultimo  has  been  the  subject  of 
the  careful  consideration  of  the  Govoi*n- 
ment.  I  very  muob  regret  that  my  hon. 
Friend  and  olhers  should  have  suffered 
from  the  extreme  violence  of  the  mob.  I 
further  very  much  regret  that  the  Local 
Authorities  did  not  come  to  the  determi- 
nation of  having  a  larger  force  of  police 
upon  the  ground  on  the  occasion.  The 
Be  si  dent  Magistrate,  Captain  Whelan,  is 
now»  and  has  been  for  some  time  pre- 
vious to  this  disturbance,  in  a  state  of 
health  which  quite  incapacitated  him 
from  discharging  the  duties  of  his  office, 
at  all  events  for  the  time  being.  He  is 
seriously  to  blame  for  not  having  ac- 
quainted the  Government  with  the  fact, 
and  having  some  arrangement  made  to 
have  a  properly  qualified  magifttrato 
placed  in  charge  of  the  police.  A  medi- 
cal examination  will  be  made  of  bis  case, 
and  if  it  is  found  that  he  is  not  capaci- 
tated for  further  duty  he  will  be  retired 
on  pension.  As  regards  District  Inspec- 
tor Smith,  he  has  been  censured  for  not 
sending  for  reinforcements  of  police  upon 
the  second  oocasion,  as  His  Excellency  is 
not  satisfied  that  so  small  a  force  should 
have  been  provided  for  the  protection  nt 
the  jjersons  present.  On  the  other  band, 
Mr.  Smith  is  to  be  commended  for  flar- 
ing taken  the  control  of  the  policein  hand 
himself  while  he  was  temporarily  upon  • 
sick  bed.  Under  all  the  circumstaiMiMi 
the  Government  does  not  see  any  no* 
cesaity  for  removing  him  from  Porta* 
down. 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON  :  I  beg  to  gilj 
Notice  that  I  ahall^  upon  this  day  weeL 
ask^  Whether  Captain  Whelan  has  not 
sent  in  his  resignation  ? 
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THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— BAILIE- 
BOROUGH  PETTY  BES8I0NS, 
Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lioiitenant  of  Ireland, 
If  the  attention  of  the  Lord  Chanrellor 
of  Ireland  has  been  drawn  to  certain 
proceedings  of  Justices  at  Bailieborough 
(county  Cavan)  Petty  Sessions  on  the 
1 6th  September  and  the  2l8t  October 
last ;  whether,  on  the  former  date,  two 
Justiees*  Robert  Gibson  and  Thomas 
Chambers,  both  Protestants,  heard  a 
caae  in  which  a  Protestant  named  James 
Jones  charged  four  Catholics  named 
Cafirey,  Finegan,  Halfpenny,  and  Ward 
with  waylaying  and  beating  him  ;  and, 
although  it  was  proved  by  a  witness  for 
the  prosecution  that  Jones  had  first 
challenged  Cafii*ey,  struck  him,  and 
knocked  him  down,  and  that  a  fight  had 
ensued  between  Caffrey  and  Jones,  the 
others  merely  looking  on,  the  Justices 
sentenced  Caffrey  to  a  month's  imprison- 
ment with  hard  labour,  and  the  three 
spectators  to  a  fortnight  each ;  whether, 
on  the  same  occasion,  the  Justices  fined 
the  Catholics  brought  before  them  fur 
drunkenness  ten  shillings  each,  and  the 
Protestants  only  haU-a-crown,  even  in  a 
case  where  it  was  proved  the  defendant 
had  kicked  the  police  ;  whether,  on  the 
2 1st  ultimo,  Messrs.  Chambers  and  Gib- 

Pson,  Justices,  both  Protestants,  a  young 
man  named  Keating,  a  Catholic,  charged 
five  men— one  of  them,  James  Hunter, 
a  Protestant — with  beating  him  ;  and, 
after  the  complainant  had  testified 
against  the  five  men,  Mr.  Gibson,  J. P. 
suggested  to  the  accused  man,  Hunter, 
that  he  might  have  held  Keating  **  only 
to  save  him/*  and  this  suggestion  being 
adopted  by  Hunter,  the  evidence  of  the 
oamplainant  was  rejected,  and,  on  the 
evidence  of  Hunter,  one  of  the  other 
men  named  Gogarty  was  committed  and 
gent  to  prison  lor  a  month;  and,  whe- 
ther  the  Lord  Chancellor  will  cause  in- 
quiry to  be  had  into  these  proceedings, 
and  will  examine  the  condition  of  the 
magistracy  in  the  county  Cavan,  and 
particularly  in  the  petty  sessions  districts 
of  Bailieborough,  Shercock,  Kingscuurt, 
MuUagh,  and  Virginia,  in  which  there 
is  not  one  Catholic  Justice  of  the  Peace  f 
Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  :  I 
have  received  from  the  police  authori- 
ties a  full  account  of  the  proceedings  at 
Bailieborough  Petty  Sessions  on  the 
occasion  of  the  hearing  of  the  cases  re* 
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ferred  to.  I  am  unwilling  to  trespass 
upon  the  time  of  the  House  by  entering 
into  details  of  the  cases ;  but  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  result  shows 
no  ground  for  imputing  sectarian  par- 
tiality to  the  Bench,  or  for  any  reference 
to  the  Ijord  Chancellor  as  to  the  conduct 
of  the  magistrates.  As  to  the  composi- 
tion of  the  Magistracy  of  the  county  of 
Cavan,  it  is  engaging  the  attention  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor;  and  I  may  mention 
that  of  nine  magistrates  appointed  by 
his  Lordship  five  are  Boman  Catholic 
gentlemen. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
SEIZURE  OF  ARMS. 

Me.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
With  regard  to  a  seizure  of  arms  some 
time  since  in  a  blacksmith's  forge  at 
Tubbercurry,  county  Bligo,  whether  a 
person  passing  under  the  name  of  Bart- 
ley,  who  was  at  that  time  tenant  of  the 
forge,  and  professed  to  earn  his  living 
as  a  blacksmith,  was  in  reality  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Coostabulary  Force  named 
Woods  \  whether  Confetablo  Woods  had 
been  sent  to  Tubberycun7  by  County 
Inspector  James  ElUs  French,  and  pro- 
vided with  money,  for  the  purpose  ol 
rfinting  the  forge,  and  of  assuming  a 
character  in  which  he  could  provoke 
offences  against  the  Law  by  inducing  the 
young  men  of  the  district  to  engage  in 
illegal  enterprises;  whether  Woodn  is 
still  serving  in  the  Constabulary  Force 
in  a  certain  part  of  the  north  of  Ire* 
land  ;  and,  whether  the  Executive  sanc- 
tion such  a  use  of  the  police  as  that  de- 
scribed? 

Ma,  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  :  I 
must  not  be  understood  as  admitting  any 
of  the  allegations  involved  in  thia  Ques- 
tion regarding  an  indi\adual  case  when, 
in  the  interests  of  justice  and  the  Public 
Service,  I  decline  to  answer  the  hon* 
Member^s  inquir3^  I  munt,  however^ 
distinctly  assert  that  the  Irish  Executive 
do  not  sanction  any  action  on  the  part 
of  the  polite  intended  to  induce  persona 
to  engage  in  illegal  enterprizes. 

ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  —  MILTON  ABBAS 
GRAMMAR  SCHOOL— THE  NEW 

SCHE^fE. 

Ma.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council,  Whether,  having  regard  to  the 
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fact  that  the  scheme  proposed  by  the 
Oharitj  Commis9if>nerH  in  relfttionto  the 
Milton  Abbaa  Grammar  School  at  Bland- 
ford  has  been  strongly  objected  to  by 
the  inhabitants  as  well  as  by  the  corpora- 
tion of  that  town,  and  moreover  that 
petitions  have  already  been  presented  to 
both  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  that 
more  are  in  course  of  preparation 
against  the  proposed  scheme,  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Oharitj  Commissioners 
to  direct  an  Assistant  Commiasioner  to 
hold  an  inquiry  roRpecting  the  aiibject 
matter  of  the  scheme;  and,  whether 
they  have  ignored  the  objections  made 
by  tLe  locality  interested  in  the  sehool, 
and  have  submitted  the  scheme  as 
settled  by  them  to  the  Education  De- 
partment ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  scheme  relating  to  Milton 
Abbas  Gram  mar  School  at  Blandford  had 
not  yet  reached  the  Education  Depart- 
ment|  and  the  Commissioners  informed 
him  that  they  were  now  considering  the 
representations  made  to  them  by  the 
local  authorities.  They  added  that  no 
application  had  been  made  to  them  for 
any  further  inquiry. 

IRELAND  ^  THE  NEW  MUSEUM  OF 
SCIENCE  AND  ART,  DUBLIN, 
Mb.  FINDLATER  asked  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  Treasury^  Whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the 
flans  for  the  Science  and  Art  Museum 
ave»  with  certain  modifications,  been 
approved  of  by  the  Science  and  Art  De 
partment,  as  well  as  by  the  Board  of 
Works  in  Ireland,  there  is  any  reason 
why  the  Treasury  should  delay  their 
sanction  to  the  working  drawings  being 
prepared^  and  the  contracts  entered 
into? 

Mr,  OOUETNEY  said,  that  steps 
would  be  taken  to  commence  the  founda- 
tions that  day  week. 

REGISTRY  OF  DEEDS  OFFICE 
^IRELAND). 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked.  If  the  attention 
of  the  Government  had  been  called  to 
the  state  of  the  public  searching  room 
of  the  RpgistTj  of  Deeds  Office  ? 

Me.  FINDLATEE  said,  that  ho  had 
upon  this  Question  to  call  attention  to 
the  state  of  the  publio  searching  and 
reading  room  ;  and  he  would  ask  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If 
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he  is  aware  that  serious  complaints  have 
been  made  by  those  who  are  compelled 
to  use  the  present  Public  ^Reading  Koom 
at  tlie  Eegistry  of  Deeds  Office,  Ireland, 
of  the  want  of  space,  and  of  the  offen- 
sive and  unhealthy  character  of  the  at- 
mosphere  when  the  room  is  crowded; 
and  J  can  he  state  why,  up  to  the  present, 
nothing  has  been  done  to  carry  out  the 
recommendations  of  the  Boyal  Oom.mis- 
eioners  in  respect  of  the  improvement 
and  enlargement  of  this  apartment  made 
in  their  Report  on  the  Office  issued  so 
long  ago  as  the  year  1 880 ;  and,  will 
steps  be  taken  immediately  to  remedy 
the  existing  state  of  things  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY  was  understood  to 
state  that  complaints  had  been  received 
upon  this  subject,  and  Inquiry  was  made 
some  time  ago  as  to  whether  the  public 
search  room  could  be  enlarged;  but  it 
appeared  this  could  not  be  done  until 
the  Probate  Registry  had  been  removed. 
This,  it  was  hoped,  would  soon  be  done, 
and  plans  for  the  enlargement  of  the 
Deeds  Office  would  then  be  at  once  con- 
sidered* 

LAND    LAW    (IKELAND)     ACT,    1881  — 

LOANS   TO    TENANTS— STATUTORY 

ADVEETlSEltENTS. 

Mr.   ARTHUR    ^^CONNOR    asked 
the  Financial  Secretaiy  to  the  Treasury, 
If  he  can  state  why  the  statutory  ad- 
vertisement published  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Public  Works  in  Ireland  re- 
lating to  loans   to  tenants  was  inserteij^J 
in  Th4  LetmUr  ExpreBn  of  Saturday  thflHl 
Sth    instant,    and    not  in    Th§  ZeinstJ^ 
Leader^  the  Nationalist  organ  of  much 
more  general  circulation  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY  was  understood  to 
state  that  he  had  been  informed  that  the 
paper  referred  to  was  the  only  one  pub- 
lished in  Queen's  County,  and  had  aa 
large  a  circulation  as  any  there.  Many 
similar  advertisements  for  Kildare  were 
published  in  The  L&tmter  Zmd^. 

COUNTY  LT7NAT1C  A  STLUHS— MIDDLE- 
SEX COUNTY  ASYLUMS— INS UFFT. 
CTENCY  OF  ACCOHMODA'nON. 
Ma.   ARTHUR    O'CONNOR    asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to   the  case   of   a    poor   man, 
whose   wife,   having  been  placed   four 
times  previously  in  a  public  asylum,  was 
on  the  fifth  occasion,  in  August   la^» 
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sent  by  tha  Paddiiigton  Guardians  to 
a  private  asylum,  at  an  additional  cost 
to  him  of  nine  shilling's  a  week,  because 
in  the  three  county  a«iylum8  of  Han- 
'Fell,  Colney  Hatch,  and  Bati stead  there 
was  no  accommodation;  and,  whether  it 
is  in  the  power  of  the  Government  to 
take  any  steps  to  oau^e  sufficient  accom- 
modation to  be  provided  for  the  afflicted 
poor  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET,  in  re< 
ply,  said  J  that  his  attention  bad  been 
called  to  the  case  referred  to  in  the 
Question.  The  inadequate  accommoda- 
tion in  the  county  aHyhims  had  been 
BBferal  times  hrouj^ht  to  the  attention  of 
the  Justices  by  the  Lunacy  Commis- 
sioners,  and  he  would  do  everything  in 
hh  power  to  secure  proper  accommoda- 
tion being  provided.  In  the  particular 
case  in  question^  the  husband  of  the 
lunatic  would  pay  no  more  than  if  his 
wife  had  been  placed  in  a  public 
asylum. 


PREVENTION    OF    CRIME    (ntELAND) 

ACT,  1882  (WARRANTS)— EXTRA 
POLICE,  TIKAHOB,  QUEEN'S  COUNTY. 

Mk.  AETHUKO^OONNOE  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the  intentirm 
of  the  Government  to  impose  any  tax 
in  respect  of  additional  police  upon  the 
district  of  Timahoe^  in  the  Queen's 
County,  in  the  absence  of  any  actual 
offences,  nnd  the  mere  misgivings  of  the 
resident  magistrate  or  the  local  inspector 
of  i;)<^lice? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN  : 
As  I  informed  the  hon.  Member  a  few 
days  ago,  intimidation  and  *'  Boycot- 
ting '^  have  been  largely  practised  in  this 
district^  which  cannot,  therefore,  be  said 
to  be  free  from  actual  offences.  The 
"  Boycotted  "  persons  require  extra  pro- 
tection to  prevent  outrage  and  further 
intimidation.  It  was  on  these  grounds, 
and  not  upon  mere  misgivings,  that  the 
ditstrict  was  proclaimed  as  requiring  ad- 
ditional police. 

Mr.  AETHUEO'CDNNOE  :  I  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
the  intimidation  and  **  Boycotting'* 
could  be  specified,  or  whether  the  Ee- 
port  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
quoted  from  was  merely  couched  in  gene- 
ral terms  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL  BANNEEMAN  :  1 
think  it  is  merely  in  general  terms. 


CIVIL  SERVICE  (IRELAND)-PENSI0N8, 

tc,  TO  MESSRS.  CORNWALL  AND 

FRENCIL 

Mr.  GEAY  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther he  is  in  a  position  to  give  an  as- 
surance that  any  moneys  which  the  Go- 
vernment may  give,  either  by  way  of 
gratuity,  allowance,  or  [pension,  to 
Messrs.  Cornwall  and  French,  will  be 
placed  upon  the  Estimates  and  submitted 
to  the  Vote  of  this  House,  and  not  paid 
out  of  anv  sefiret  fund  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN  : 
The  hon.  Member  must,  I  think,  be 
aware  that  in  no  case  could  the  Irish 
Government  bo  in  any  way  concerned  iJi, 
or  responsible  for,  the  grant  of  a  pen- 
sion to  an  official  of  the  Post  Office  De- 
partment. So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I 
am  quite  wiEing  to  state  that  no  money 
will  be  paid  out  of  any  secret  fund  to 
Mr,  French. 

INDIA-BURMAH— THE  MANDALAT 
JiLiSSACRES. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  Whether  the 
Government  are  aware  that,  during  the 
massacres  ordered  by  the  Burmese  Go- 
vernment at  Mandalay  la&t  month,  two 
British  subjects,  natives  of  Chittagong 
and  seamen  belonging  to  a  steamer 
owned  by  an  English  Company,  were 
amongst  the  victims,  and  that  these 
men  were  at  the  time  being  de- 
tained in  one  of  the  gaols  for  some 
petty  act  of  smuggling;  whether,  if  it 
is  proved  that  British  subjects  were 
amongit  those  murdered,  the  Govern- 
ment will  take  any  steps  to  bring  King 
Theebaw  and  his  Guvernment  to  ac* 
count;  and,  whether  the  Government  are 
aware  that  a  memorial,  embodying  reso- 
lutions passed  at  a  meeting  of  over 
8,000  citizens  of  Eanguou,  has  been  for- 
warded to  Lord  l^ipon.  Governor  Gene- 
ral of  India,  and  that  this  memorial  de- 
mands frt>m  the  Government  some  im- 
mediate interference  in  Upper  Burmah 
that  will  for  the  future  insure  protection 
to  British  life  and  property  ? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CEOSS  :  The  Government 
of  India  telegraphs  that  they  have  re- 
ceived no  precise  informaliun  as  to  the 
report  that  two  British  subjects  were 
among  the  victims  of  the  Mandalay 
massacres  ;   but    they   are  making  in- 
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quires  on  this  point.  I  leara  from  the 
newspapers  that  a  Memorial  of  the  na- 
ture alluded  to  by  th^  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  HaraletH  has  been  addressed 
to  the  Government  of  India  ;  but  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  has  not,  as  yet,  received 
any  commuDication  from  that  G-overn- 
ment  on  the  subject. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (rRELAKD)— MR. 
P,  N,  FITZGERALD  AND  THE  TUB- 
BERCURKY  PRISONERS -COMPENSA- 
TION FOR  BIPRISONMENT. 

Mr,  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre* 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  in  the  cases  of  Mr.  P.  N.  Pitz- 
gerald  and  the  Tubbercurry  prisoners, 
the  Gt)V0rnment  propose  to  offer  any 
oompensation,  considering  that  several 
of  the  men  acoused  have  been  held  for 
seven  months  in  prison,  and  all  of  them 
for  the  greater  part  of  that  time,  and 
that  the  families  of  all  of  them  were,  and 
are,  dependent  on  their  exertions  for  the 
maintenance  of  their  position  in  life  j 
and  I  whether,  in  the  case  of  Mr.  P.  N 
Fitzgerald,  the  Goverameut  -will  par- 
ticularly consider  that  the  charge  of  con- 
spiring to  murder  was  left  hanging  over 
him  uutil  his  trial  for  treason-felony  had 
closed  in  an  acquittal  and  was  then 
abandoned  without  any  attempt  being 
made  to  prove  it,  and  that  the  priocipal 
witnesses  produced  by  the  Crown  to 
establish  the  charge  for  treason -felony 
were  declared,  by  a  special  jury  of  the 
city  and  county  of  Dublin,  to  be  **  un- 
worthy of  credence  ?*' 

The  solicitor  GENEEAL  for 
niELAND(  Mr.  Walker):  It  is  wholly 
contrary  to  precedent  to  compensate 
persons  who  have  been  tried  for  serious 
crimes  by  a  jury  and  acquitted,  or  as 
regards  whom  a  no//tf  prontqui  has  been 
entered  after  a  jury  had  declined  to  con- 
vict others  on  similar  evidence  ;  and 
there  is  no  reason  in  the  present  case 
for  departing  from  that  rule.  The 
bill  for  oou.spiracy  to  murder  against 
Fitzgerald  was  found  by  the  Grand  Jury, 
as  well  as  that  for  treason-felony.  The 
Crown  could  only  put  him  on  His  trial 
for  one  charge.  His  acquittal  on  one 
involved  in  this  case,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Attorney  General,  the  abandonment 
of  the  other  charge. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  shall  endeavour  to 
show  cause  in  the  case  hereafter. 

Mr,  J.  JC,  CrQii 


CRIMINAL    LAW   (IRELAND)— THE 

CORNWALL  TRIAL. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  lately  a  special  jury  of  the  city 
and  county  of  Dublin,  empanelled  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Crime  Prevention 
Act,  returned  a  verdict  of  **  not  guilty  " 
in  the  case  of  The  Queen  v.  Cornwall, 
and  appended  a  rider  to  the  effect  that 
they  had  been  obliged  to  return  tho 
verdict  in  question  because  the  Crown 
had  not  brought  forward  sufficient 
evidence  to  justify  a  conviction  ;  whe- 
ther the  Crown  had  available  evidence 
against  Cornwall  which  they  did  not 
bring  forward  j  if  so,  why  thej  with^ 
held  it  from  the  jury  ;  whether,  further, 
a  special  jury  of  the  city  and  county  of 
Dublin,  empanelled  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Crime  Prevention  Act,  returned  a 
verdict  of  **  not  guilty  "in  the  case  of 
The  Queen  v.  Fitzgerald,  and  appended 
a  declaration  that  the  principal  witnesses 
brought  forward  by  the  Crown  were  un- 
worthy of  credence,  and  that  the  cor- 
roborating evidence  was  of  a  complicated 
and  doubtful  character;  whether  the 
principal  witnesses  so  denounced  by  the 
jury  were  the  informers  Moran  and 
Delany;  whether  Moran  will  be  longer 
retained  in  the  pay  of  the  Government, 
and  whether  the  Government  have  re- 
solved not  to  make  use  of  him  or  Delany 
in  any  future  prosecution  ;  and,  whether 
the  cases  of  any  persons  convicted  on 
their  evidence  will  now  be  reconsidered  f 

TuE  SOLICITOE  GENEKAL  for 
mELAND  (Mr,  Walker)  :  The  rider 
that  the  verdict  referred  to  in  the  case 
of  "The  Queen  v,  Cornwall"  was  not 
in  the  terms  or  to  the  effect  mentioned 
in  the  first  part  of  the  Question.  It  con- 
veyed no  reflection  on  the  prosecution. 
All  available  evidence  was  produced,  and 
no  evidence  whatever  was  withheld  from 
the  jury.  In  the  case  of  '*  The  Queen  r 
Fitzgerald*'  a  verdict  of  **Not  guilty" 
was  returned,  the  jury  in  the  case  ccm* 
eidering  the  corroboration  of  Moran  mud 
Delany  insufficient,  and  decliniog^  with- 
out more  corroboration  to  act  on  their 
testimony,  Moran  is  not  in  the  pay  of 
the  Government.  No  undertaking  can 
be  given  as  to  cases  that  have  not  arisen. 
The  recent  trial  furnishes  no  reason  for 
reconsidering  former  cases  if  they  ex* 
isted ;  but  the  only  case  in  which  Moran 
waa  examined  was  at  the  trial  of  Daly 


1833 


Public 


|N0TZ2OS&  17,  1884) 


^ 


^ 


ftt  the  Warwick  Asesizes,  and  any  Ques- 
tion as  regards  that  trial  should  be  ad- 
dressed to  the  Home  Secretary. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  would  a^k  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  whether  he  has 
not  passed  over  the  portion  of  the  rider 
which  stated  that  the  principal  witnesses 
were  **  unworthy  of  credence  ?  " 

The  SOLTCITOE  CtENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Wailker)  :  I  dealt  with 
that  m  stating  that  the  jury  declined  to 
aet  on  their  testimony. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN:  Can  the  hon.  and 
learned  Bolieitor  General  for  Ireland 
aay  whether  the  Crown  had  any  arrange- 
ment with  Delany  as  to  hislihorty,  or  as 
to  any  reward,  and,  if  so,  whether  that 
arrangement  will  now  be  carried  out,  in 
face  of  the  verdict  of  the  jury  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr,  Walker)  :  No,  Sirj 
they  had  no  such  arrangement. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELANT))-MR,  D. 

BODKTN-FEES   FOR  DEFENDING  A 

PRISONER    UNDER    THE    PREYEN. 

TION  of  crime  ACT. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  hie  attention  has  been  directed 
to  a  correapondenca  between  Mr,  D. 
Bodkin  and  the  Under  Secretary,  with 
reference  to  the  fees  payable  to  Mr, 
Bodkin  as  junior  cotmsel  aseigned  by 
the  Crown,  under  the  Crimes  Act,  for 
the  defence  of  a  man  named  Killeen, 
charged  with  the  murder  of  Henry  East ; 
whether  the  fees  found  due  to  Mr, 
BodkiD,  in  reference  to  proceedings  in 
the  case  extending  from  29th  July  1882, 
to  14th  February  1883,  amounting  to 
£32  il*,,  as  per  solicitor's  schedule  of 
costs,  were  reduced  to  £13  13^.;  by 
whom,  and  on  what  principle,  was  the 
reduction  made;  is  it  the  fact,  as  stated 
in  Mr.  Bodkin's  letter,  that  counsel 
assigned  for  the  defeoee  of  the  Maam- 
trasna  prisoners  and  others,  who  were 
convicted,  were  paid  on  a  far  more 
liberal  scale  by  the  Crown  than  that 
laid  down  in  the  only  case  in  which 
there  was  an  acquittol ;  is  it  a  fact  that 
additional  labour  was  thrown  on  counsel 
for  Killeen's  defence,  by  the  procedure 
adopted  by  the  Crown  solicitor  in  ob- 
taining a  list  of  the  prisoner's  witnesses, 
on  pretence  of  paying  their  expenses, 
and  then  secretly  examining  them,  in 
the  absence  of  any  representative  of  the 
prisoner,    and    using  their   statements 


Me&tings,  1834 

against  the  prisoner  on  his  trial ;  and, 
is  it  a  fact  that  any  difference  is  mad© 
in  the  srale  of  fees  paid  to  couHRel  in 
oaaes  of  conviction  and  of  arquitt«l  ? 

The  FOLinrrOR  GENEEiVL  fob 
IBELAKp  (Mr.  Walker)  :  The  bill  of 
costs  furnished  by  the  solicitor  fur  the 
prisoner  in  respect  of  the  defence  was 
referred,  according  to  the  usual  practice, 
to  the  Crown  and  Treasury  Solicitor  for 
taxation.  The  bill,  as  taxed*  amounted 
to  £85  08, t  and  that  sura  was  paid.  No 
exceptional  principle  was  applied  in  this 
case.  No  difference  whatever  is  made 
whether  there  be  a  convicti<in  or  ao- 
quiftaL  The  fees  measured  in  the  pre- 
sent case  were  according  to  the  usual 
scale  applied  in  estimating  fees.  If  the 
fees  allowed  in  the  Maamtrasna  case 
were  larger,  that  fact  was  not  before  the 
Crown  and  Treasury  Solicitor,  who  judge 
of  each  case  on  its  own  merits,  without 
regard  to  the  result  of  the  trial.  Thera 
is  no  foundation  whatever  for  the  sug- 
gestion that  the  Crown  Solicitor  adopted 
the  procedure  suggested  in  the  5th  para- 
graph of  the  Question. 

Mr.  0*BRIEN:  WiU  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  have  any  objeotion 
to  give  a  Betum  of  the  correspondence 
between  Mr.  Bodkin  and  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Ireland  upon  this  snb- 
ject? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENEKAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walker)  :  Perhaps 
the  hon.  Member  will  give  Notice  of 
that. 

PUBLIC   MEETINGS  — THE   RIOT   AT 
ASTON  HALL,  BIRMINGHAM. 
Mr.  ONSLOW   asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  H  he  will  cause  inquiries  to  be 

made  as  to  the  allegation  that  certain 
persons,  stated  to  have  signed  statutory 
declarations  regarding  the  recent  riot 
at  Aston,  cannot  now  be  found;  and^ 
whether  he  would  advise  the  Public  Pro* 
secutor,  in  the  interests  of  justice,  to 
use  his  best  endeavours  to  discover  the 
whereabouts  of  these  individuals,  inas- 
much as  the  documenta  in  question  are 
now  the  property  of  the  House,  having 
been  communicated  on  the  responsibility 
of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hekby  James)  »  in  reply,  said,  he  had 
already  given  the  opinion  that  it  was 
very  objectionable  for  the  Government 
to  interfere  in  any  proceedings  arising 
out  of  electioneering  contests.     If  that 
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rule  were  a  good  ono  to  apply,  he  knew 
of  no  place  where  an  exceptiou  to  it 
tt«4g^  required  than  at  Birmingham. 
He  m!2M«i|^tion  that  the  two  persons 
who  could  notice  discovered  had  now 
been  founds  and  he  understood  that  pro- 
0068  had  not  only  been  issued  but  exe* 
euted. 

CIYIL  SEHVICE  (PARLTAMENTAKY 
CANDIDATURE) -- SIR  WILLIAM 
BRAMPTON  GORDON. 

UvL.  HICKS  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  he  can  now 
state  when  the  notioo  was  sent  to  tsir 
W,  B.  Gurdou,  informing  him  that  bis 
candidature  for  West  Norfolk  was  not 
compatible  wich  his  position  as  a  senior 
clerk  in  the  Treasury  ? 

The  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr,  Chlldebs)  said,  that  he 
saw  Sir  Brampton  Gardon  on  the  12th 
November,  and  he  then  communiivated 
to  Sir  Brampton  what  he  subsequently 
communicated  to  the  House — namely, 
that  his  candidature  was  incompatible 
with  his  ofFioial  position. 

Mr.  HICKS  inquired  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  received  the  first  infor- 
mation of  his  candidature  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  CnrLDERs)  said^  he  could 
not  mention  the  exact  date  ;  but  he  first 
knew  of  it  some  time  before  he  spoke  to 
Sir  Brampton  Gurdon. 

Mr.  HICKS  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
when  he  first  become  acquainted  with 
the  candidature. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH'-rMPORTATION  OF 
BUTTERINE  AND  OLEOAtARGARINE- 
REPORTS  FROM  FOREIGN  COUN- 
TRIES. 

Mb.  MOORE  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  What 
steps  haye  been  taken  to  obtain  infor- 
mation with  respect  to  the  action  of 
Foreign  Governments  with  regard  to 
oleomargarine  and  other  butter  substi- 
tutes? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  : 
Reports  have  been  called  for  on  the  sub- 
ject from  HerMajesty^a  Representatives 
in  the  principal  countries  of  Europe. 
They  are  in  course  of  preparation,  and  I 
hope  shortly  to  be  able  to  lay  them  be- 
fore the  House. 

7%e  Attorney  Oeneral 
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IRELAND— THE    CORK   BUTTER    MAR- 
KET-THE  BYE-LAWS. 

Mr,  MOORE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary' to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Trustees  of  the  Cork  Butter 
Market  have  yet  framed  the  bye-lawa 
for  the  government  of  that  Market  under 
the  Act  of  last  Session ;  and,  whether 
the  Government  will  see  that  ample  no- 
tice ia  given  to  all  parties  concerD 
before  these  bye-laws  receive  the  »an« 
tion  of  the  Privy  Council  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAK 
The  hon.  Member  is  aware  that  the  Act 
of  Parliament  prescribes  a  limit  of  8ix 
months  time  within  which  the  Trustees 
of  the  Butter  Market  shall  draw  up  a 
code  of  bye-laws.  Of  that  period  two 
months  have  yet  to  run.  The  Trustees 
have  not  yet  submitted  their  bye^laws  to 
the  Privy  Council;  but  I  understani" 
that  they  have  nearly  completed  a  dri 
code  for  the  purpose.  Care  wiU  h 
taken  that  aU  proper  pubhcity  is  given 
to  the  matter  before  the  bye-lawa  are 
finally  sanctioned.  The  provisions  of 
the  Statute  on  this  point  seem  Tery  ex- 
plicit, and  they  shall  be  duly  complied 
with, 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  —  PRECAUTIONS 
AGAINST  CHOLERA 

Mr,  MOORE  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
any  and  what  precautions  have  been 
taken  in  view  of  the  approach  of 
cholera  ;  whether  any  instructions  have 
been  issued  to  the  local  authorities  re- 
garding the  use  and  distribution  of  dii  ^ 
iafectants ;  and,  whether  it  is  intended  < 
to  appoint  any  medical  Commission  of 
Inquiry  to  assist  the  Local  Government 
Board  if  necessary  Y 

Sir  CHARLES  W,  DILKE :  Choler^j 
Regulations  which  define  the  duties  and 
powers  of  officers  of  Customs  and  Por 
sanitary  authorities  in  view  of  oboler 
being  brought  by  shipping  were  issued 
in  July,  1883,  and  are  still  in  force.  The 
Regulations  were  accompanied  by  an  Ex- 
planatory Circular,  and  by  a  Memoran- 
dum as  to  '^  precautions  against  the  in- 
fection of  cholera "  prepared  by  the 
Board^s  medical  otHcer.  This  Memoran- 
dum was  reissued  in  July  last.  Regu* 
lations  have  also  from  time  to  time  b« 
issued  relating  to  rags  from  infe 
oountries.  Orders  respecting  rags  fron.] 
Ftanoe  and  ItaXj  are  at  present  in  forcA, 
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The  Board  have  caused  inspe^tioa  to  be 
made  by  Dr.  Blaxall  and  Dr,  Ba  Chau- 
mont  of  the  sanitftry  cunditi'^n  of  the 
principal  English  ports,  particularly  with 
reference  to  their  prep  are  dneae  against 
cholera.  This  inspection  is  to  be  re* 
peated,  Each  rumoured  case  of  cholera 
on  board  ships  coming  to  English  port.i 
has  been  the  subject  of  inquiry  by  the 
Board  J  and  the  local  «anitary  autho* 
rities  have  in  each  instance,  been  found 
to  be  taking  proper  precautions  against 
the  importation  of  the  disease.  The 
Boyal  College  of  Physicians  of  London, 
after  consulting  the  Board,  have  issued 
a  Paper  of  Advire  to  the  public,  dated 
July,  lb84.  As  regards  London,  Sir  F. 
Bolton  has  made  special  reports  to  the 
Board  of  the  state  of  the  water  supplies. 
The  Metropolitan  Asylums  Board  have 
been  taking  numerous  preliminary  steps 
with  reference  to  the  provision  of  hos- 
pital acoommodation  in  the  event  of  an 
onthreak  of  cholera  j  and  the  Metro- 
politan medical  oflioers  of  health  have 
been  advising  the  Vestries  and  District 
Boards,  and  taking  much  counsel  with 
eaoh  other  as  to  the  most  efficient  prepa- 
rations and  the  best  course  of  action  if 
oases  of  cholera  should  appear.  The 
Board  ere  prepared,  if  occasion  should 
require,  to  put  into  force  in  England  the 
provisions  of  the  Diseases  Prevention 
Act,  1855,  and  the  Diseases  Prevention 
Clauses  of  the  Public  Health  Act,  1875. 
If  Begulations  were  issued  under  those 
Acts,  they  would  contemplate  a  serious 
epidemic  and  be  of  a  stringent  character. 
It  was  not  deemed  requisite  to  exercise 
powers  under  similar  enactments  when 
cholera  was  seriously  prevalent  in  Paris 
in  1873.  As  regards  the  use  and  distri- 
bution of  disinfectants,  the  sanitary 
authorities  have  their  official  medical 
advisers y  and  at  present  there  would 
appear  to  the  Board  to  be  no  necessity 
for  their  intervenlion  ;  but  they  will,  of 
course,  be  desirous  of  rendering  the  local 
authorities  every  assistance  in  their 
power.  The  medical  officer  of  the 
Board,  Dr,  Buchanan,  has  had  consider- 
able experience  of  cholera  in  England, 
especially  during  the  outbreaks  of  i 834 
and   1865  6;  and  the  Board  have    the 

freatest  confidence  in  him  and  his  staff. 
may,  however,  mention  that  a  Com- 
mittiie  was  formed  in  1883  for  the  pur- 
pose of  conferring  as  to  cholera.  This 
Committee  included,  with  our  own 
medical   officer.    Sir    William   Jenner, 


Sir  Joseph  Fayrer,  who  has  had  long 
experience  of  cholera  in  India,  Sir  Lyon 
Playfttir,  and  representatives  of  the 
Foreign  Office,  the  Home  Office,  the 
CustoTOP^  the  Metropolitan  Asylums 
Board,  and  the  Local  Government  Board. 
It  has  not  been  con  sidereal  necessary  to 
call  the  Committee  together  during  the 
present  year ;  but  not  long  since  a  con^ 
I'erenee  took  place  between  represen- 
tatives of  the  Metropolitan  As^luma 
managers  and  members  of  our  medical 
staff  and  myself  to  consider  the  question 
of  arrangements  in  the  event  of  an  out- 
break in  London.  I  may  add  that  thero 
is  no  truth  in  the  rumour  prevalent  in 
Paris  that  there  has  been  any  cholera  ia 
London,  or,  indeed,  in  England, 

Mr.  MOORE:  May  I  ask  in  what 
form  the  Paper  of  Advice  issued  by  the 
Royal  College  of  Physicians  is  published, 
and  where  it  can  be  ohtained  ? 

BiR  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  I  have 
seen  a  copy  of  it,  and  will  cause  a  copy 
to  be  sent  to  the  hon.  Member  j  but  I 
cannot  speak  as  to  the  manner  In  which 
it  has  been  circulated.  I  imagine  it  has 
been  sent  to  the  various  sanitary  officers. 

IRELAND-CORPORATION  OF  LIME- 
RICK-EXTRA  POLICE  TAX. 
Mn.  DAWSON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  considering  the  many  local  and 
other  questions  of  detail  involved  in  the 
Limerick  extra  Police  Tax,  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant will  comply  with  the  request  of 
the  Corporation  to  appoint  a  Commis- 
sion to  inquire  into  the  merits  of  the  case 
in  Limerick  ? 

Mb,  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
I  fear  I  can  only  refer  the  hon.  Member 
to  my  reply  to  his  former  Question  on 
this  subject,  when  I  stated  that  it  would 
be  impossible  for  the  QovemmeDt  to 
comply  with  such  an  application. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONST  A  BIH.  ART— 
SHOOTING  WITHOUT  INLAND  REVE- 
NUE LICENCE. 
Mr.  DEASY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether CoustahlesM'Carry  and  Brady, 
of  the  Whitegatti  Police  station,  county 
Cork,  frequently  shoot  rabbits,  sea-Jowls^ 
&c.  without  an  Inland  Be  venue  Licence  ; 
whether  the  fowling  piece  used  by  them 
is  one  which  has  been  given  to  a  resident 
in  the  neighbourhood  fur  his  protection  j 
whether  the  constables  have  for  many 
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proceeding,  except t<3eaii!ion  them  to  b^ 
yery  careful  not  to  give  any  opportunity 
for  accusing  them  of  breaking  the  law. 
Mb.  DEASY  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  answered  the  last 
paragraph  of  his  Question. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNBRMAN 
said,  that  contrarentions  of  the  Laland 
Beyenue  Act  were  matters  for  the  a«tion 
of  the  Inland  Bevenue  authorities. 

NAVY-TRAINING  SHIPS. 

Mr.  MAGFABLANE  asked  the  Ciril 
Lord  to  the  Admiralty,  If  he  would  take 
into  consideration  the  urgent  desire  of 
the  people  of  the  Inland  of  Lewis  that  a 
training  ship  should  be  stationed  in  the 
Harbour  of  Stornoway,  where  it  is  said 
there  are  1,000  boys  anxious  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  which 
would  be  thus  afforded  to  them  of  learn- 
ing a  valuable  profession  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  BEASSEY,  in  reply, 
said,  the  Admiralty  could  not  undertake 
to  increase  the  number  of  their  training 
ships.  Any  person  who  desired  it  would 
receive  full  information  as  to  joining  the 
Service  from  the  officer  of  the  Coast- 
guard at  Stornoway,  and  if  the  candi. 
dates  were  properly  qualified  they  would 
be  gladly  received. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  asked  whether 
he  was  to  understand  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  Government  were 
not  prepared  to  carry  out  one  of  the 
strongest  recommendations  on  this  sub- 
ject of  the  Royal  Commission  ?  Had 
they  finally  decided  not  to  give  effect  to 
that  recommendation  ? 

Sir  THOMAS  BRASSEY  said,  he 
had  already  stated  that  the  Admiralty 
could  not  undertake  to  increase  the 
number  of  their  training  ships.     Train- 
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ing  ehlps  for  tbe  Mercian  tile  Marine  wei^ 
not  under  the  administration  of  the  Ad- 
miralty. 

CIVIL  SEHTTCE  —  INLAND  REVENUE 
APPOINTMENTS— ALLOWJ^TfiS  FOR 
AGE. 

Mr.  SEXTUN  asked  the  8«f^retary  to 
the  Treasury^  Whether  the  rule  of  the 
Civil  Service  Commifisloners  regarding 
allowances,  in  point  of  age,  to  oandl* 
dates  for  appoiEtmente  in  the  Inland 
Hevenue  19  intended  to  exclude  Irieh 
National  teachers  while  favouring  clerks 
in  Government  o Sices  and  members  of 
the  Constabulary  Force  who  deaire  to  ^J 
vvu.  ^  for  such  appointments  ;  and,  if  ^^ 
«n.  w!M  nny  atopB  h^  tnkf»n    t^  plflf^i*  tb« 

National  teachers  on  the  same  footing 
in  this  matter  with  other  Civil  servants 
of  the  Crown,   by  enabling   them    to 

2ualihr  for  competition  for  pTaoee  in  the 
nland  Bevenue  servioe  by  deducting 
from  their  actual  age  any  time  not  ex- 
ceeding five  years  which  they  have  spent 
as  National  teachers,  insteaa  of,  as  now, 
debarring  them  from  entering  to  com- 
pete after  they  have  reached  their  twenty- 
second  year  1* 

Mb.  OOUBTNEY  said,  that  National 
teachers  were  not  allowed  the  extension 
of  age  referred  to,  because,  in  the  first 
place,  they  were  not  Civil  servants ;  in 
the  next  place,  their  special  training  did 
not  qualify  them  for  clerical  work  ;  and, 
thirdly,  it  was  not  for  the  public  advan- 
tage that  they  should  be  encouraged  to 
abandon  their  profession. 

ARMY— QUARTERMASTERS- 
PROMOTION. 
Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  the  seven  young 
Serjeants  who  were  promoted  by  favour 
to  lieutenancies  on  the  2nd  July  1884 
can  all  reach  the  Pay  Department  over 
the  heads  of  419  meritorious  quarter- 
masters ;  whether  quartermasters  were 
eligible  for  the  post  of  regimental  pay- 
master until  the  Pay  Department  was 
formed  ;    whether   449  out  of  the  455 

nlermasters  shown  in  the  OflBcial 
y  List,  dated  17th  January  1884, 
are  debarred  from  entering  the  Pay 
Department,  and  from  all  substantive 
promotion  ;  and,  whether  quartermasters 
are  combatant  otficen*,  a^  stated  in  the 
Royal  Warrant  of  Ist  April  1884,  or 
non-combatant,  as  implied  by  recent 
statements  by  the  Government  ? 
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the  Maamtrasnaj  Clonbar,  and  Bally- 
foran  murders;  if  it  be^  why  did  not 
Mr.  Anderson  perform  that  dutj ;  if  it 
be  not,  why  is  Sir,  OoU  asked  to  under- 
take it ;  for  what  reasons  wa^  Mr.  Bolton 
selected  from  the  county  Tipperarj  for 
these  special  duties ;  did  he  receive  an 
autoj^raph  letter  of  thanks  from  Earl 
Spencer  for  his  services  j  and,  why  have 
his  services  in  this  special  department 
been  discontinued? 

The  solicitor  GENEKAL  for 
IKELAND  (Mr,  Walkt^r)  :  Mr,  Ander- 
son was  appointed  in  185d.  His  duties 
were  confined  tocriminal  business  arising 
in  the  County  and  City  of  Dublin.  He 
resigued  his  office  last  month,  and  Mr. 
Coll  was  appointed  in  his  place,  A 
Commission  appointed  last  year  to  re- 
port on  the  existing  system  of  Grown 
Solicitors  reported  that  it  was  desirable 
that  the  Crown  Solicitor  for  Dublin 
should  be  required  to  devote  his  entire 
time  to  the  duties  of  his  office*  and  be 
bound  on  the  direction  of  the  Attorney 
General  to  take  up  the  conduct  of  any 
special  case  or  special  legal  business. 
Mr.  Coll  was  appointed  on  those  terms, 
and  the  conduct  of  any  special  case  will 
henceforth  devolve  upon  him.  Mr. 
Bolton  was  selected  for  the  special  cases 
referred  to  on  account  of  the  ability  and 
efficiency  with  which  he  had  always  dis- 
charged his  duties  iu  the  County  Tip- 
perary.  After  the  close  of  the  Maam- 
trasna  case  Lord  Spencer  sent  to  several 
of  the  otficiala  engaged,  including  Mr. 
Bolton,  a  letter  expressing  his  sense  of 
the  services  they  had  rendered  in  the 
unravelling  of  a  great  crime  and  bring- 
ing its  perpetrators  to  justice. 
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Sir  ARTHUR  HAYTER,  in  reply, 

said,  that  omitting  the  woi^ds,  '*  by 
favour,*'  the  Question  might  be  an- 
swered in  the  affirmative.  This  was 
the  fifth  Question  which  the  boa.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  had  addressed  to  Minis- 
ters on  the  subject,  and  he  had  uni* 
formly  had  the  same  answer.  There 
was  another  Question  on  the  Paper  re- 
lating to  the  same  matter  for  Thursday 

'  next.  If  it  were  put,  he  should  appeal 
to  the  Speaker  as  to  whether  the  time 

I  of  the  House  was  to  be  wasted  by  the 
repetition  of  Questions  which  had  prac- 
tically been  answered. 

NAVY— ARMOUR-CLAD  CRnSERS. 
Me.  GOURLEY  a«ked  the  Secretary 

I'to  the  Admiralty,  To  be  good  enough  to 
inform  the  House  how  many  ocean 
armourclad  cruisers  are  at  present  in 

i  com  mi  SB  ton,  stating  number,  calibre,  and 

[  description  of  guns,  also  coal  endurance 
of  each  ship  ;  how  many  vessels  of  this 
type  are  being  built ;  when  they  are 
likely  to  be  finished ;  how  intended  to 
be  armed;  coal  endurence ;  and  ocean- 
going speed  ;  if  he  can  state  how  many 
coast  and  ocean-going  torpedo  craft  are 
in  commission,  and  how  many  are  in 
course  of  construction  ;  and,  whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment   to    appoint    a    Select   Com- 

.  mittee  to  inquire  into  the  condition  of 
the  Navy  ? 

Sm  THOMAS  BRASSEY:    The  in^ 

;  formation  aeked  for  cannot  be  conve- 
niently given  in  reply  to  a  Question,    It 

'  lias  already  been  partially  supplied  in 
the  Return  presented  in  the  last  Session 

I  of  Parliament  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
present  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieuten- 

I  ant,  and  I  cannot  anticipate  the  state- 

j  jnent  which  is  to  be   made  on  Monday 

itLQTt  on  behalf  of  the  Government  with 

[  regard  to  the  Navy, 

LAW    AND    JUSTICfE   (IRELAND)— THE 

CROWN  SOLICITOR  FOR  DUBLIN. 

Ma,  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
What  are  the  arrangements  with  the 
new  Crown  Solicitor  for  Dublin,  by 
reason  of  which  Mr.  George  Bolton's 
special  services  in  connection  with  the 
fidministration  of  the  Crimes  Act  are  to 
be  dispensed  with  j  is  it  part  of  the  func- 
tions of  the  Crown  Solicitor  for  Dublin 
undertake  investigations  in  distant 
parte  of  the  country,  as  in  the  caaea  of 


ARJIY— DEFICIENCY  OF  JIILITIA 
OFFICERS. 

Ma,  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  Coofidental  Re- 
ports of  Officers  commanding  Militia 
Battalions  and  Brigades,  with  reference 
to  the  large  and  increasing  deficiency  of 
Militia  Officers,  called  for  by  the  Ad- 
jutant General  in  August  last ;  whether 
this  deficiency  now  amounts  to  upwards 
of  700  J  and  I  what  steps  it  is  proposed 
to  take  to  remedy  this  state  of  thiuga  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  the  confidential  Reports  referred 
to  wore  now  under  consideration.  The 
deficiency  amongst  Militia  oflicers  at  the 
present  time  amounted  to  657;  including 
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( COMMONS  J  ilnhniy-R^iing: 


ih  had  b^n  lately 
uBus  *j  »p|  ttnentfl  to  tbe  lAn^* 
He  tuought  it  wuuld  bo  better  not  to 
givs  a  digest  of  tho  Hoporle  until  some 
deciflion  bad  beeti  come  to  m  to  the  steps 
to  bo  taken  in  the  matter. 

OnriL  SEBVICE   (IRELAND)— ME. 

CLIFFORD  LLOID. 

Mk.  KEN^NT  aaked  tbo  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  Mr.  Clitford  Lloyd  ii  at  pre- 
ient  in  the  eemao  of  tbe  Irish  Gkivern- 
ment ;  and,  if  ao,  in  what  capacity ; 
and,  whether  he  is  receidug  pay  or 
pension  of  any  bo  ^  '?oni  ***'"  t-:-.i*  n« 
vernment ;  and,  if  he  is  not  in  lumr  iier- 
vie©  at  present,  at  what  time  was  his  pay 
stopped  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Mr.  Llnyd  is  at  present  on  tbe  list  of 
Besident  Magistrates  of  the  Urst  elasa, 
and  receiTos  the  pay  and  allowances  of 
that  rank.  He  is  at  nreaent  on  tt^ave  of 
absence  with  pay.  This  is  practically 
the  only  case,  I  am  told,  in  whiob  leaTe 
has  been  granted  other  than  for  prtrate 
purposes  aince  1680. 

Ma.  O' KELLY  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  whether,  during  bis 
presence  in  Egypt,  he  was  in  receipt  of 
pay? 

Ma.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN: 
Not  from  the  British  Gov  eminent 

Mu.  O' KELLY  :  During  his  present 
absence  from  Egypt  is  he  in  receipt  of 
Egyptian  pay  ? 

Mh.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
No,  Sir. 

Uh.  O^KELLY  :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  to-morrow  I  shall  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreiga  Affairs  wben  the 
Egypiisa  pay  of  Mr.  CJitTord  Lloyd 
ceased . 

Mr.  KENNY:  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gen 1 1 1^ man  sa3'  how  long  the  Gorern- 
ment  pri>posed  to  continQe  Mr,  Cliiford 
Lloyd  in  the  enjoyment  of  pay  without 
any  daties  ? 

[No  roply.] 

POOrt  LAW  (IRELAND)^HATIN'O-^ 
HALflXGLASS    UXIONp  CO.  WIOKLUW. 

Mk.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  tJm  Lurd  Lieutenant  of  Ire^ 
land,  If,  an  Pr*^&idttut  of  thti  Lotal  Go- 
vern men  t  J5uard  in  Ireland,  the  subject 
of  &u  iiiTeslig^itiun  graatud  by  hia  pre* 
deoedeor  in  olfice  into  charges  brought 
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on  behalf  of  the  ratepayers  of  Baltin- 
glass  Unioa*  county  Wicklow,  against 
Mr,  Daggj  clerk  of  the  Union,  and 
George  Driver,  rate  collector,  has  beea 
brought  under  bis  notice  ;  whether  it  Is 
the  fact  that  the  following  persons  have 
been  exnluded  from  the  Register  by  their 
action  \  Edward  Byrne,  Denis  Hal  pin, 
Garret  ByrnOj  Edward  Cusack,  Peter 
Keiliy,  James  Br«>phy*  and  Patrick 
Byrne ;  whether  he  baa  obaer?e4t  witk 
reference  to  Edward  Byrne's  case,  the 
following  Btatement  in  the  Report  of  the 
Poor  Law  Inspector,  who  presided  at 
the  inquiry — 

*'Tb#  clerit  of  tb©  Uoioii  sdmiU  *  .  ,  . 
complnint  ii  well  founded-  He  erroo^oariy 
placed  the  word  *  objf  ct«d  *  oppoiiU  tbe  Totor*s 
nsitie^  although  ihtj  rate»  were  duly  paid  ontbs 
•iSth,  June,  1S83  ;  ** 

whether  he  has  noted  that  Denia 
Halpin's  complaint  ia  that  he  objected 
for  insufheient  ratings  but  the  clerk 
alleges  he  objected  to  iueufficieat  rating, 
the  amount  being  £13  5j.  £11  l^t. 
separate^  and  £1  10#.  his  share  of  moun* 
tain  pasture;  whether  he  has  obserred, 
in  the  caae  of  Garret  Byrne,  that  he  wat 
duly  rated  and  roted  on  a  former 
occasion,  but  that  the  name  was  altered 
on  the  rate-book  by  erasing  his  namei 
and  writing  **  reps  Martin  Byrne"  over 
it;  whether  the  inspt"*ctor  reports— 

"  Th©  rat  e-book  coctaiiiH  an  eairv  '  Repi 
itAi-tin  Bjm©/  iicd  tlxal  entry  appeared  to  mtt 
to  have  iKi-en  writLen  qj^t  lin  eruaur^  of  mora 
than  a  bkt ;  ** 

whether  he  has  noted,  with  regard  to 
Conservative  voters^  that  the  name  of 
Willi  am  Vavasour  was  improperly  re- 
taiDtfd  on  the  rate- book  alter  ha  had 
ceased  to  be  a  ratepayer,  and  had  beea 
struck  otf  by  the  Valuation  Office  j  whe- 
ther he  has  noted  that  Hato  Collector 
George  Driver  had  hia  owa  name  down 
twice  in  1SS2  and  three  times  i&  1880; 
whether  maay  previous  complain  la  have 
bei-^n  made  from  various  quarterly  alleging 
partizan  action  on  the  part  of  Poor 
Law  utiicials,  ia  which  ''miatakes*^  and 
^'  errors  of  judgment'*  were  pleaded  in 
excuse  \  and,  whether  he  approves  the 
doi-iriion  ot  hJ^  subordinates  who  do  uot 
think  ihai  thnre  are  griiunds  fur  deem- 
iag  the  Cb;rk  of  the  Union  and  Mr* 
Driver  to  be  unworthy  of  lurther  conB* 
dence  by  ieasoii  of  wilful  dereliction  of 
duly  on  their  part? 

Ma.  M  CUAN  \  Before  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  answers  I  would  like  to  aak 
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whetlier  enbstantiaUy  identical  com* 
plaints  were  not  addressed  to  the  late 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  last  Session  ; 
whetlier  he  in  reply  did  not  state  that  the 
charges  against  Mr.  Dagg  were  fully  in- 
vestigated by  an  Inspector  of  the  Local 
Go  vera  meat  Board,  and  diep  roved  ;  and 
whether  the  present  repetition  of  these 
complaints  is  not  a  vexatious  attempt  to 
reopen  a  question  already  settled  ? 

Mk.  O'BEIEN  :  Might  I  ask  the  nght 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  same  time  whe- 
ther the  junior  Member  for  Wicklow 
has  recently  visited  his  eonstituents  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  BA.NNERMAN : 
In  reply  to  my  hon.  Friend  I  can  only 


EOyPT-EXPEDITION    UP    THE    NILE 
-NUMBER  AND  COST  OF  BOATS. 

Mr.  MAHBIOTT  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  A\Ti ether  he  can  gi?© 
the  number  of  the  boats  already  sent 
from  this  Country  for  the  Nile  Expedi- 
tion^ the  cost  of  each  boat^  and  the  seve^ 
ral  amounts  paid  for  transporting  such 
boats  from  the  places  where  they  were 
made  to  tlie  port  of  embarkation  from 
this  Country  to  Alexandria,  and  from 
Alexandria  to  their  ultimate  destina- 
tion ? 

The  Marquess  of  HABTINOTON: 
Eight  hundred  boats  were  obtained  at 


say  that  the  Question  which  stands  on  '  »"  average  price  delivered  at  the  port 


the  Paper  does  appear  to  relate  to  a 
matter  which  has  already  been  disposed 
of  by  competent  authority.  An  inquiry 
has  recently  been  held,  as  promised^  by 
an  Inspector  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  into  certain  complaints  made 
against  officers  of  Baltinglass  Union  in 
connection  with  the  election  of  Guar- 
dians, and  in  regard  to  the  discbarge  of 
duties  under  the  Parliamentarj'^  Voters' 
Act,  The  hon.  Member  will  hardly  ei- 
me  within  the  limits  of  an  answer  to  a 
Question  to  enter  into  details  as  to  the 
several  cases  he  refers  to.  He  is,  I 
believe,  in  communication  with  the  Local 
Government  Board  on  the  subject.  The 
Board  has  communicated  to  the  Guar- 
dians the  result  of  the  Inspector's  in-    

^niry,  and  stated  that,  having  carefully  uidemniti^es  ? 


of  embarkation  of  £85.  They  were 
sent  from  this  country  to  Alexandria  at 
a  cost  of  £20  each,  and  their  transmis- 
sion from  Alexandria  to  Haifa  cost  £40 
each. 

EOYPT^THE   ALEXANDRIAN    INDEM- 

NITIES-MESSRS,  LINADINO, 

RALLl,  &  CO. 

Mr.  MAREIOTT  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  the  Egyptian 
Government  have  agreed  to  pay  Messrs. 
Linadino,  Halli,  and  Oo.  eighty  per  cent, 
or  any  per-centage  of  their  indemnity 
claim ;  and,  if  so,  if  he  can  give  any 
reason  why  this  firm  should  be  treated 
differently  to  the  rest  of  those  entitled  to 


considered  the  facts  elicited  at  the  in- 
quiry, they  do  not  think  that  there  are 
grounds  for  deeming  the  officers  com- 
plained of  to  be  unworthy  of  confidence, 
by  reason  of  wilful  dereliction  of  duty — 
although,  no  doubt,  some  mistakes  had 
been  made.  I  see  no  sufficient  reason  to 
dissent  from  that  view.  With  regard  to 
the  complaints  in  respect  of  the  proceed- 
ings under  the  Parliamentary  Voters' 
Act,  the  hon.  Member  is  no  doubt  aware 
that  it  is  open  to  any  person  who  may 
consider  himself  aggrieved  to  institute 
proceedings. 

Mb.  W.  J.  COEBET  :  With  regard  to 
the  Question  put  by  my  hon.  Colleague, 
I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  is  not  aware  that  the  investi- 
gation to  which  my  Question  refers  was 
held  on  the  17th  Stiptember  last,  long 
after  the  one  hM  last  year  ? 

[No  reply.] 


Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE: 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  re- 
ceived no  information  to  this  effect. 


EGYPT-CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE. 

Mr.  MABRIOTT  asVed  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
IkSTiether  he  can  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  a  Return  specifying  the  num- 
ber of  murders,  robberies,  and  other 
I  outrages  committed  in  Lower  Egypt 
during  the  months  of  September  and 
October ;  and,  whether  numbers  of 
people  who  have  hitherto  lived  in  their 
country  houses  (abMiehs)  have  not 
during  the  past  two  weeks  been  send- 
ing their  families  to  reside  in  Cairo  fur 
safety  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE : 
I  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  not  in  a 
'  position  to  lay  such  a  Return  as  is  men- 
ittoned  by  the  hon.  Member,  nor  have 
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they  received  any  information  to  the 
effect  that  families  are  beiog  fiGut  from 
tbe  country  to  Cairo  for  safety,  A  Special 
Commission  has  been  instituted  in  Lower 
Egypt  to  put  an  end  to  the  frequent 
acts  of  brigandage  wbicb  have  been  com* 
mitted. 

LAW    AND    JUSTICE    (IRELAND) --MR. 

R.  W.  GAMBLE,  Q.C.,  COUNTY  COURT 

JUDGE  OF  ARMAGH. 

Mil,  WILLIAM  EEDMOND  asked 
tbe  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  it  has  come 
to  the  knowledge  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland  that  Mr.  E.  W.  Gamble, 
Q;0.,  County  Court  Judge  of  Armagh, 
has  detained  in  his  hands,  for  upwards 
of  two  weeks,  a  number  of  decrees  sent 
to  him  during  the  Armagh  Sessions  for 
signature,  to  tbe  groat  inconvenience, 
and  possible  loss,  of  suitors ;  whether 
Mr.  Gamble  will  be  admonished ;  and, 
whether  the  Government  will  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  render  the  Judge's  signature  to 
decrees  unneoessary,  and  to  substitute  a 
court  seal  therefor,  so  as  to  obviate  the 
embarrassment  constantly  caused  by 
County  Court  Judges  detaining  decrees 
for  an  unnecessary  period  ? 

Mil,  CAMPBELL  •  BANNERMAN  : 
Beyond  the  suggestion  in  the  Question, 
the  Lord  Chancellor  has  no  knowledge 
that  any  decrees  sent  to  the  County 
Court  Judge  of  Armagh  for  signature 
were  detained  by  him.  There  is  some 
necessary  delay  caused  by  comparison 
with  the  records.  The  County  Court 
Judges  are  not  responsible  to  the  Go- 
vernment. It  will  be  remembered  that 
last  Session  a  Bill  was  introduced  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  senior  Member  for 
Monoghan  for  the  purpose,  amongst 
others,  of  substituting  a  seal  for  signa- 
ture. That  Bill  was,  in  this  respect, 
supported  by  the  Government ;  but  it 
met  with  such  oppo&ition  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  obliged  to  withdraw  it. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  CIRELAND)-JAJ£ES 

B.    M*CONNELL,    PETTY    SESSIONS 

CLERK,  DROMORE, 

Ma.  WILLIAM   REDMOND  asked 

the  Chief  Secretary  to  tbe  Lord  liieu- 

tenant   of  Ireland,   Whether  the  Irish 

Government    is   aware   that    James  B, 

M*ConnelI,  Petty  Sessions  Clerk  of  Dro- 

more,  county  Down,  was  adjudicated  a 

bankrupt;    and,   whether,  under    these 

Zord  Edmond  Fiinmaurice 


circumstances,  it  is  in  acoordance  with 
the  rules  of  the  Civil  Service  to  retain 
him  in  his  po<*ition  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  ^BANNERMAN: 
Mr.  M^Connell  became  a  bankrupt  be- 
tween eight  and  nine  years  ago.  The 
fact  of  his  bankruptcy  came  at  the  time 
under  the  notice  of  the  Government  of 
the  day.  Petty  Sessions  clerks,  who 
are  not.  strictly  speaking.  Civil  servants, 
and  are  not  paid  out  of  Imperial  funds ^ 
were  not  then  treated  as  within  the 
spirit  of  the  Civil  Service  Rule  as  to 
bankruptcy.  The  bankruptcy  proceed^ 
inga  ended  in  the  appropriation  of  £40 
a-year  from  salary  to  the  creditors,  and 
tbe  clerk^s  dismissal  now  would  deprive 
them  of  tbe  instalments  which  continue 
to  be  paid  by  this  appropriation.  This 
would  make  a  retrospective  application 
of  the  Civil  Service  Rule  in  this  case  very 
imjust.  y», 

ARMY— THE  LATE    PAYMASTERS 
ELLIOTT  AND  HARRIS. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  a^ked  the  Financial  Se- 
cretary for  War,  Whether  the  public  ac- 
counts of  Paymaster  Elliott,  attached  to 
the  2iid  Battalion  Yorkshire  Regiment, 
and  of  Paymaster  Harris,  attached 
to  the  3rd  Dragoon  Guards,  were  founct"^ 
in  a  satisfactory  state  when  those  officers 
died? 

Sm  .ARTHUR  HAYTER  :  I  am  glad, 
Sir^  to  be  able  to  say  that  the  accountfj 
of  these  deceased  officers  were  found 
be  completely  satisfactory  by  the  Boards 
which  reported  upon  them  immediately 
after  their  death,     I  protest,  however, 
against  such  a  Question  being  put,  un- 
less some  strong  ground  existed  for  an- 
ticipating a  contrary  answer.     Tbe  offi- 
cers are  dead,  and,  however  innocent 
such  Questions  suggest  a  slur  on  thei 
memory  which,  unjustifiable  though  it 
be,  tends  to  cause  pain  to  their  rela- 
tives? 

EDUCATION      DEPARTMENT  —  OVER- 
PRESSURE  IN  BOARD  SCHOOLS. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  as 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council,  Whether  the  strongly-markt^d 
difference   of   opinion    in   the    London 
School  Board    as  to  the  expediency  of 
the  Board,  rather  than  the  Edueatic 
Department,    undertaking    an    iuqnir^ 
into  the  alleged  overpressure  in  elemeti^ 
tary  schools,  and  the  fact  that  the  Na 
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tional  Unton  of  Elementary  Teachers, 
representing^  13,000  teachers,  have  en- 
dorsed the  conclusions  of  Dr.  Crichton 
Browne  and  condemned  the  Report  of 
Mr.  Fitch,  will  induce  him  to  reconsider 
his  refusal  to  institute  ao  inquiry  by  im- 
partial medical  men  into  the  grievances 
complained  of? 

Mb.  MUNDKLLA:  I  cannot  admit 
the  accuracy  of  the  latter  part  of  the 
hon.  Member's  statement.  The  letter 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  National 
Union  of  Elementary  Teachers  dis- 
tinctly states  that — 

"  Into  tha  medical  part  of  Dr.  Browne's 
Report  tho  Ex«K;utire  are  not  prepared  to 
enter." 

I  am  daily  in  receipt  of  evidence  from 
teachers,  many  of  whom  are  members 
of  the  National  Union,  entirely  dissent- 
ing from  the  yiews  set  forth  in  Mr, 
Heller's  letter.  I  may  also  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  there  are  50,000 
teachers  in  England  and  Wales — not 
including  pupil  teachers— and  6,000  cer- 
ti Seated  teachers  in  Scotland.  The  Loo- 
don  School  Board  having  the  whole 
matter  under  their  consideration,  I  must 
decline  to  take  any  step  which  would 
practically  take  it  out  of  their  bands. 

AFRICA  (WEST    COAST)— THE    LOWER 

CONGO— THE  INTERNATIONAL  AFBU 

CAN  ASSOCIATION. 

Mr.  DODDS  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affaire,  If  the 
Government  are  aware  that  the  Congo 
traders  of  all  Nationalities  are  opposed 
to  the  protection  of  the  Lower  Congo 
by  the  so-called  International  Associa- 
tion  ;  if  the  Government  are  aware  that 
this  Association  is  believed,  on  trust- 
worthy evidence,  to  be  either  a  trading 
concern  or  interested  in  trading  pro- 
jects ;  and,  if,  therefore,  the  Govern- 
ment will  use  their  influence  at  tho 
Berlin  Conference  to  protect  the  traders 
by  the  establishment  of  an  International 
European  protectorate  over  the  terri- 
tories of  the  Lower  Con^o  ?  i 

LoBi)  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE  :  < 
The  Btatu9  and  proceedings  of  the  In- 1 
tern  a  tional  African  Association  do  not  ' 
come  within  the  scope  of  the  Confer- 1 
ence.  I  have  already  explained  what ' 
the  objects  of  the  Conference  are,  and 
the  Papers  which  I  have  laid  to-day  will 
explain  this  more  fnlly. 


NAVY— H.M.8.    ••  ACTIVE  '*— BURSTIKG 

UF  A  auN. 
Mr,   FEENCH-BREWSTER   asked 

the  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the  pnblia 
Press,  that  a  six-inch  breech-loading 
gun  has  burst  during  practice  on  board 
K.M.S.  Actw0  ;  and)  if  so,  whether  the 
gnn  in  question  was  of  steel  or  iron,  and 
of  the  latest  pattern  ? 

Mr,  brand  :  It  is  true  that  a  gun 
burst  during  practice  on  board  Her  Ma- 
jesty's ship  Aotw§.  It  was  a  mark  11. 
6 -inch  breech -loading  gun,  having  a 
steel  tube  and  a  wrought* iron  jacket. 
The  latest  pattern  of  the  6-inch  gun  la 
built  entirely  of  steel. 

Mfi,  W.  H.  SMITH  asked  whether 
the  Government  could  give  any  infer* 
mation  as  to  the  cause  of  the  accident, 
and  whether  tho  gun  itself  exhibited 
any  sign  of  weakness? 

LoED  EUSTACE  CECIL :  And  where 
the  gun  was  made — at  Woolwich  Ar- 
senal or  not  ? 

Mb.  BRAND,  in  reply,  said,  that  he 
had  not  received  a  mial  Report ;  but 
there  was  no  reason  to  believe  that  the 
accident  was  due  to  any  fault  in  con- 
struction. The  gun  was  made  at  Elswick, 
but  was  of  Woolwich  design.  It  was 
fully  proved,  and  successfully  stood  the 
test.  He  might  also  say  that  the  burst 
occurred  at  a  point  not  subject  to  great 
pressure.  It  was  intended  to  appoint 
a  Committee  to  incjuire  into  the  cause  of 
the  accident. 

ARMY— MEDICAL  DEPARTMENT— 
SURGEONS  MAJOR. 

Coix>NKL  WALROND  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  Whether  there 
is  any  reason  why  a  communication 
should  not  be  made  to  a  Surgeon  Major 
that  he  is  not  to  be  promoted  to  tho 
rank  of  Brigade  Surgeon  as  soon  as  it  is 
decided  that  he  is  to  be  passed  over,  in- 
stead of  allowing  him  only  to  become 
acquainted  with  the  fact  by  seeing  it  in 
Th0  Gautte. 

Tire  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
It  is  distinctly  laid  down  in  the  Royal 
Warrant  that  Surgeons  Major  are  to  bo 
selected  for  promotion  to  the  higher 
ranks  of  the  Medical  Staff.  Under  such 
a  system,  therefore,  promotion  is  not 
necessarily  the  rejection  of  an  incom- 
petent of&cer,  but  the  selection  of  the 


'^♦-'d  for  ad 
8  is  dniii^itjrvi. 


Eoer;  and  I  am  not 
t  that  that  ofiSe@r  ia 
JOS  not  happen  to  be 
ement,  nor  do  I  see 
to  have  notification 
iQ  him  of  hiB  non-aeleotton. 

OVENTrOK  OF  CEOIE  (IREt^Am)) 
aCT,  18S2,  SECTIOK  H— SEIZURE  OF 
PAPERS. 

Mr.  0*BRIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord      eutonant  of  Ireland » 
I  me  of  the  papera  of 
Lirii    of    BalLinasloe, 
>,  have  not  been  re- 


For  what  reaaon 

Mr.    Matthew 

seized  by  the 

turned ;   and^ 

gif^en  that  tbej  ahau  oe  ri  once  restorea 

to  their  owner  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANKEBMAN  : 
Kearlj  all  thc»  papers  aeizad  were  re- 
turned to  Mr,  Harris's  Bt?lioitor  a  few 
days  ago.  The  few  atill  retained  will  be 
the  subject  of  further  condderattQii,  and 
a  final  conclusion  will  be  come  to  in  i^ 
gard  to  them  without  delay, 

Mr.  PAENELL:  I  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  under  what  Act 
the^e  papers  belonging  to^J^fr.  Harris 
wero  seized,  and  under  what  Act  they 
were  detained  so  long  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  <BANNEEMAN: 
I  presume  under  the  Prevention  of 
Crime  Act^  though  that  is  a  point  on 
whit'h  I  cannot  ox.pre,*9  a  legal  opinion  ; 
but  I  presume  under  the  I  Ith  settion. 

Ma.  PARNELLs  Perhaps  the  hon. 
and  loarned  Srjlicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
who  is  present,  would  kindly  state  under 
what  section  of  that  Act  these  papers 
were  seized  ?  As  I  understand  it,  the 
14th  section  only  authorized  the  seizure 
of  papers  in  reference  to  which  there 
was  a  BUHpicion  of  an  illegal  act  being 
committed. 

Mk,  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEKMAN  ; 
That  would  probably  be  the  taae  in  this 
instance.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Member 
would  kindly  gire  Notice  of  the  Ques- 
tioE. 

LAW  AND  rOLICE  (IliELAND)- 

COLONEL  TTLVCKWKLU  WUITEGATK, 

COUNTY  CAVAN. 

Mn.  DEA8Y  asked  fhe  Chi«f  8ocre- 
iary  to  the  Lonl  Liou tenant  (if  Ireland, 
If  it  id  true  that  about  a  year  ago  the 
Constabulary  at  Whitegate,  county  of 
Cork,  rcceiYod  infortuatiun  that  Colonel 
XhackwelL   a  reaidtut    in   that   diitrict, 

2h0  Marqueu  of  Ilartnvjton 
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had  attempted  the  life  of  one  of  bit 
servants  with  a  revolver;  and,  whether 
any  entry  of  the  information  was  made 
in  the  barrack  journal  ;  and,  if  so, 
why  Colonel  Thackwell  was  not  pt-oee- 
outed  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
Two  and  a- half  years  ago — not  one 
year  as  baa  bi^en represeuted  to  the  hon. 
^[ember — some  disturbance  ooourred  at 
Colonel  Thaekweirs  residence.  He  soot 
a  message  to  the  police  barrack  that  be 
had  been  assaulted  by  one  of  his  aer* 
vantfi  and  he  asked  that  some  of  tht 
police  might  be  sent  up.  On  their  ar* 
rival  they  found  that  matters  had 
^  *.>.  „  _  ,  down ,  It  appe  ared  that  Colon  el 
Thackwell  had  fired  a  shot  in  the  air; 
but  it  is  not  a  fact  that  he  had  attempted 
the  life  of  on©  of  his  servanta,  Tbe 
matter  was  closely  investigated  by  tha 
District  Inspector  at  the  time.  Ther^ 
was  an  entry  in  the  barrack  journal ; 
but  there  was  no  ground  for  prosecu- 
tion. 

POLICE  ACTS  {IRELAND}- EXTRA 
PDUCE  TAX  m  GALWAY  AKD  SOUTH 

:mayo. 

CoLoxzL  NOLAN  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treaaury,  If  he  would  take 
into  consideration  the  low  price  of  &tock 
and  produce  in  tbo  West  of  Ireland, 
and  nl'^  the  peacouble  state  of  the 
CountTv;  and  if  Her  ifajesty's  Govern- 
ment would  mark  their  appreciation  of 
these  fiicts  by  remitting  the  prefient  and 
future  payments  of  Extra  Police  Taxea 
in  Gal  way  and  JSouth  Mayo  ? 

Mr,  GLADSTONE  ^  I  am  not  per- 
fectly certain  whether  the  hon>  and 
gallaut  Memb^u"  inteiida  iu  the  latter 
part  of  his  Question  to  refer  to  the  re- 
mission of  the  payment  or  to  the  re- 
moval of  the  extra  police  in  the  districts 
he  has  named.  Auy  questiou  as  to  the 
removal  or  the  diminution  of  the  extra 
police  in  any  particular  district  must 
depend  upon  the  Met**  of  that  district. 
During  the  last  thrtte  years  there  has 
been  a  reduction  in  the  number  of  the 
extra  police  of  2U5  in  Gal  way  and  of 
135  in  Mayo  ;  but  the  question  as  to  ilie 
reau^sion  of  the  payment  of  the  extra 
polici*  taxes  hardly  comes  within  the  dis* 
cretion  of  Der  Ma]ef*tv's  (iovernment.  I 
think  that  the  subject  ia  one  that  m^y 
shortly  be  brought  under  theoonsideration 
of  Parliament  in  coojitH.'tion  with  another 
subject. 
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SCOTLAND— ADMINISTRATION  OF 
SCOTCH  AFFAIRS. 

Sir  GKOHOE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
FiTdt  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
since  one  Irish  Bill  has  already  passed 
this  House,  and  biqco  he  has  suggested 
the  poesihility  of  passing  a  Bill  to  settle 
the  relations  to  *one  another  of  the 
Australian  Colonies,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Ternment  will  immediately  reintroduce 
the  Bill  to  settle  the  relatione  between 
the  tvio  parts  of  this  island  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Scotch  Secretary »  upon 
which  both  parties  were  substantially 
agreed  at  the  end  of  last  Session,  and 
by  which  a  Minister  may  be  forthwith 
provided  to  look  after  the  Crofter  ques- 
tion, and  other  urgent  Scotch  afTairs? 
The  hon.  Member  added  that  on  re- 
ference to  the  Notice  Paper,  it  would 
be  seen  that  after  the  statement  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  there  was 
BO  more  serious  business  than  a  Bill  for 
Women's  Suffrage, 

Ala,  GLADSTOXE:  We  do  not  pro- 
pose to  bring  in  this  important  Bill  at 
the  present  time.  It  may  be  quite  true 
that  the  House  will  have  its  labours 
during  this  Sitting  occasionally  con- 
siderably shortened,  or  it  may  not  be 
true  that  I  should  not  reckon  on  our  ad- 
journing  early  to-night  until  we  have 
actually  adjourned.  In  that  respect  I 
ehould  certainly  not  like  to  count  my 
chickens  before  they  are  hatched.  But 
we  do  not  think  that  we  could  draw  a 
distinction  between  the  Scotch  Bill  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers  and  a 
number  of  other  measures  which  are 
reaUy  both  important  and  urgent.  This 
measure  is  doubtless  important,  and  I 
do  not  deny  that  it  is  urgent ;  but  I  do 
not  think  that  it  is  a  measure  that  could 
be,  \N  ith  satisfaction  to  the  House  or  in 
conformity  of  the  spirit  of  the  pledges 
which  we  have  given  to  the  House, 
taken  out  of  the  mass  of  the  Govern- 
ment measures  hanging  over  and  pro- 
pose it  at  once  to  the  House  for  adoption. 

EGYPT  (EVENTS  IN  THE  SOUDAN)— 
GENERAL  GORDON, 
Colonel  STANLEY:  I  wish  to  ask 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  can,  with- 
out inconvenience  to  the  Public  Service, 
give  to  the  House  further  details  with 
regard  to  the  letter  which  has  been  re- 
ceived from  General  Gordon  ? 


The  Maequess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
We  have  received  an  abstract  of  the 
letter  of  General  Gordon  which  was  re- 
ceived by  Major  Kitchener,  dated,  I 
think,  the  -Ith  of  November.  The  con- 
tents of  that  letter  have  been  stated  with 
tolerable  accuracy  in  the  newspapers,  so 
far  at  least  as  it  is  expedient  to  make 
their  contents  public  at  present.  It  ap- 
pears that  General  Gordon  himself  men- 
tiona  that  the  Mahdi  knows  everything, 
BO  that  care  must  be  taken  as  to  what  is 
published.  In  these  circumstances,  the 
House  will,  I  am  sure,  support  Her 
Majesty's  Qt)Temm6nt  in  declining  to 
communicate  any  information  which 
might  be  of  use  to  General  Gordon's 
enemies ;  and  I  trust  that  I  may  also 
be  allowed  to  take  this  opportunity  of 
expressing  the  hope  that  the  Press — 
who,  no  doubt,  will  receive  from  their 
numerous  Correspondents  information 
sent  to  them  without  any  bad  intention, 
but  which  it  would  be  undesirable  to 
publish — ^will  exercise  some  discretion 
in  the  face  of  that  statement  by  Gene- 
ral Gordon,  that  the  Mahdi  knows  all 
about  the  military  operations,  I  am  not 
certain  whether  two  items  in  the  abstract 
have  yet  been  published  in  the  news- 
papers. One  is  that  the  Greek  and 
Austrian  Consuls  are  all  right,  and  the 
other  is  that  General  Gordon  wishes  the 
newspapers  to  say  that  he  has  received 
letters  through  Major  Kitchener  from 
Sir  Samuel  Baker»  his  sister,  and  Mr, 
Stanley  from  the  Congo;  but  he  does 
not  want  to  have  more  private  letters 
sent,  as  it  is  too  great  a  risk.  That,  I 
think,  is  all  the  information  in  addition 
to  what  has  been  stated  in  the  news* 
papers.  I  should  add  that  news  has 
been  received  from  another  source  that 
the  friendly  tribes  have  captured  a 
convoy  of  3,000  camels  which  were  on 
their  way  from  the  River  Gash  to  join 
the  enemy, 

NAVY    ESTIilATES— DEFENCE  OF 

COALING  STATIONS. 
Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  r  I 
understand,  from  the  Correspondence 
which  has  recently  been  published  on 
the  defence  of  our  coaling  stations 
abroad,  that  a  certain  small  eipendi- 
ture  has  been  sanctioned  by  the  Trea- 
sury for  the  purpose,  and  I  should  hope 
that  it  may  be  incurred  during  the  pre- 
sent year.  I  am  anxious  to  ask  tho 
^  Ohancelloi  of  the   Exchequer   when   a 
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Md  to  tbd  HouB9  for 

jORoptotEXGHE- 

r  3B&) :  Th©  right  hon. 

8   right;      A   ct^rtaio 

bas  haen  ean^ttoned 

'ha  Vote  will  be  sub- 

««  mo  early  next  Beision. 

I  !S       «^    THe  DAT. 

FRANCHISE   (EX^ 
EN)  BlLL.^[Bin.  32.] 
I  te^  Briffhi,  Mr.  VoUridf^ 

MM  f^M,  Baron  ffrnrg  I>t 

SSOOND  BEADIKO.      BIXL   WITUDBAWB. 

Me.  WOODALL  eaH,  it  might  be 
for  the  convenience  of  the  House  if  he 
stated  that  he  did  not  find  himself  in  a 
position  to  ask  for  a  second  reading  of 
the  Bill  for  extending  the  eufifrage  to 
women. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read^  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS,— COMMiriEE. 

Ways  and  M^A:Ns^€&nMidir§i  in  Com- 
mittee. 

(In  the  Committee.^ 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers),  in  rising  to  move 
a  Resolution  increasing  the  Income  Tax, 
said :  Sir  Arthur  Otway,  the  figures  in 
the  Budget  Estimate  which  I  brought 
before  the  House  in  the  month  of  April 
last  were  as  follow  : — We  estimated  that 
the  Revenue,  after  deducting  a  small 
remission  on  account  of  the  Carriage 
Duty,  would  amount  to  £85,533,000, 
and  that  the  Expenditure — and  here  I 
include  a  small  Supplementary  Estimate 
for  Civil  Services,  but  I  do  not  include 
the  Vote  of  Credit  for  Egypt  of  £300,000 
— would  amount  to  £83,427,000,  leaving 
a  surplus  of  £106,000.  I  hnve  no  re- 
mark to  make,  at  the  present  time,  as  to 
the  Expenditure.  I  think  that  it  is  pro- 
ceeding pretty  nearly  on  the  lines  of  the 
Appropriation  Act ;  and,  so  far  as  any 
further  Suppknnentnrv  Estimates  for 
Civil  Services  are  concerned,  which  may 
have  to  be  proposed  to  Parliament  in  the 
early  part  of  ne.\t  Session,  I  think  that 
they  may  be,  as  they  have  been  gene- 
rally of  late  yt'ars,  expected  to  be  met 
by  the  savings  under  other  heads.     As 
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far  as  the  Revenue  ib  conGerued,  m% 
have  reason  to  anticipate  a  small  in^ 
c^roaae  upon  the  Estimate  as  I  laid  it 
before  the  Committee,  though  I  should 
be  sorry  at  the  present  time  to  give 
any  precis©  figure  for  that  inereaae, 
Well^  that  being  the  state  of  things  aa 
to  the  Budget  and  the  Civil  Service 
Supplementary  Estimates  of  last  Ses- 
sion ^  I  will  now  proceed  to  the  BVk^ 
pUmentary  Estimates  for  the  Army  an4 
Navy.  During  the  last  Besaton  the  House 
adopted  as  a  Vote  of  Credit  in  connec- 
tion with  General  Gordon,  an  appropria- 
tion of  £300,000;  and  last  week  ihe 
Committee  of  Supply  passed  Besola- 
.^  voting,  in  connection  with  th© 
poudaDf  £1,000,000  for  Army  Servico 
and  £324,000  fx^r  Navy  Service,  making 
£1,324,000  in  all;  and  in  connection 
with  the  operations  la  Bechuanaland 
£675.000  for  the  Armj  and  £50,000  for 
the  Navj,  or  £725,000  ;  and  these  three 
heads — namely^  the  Vote  of  Credit  last 
Session,  the  Vote  for  the  Saudan  £!xpe* 
ditioD,  and  the  Vote  for  the  Bechuana- 
land  Expedition,  amount  altog^th^r  to 
£2,349,000*  I  repeat,  then,  that  on  the 
corrected  Badg<>t  Estimates  of  last  Sea- 
sion  there  will  be  a  surplus  of  £  106,000 ; 
that  in  the  Revenue  wa  might  expeet 
some  improvement;  and,  further,  that  any 
Supplementary  Estimates  to  be  proposed 
next  Session  will  probal}-  bo  met  by  sav- 
ings ;  so  I  think  we  should  be  safe,  under 
the  circumstances,  in  taking  the  pre- 
sent fiscal  position  as  one  which,  if  we 
do  not  add  to  the  Revenue,  will  leave 
us  a  deficit  on  account  of  the  year  of 
about  £2,000,000.  Well,  Sir,  it  has 
been  my  duty  to  consider  from  what 
sources  of  Revenue  it  would  be  proper, 
in  the  month  of  November,  to  propose 
to  the  Committee  to  make  good  that  sum, 
and  having  carefully  considered  all  the 
sources  of  taxation  to  which  it  has  been 
reasonable  to  look,  I  am  able  to  say  that 
I  could  not  recommend  any  change  in 
our  fiscal  system  with  nspect  to  indirect 
taxation  for  so  temporary  a  purpose  as 
the  improvement  of  the  Revenue  in  the 
remaining  months  of  the  year.  Any 
such  change  would  have  a  very  disturb- 
ing effect  upon  our  trade  on  whatever 
article  the  duty  might  be  increased  ;  and, 
besides,  it  would,  if  it  only  extended  to 
the  next  four  months,  produce  a  small  and 
unsatisfactory  amount  of  Revenue,  unless 
the  increased  rate  of  duty  were  very 
great  indeed.  Under  these  circumstances, 
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then,  I  see  no  alternative  but  to  propose 
to  the  Houee  a  small  addition  to  the  In- 
oomo  Tax.  Now,  Sir,  it  has  more  than 
once  happened  that  such  an  addition  to 
the  Income  Tax  has  been  proposed, 
either  early  or  late  in  the  Autumn  of  the 
year;  for  instance,  the  last  adtlition  was 
in  1882,  when  the  House  voted  an  addi- 
tion of  IJrf.  to  the  Income  Tar  for  the 
operations  in  Kgypt  \  and  there  is  a  case 
which  resembles  in  some  respects— but 
only  In  some  respects— the  present,  and 
that  was  when  the  House  voted  an  ad- 
dition of  Id,  to  the  Income  Tax  of  1867 
on  aocount  of  the  Abyssinian  War.  The 
late  Mr.  Ward  Hunt,  who  moved  that 
Yote,  proposed  it  in  Parliament  on  the 
28th  of  November,  a  little  later  in  the 
year  than  I  am  proposing  an  addition 
now.  That  Vote  was  at  that  time  adopted 
without  practically  any  question  in  Par- 
liament, and  the  Income  Tax  was  raised 
from  4d.  to  6rf,  in  the  pound,  I  pro- 
pose to  adopt  a  similar  measure  now, 
and  to  ask  the  Committee  to  approvo 
an  addition  of  Id,  to  the  Income  Tax, 
raising  it  from  od,  to  6rf.  in  the 
pound  for  this  financial  year,  I  will 
state  to  the  House,  as  precisely  as 
I  can  estimate  it,  the  financial  effect 
of  that  increase.  If  hon.  Members 
Will  refer  back  to  the  statement  I  made 
in  opening  the  Budget,  or  will  refer  to 
the  weekly  Returns  of  Revenue  and 
Expenditure,  in  which  there  is  a  column 
stating  the  anticipated  amount  received 
from  Income  Tax,  under  the  head  of  Re- 
venue, they  will  see  that  a  5d,  Income 
Tax  is  estimated  to  produce— and  this 
year  it  will  receive  no  assistance  from 
a  larger  rate  than  in  the  previous  year 
— £i, 010,000  for  each  Id.,  or,  in  all, 
£10,050,000.  If  the  rate  is  increased 
to  6<f.  in  the  pound,  the  amount  for  each 
penny  will  not  be  quite  so  large.  We 
anticipate  that  it  will  be  at  the  rate  of 
£1,995,000  per  Id,,  or  that  6</.  will  pro- 
duc«£ll,970,000.  Thatgivesan  increase 
in  the  receipts  from  the  6d,  Income  Tax 
over  the  5d.  Income  Tax  of  £1,920,000, 
Now,  all  this  £1,920,000  it  will  not  be 
possible  to  receive  before  April  L  We 
cannot  estimate  that  we  should  receive 
during  the  financial  year  closing  at  the 
end  of  March  next  more  than  £1,200,000. 
So  that  £720,000  will  be  received  on 
and  after  the  Ist  of  April  next,  and  that 
is  a  somewhat  better  proportion  than 
that  which  Mr.  Ward  Hunt  expected  to 
get,  and  still  bettor  than  what  he  actu- 
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ally  got.  It  is  quite  unnecessary,  on  the 
present  occasion,  to  go  into  details  as  to 
the  system  of  collecting  Income  Tax, 
and  how  it  will  now  be  possible  to  re- 
ceive a  somewhat  larger  portion  of  the 
addition  of  li^.  than  Mr,  Ward  Hunt 
received  in  1867-8.  But  these  are  the 
figures  we  have  arrived  at  after  very 
careful  cousultation  with  the  Revenue 
officers,  showing  that  £1,200.000  is  what 
w©  hope  will  be  received  during'  the 
present  financial  year,  and  that  £720,000 
will  be  received  after  the  end  of  the 
financial  year.  Upon  that  the  only  re- 
mark I  have  to  make  is,  that  the 
balances,  as  we  expect  them  to  stand  at 
the  end  of  the  financial  year,  will  be 
quite  sufficient  to  bear  that  charge  of 
£720,000 ;  these  balances  being  recouped 
during  the  early  part  of  the  next  finan- 
cial year,  as  the  remainder  of  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  additional  Id.  comes  in. 
Sir  Arthur  Otway,  that  is  the  simple 
proposal  I  have  to  make  to  the  Com- 
mittee. As  I  said  before,  I  do  not 
think  that,  at  this  time  of  the  financial 
year,  we  can  have  recourse  to  any 
tax  other  than  the  Income  Tax.  I, 
therefore,  trust  that  the  Committee  will 
adopt  the  proposal  to  raise  that  tax  for 
the  present  year  from  5</.  to  6(/.  I  shall 
be  happy,  as  I  can  address  the  Com- 
mittee more  than  once,  and  as  my  hon* 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr,  Courtney)  will  also  be  able  to  do 
so,  to  give  the  Committee  any  informa- 
tion on  questions  of  detail  arising  out 
of  questions  asked  us  in  debate.  But, 
at  present,  all  that  it  is  necessary  for 
me  to  do  is  to  move  the  formal  Resolu- 
tion, which  I  now  put  into  your  hands. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That,  tiiwarda  raising^  the  Supply  gran  tod 
to  Her  Majeaty,  in  addition  to  tho  Duties  ofln- 
tomo  Tax  granted  by  'the  Cnstoins  and  IhIaik! 
Revenue  Act,  18S4/  there  shall  be  chargfed, 
collected,  ami  juid  for  the  y«2ar  which  com- 
menced on  the  toxih  day  of  April,  one  thouBand 
eight  hundr*  '  '  '  '  ur,  in  respect  of  all 
Property,  V\  .  mentioned  or  de- 

aciibed  as  oh  . .  ^ .,    . .  , , .  h  Act  of  the  sixteenth 

and  aerentoonth  years  of  Uer  Majesty's  reign, 
chapter  thirty-four,  the  following-  i)utie<  of 
Incoma  Tax  (that  is  to  say)  : 

For  ov<fry  Twenty  Shillings  of  the  anniukl 
value  or  amount  of  Property^  Proflta, 
and  Giiins  chargeable  under  Sohediilea 
(A),  (Ch  (D),  or  (E)  of  the  said  Act,  the 


Duty  01  One  Penny ; 

And  for  eyery  T 
annual  raluo  of 
Tenementa,    lUit^. 

3  0 


illiogs   of    the 

tiou  of  LftndR, 

utM^    and    Heri- 
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tagea  chargeable  under  Schedule  (B)  of 
the  eaid  Act,  the  Duty  of  One  Halfpenny ; 
Provided  alwuya,  That,  with  the  view  of  «e- 
Quring  the  additional  Duties  acd  affording  the 
proper  rights  of  deduction  in  respect  thereof  in 
thecoae  of  Dividends.  Interest,  or  other  annual 
flnma  due  or  payahle  half-yearly  or  quarterly  in 
the  oourae  of  the  said  year,  where  one  of  the 
half-yearly  pa\'tnent*  or  two  of  the  quarterly 
payments  shall  have  been  made,  the  other  half- 
yearly  pajTnent  or  quarterly  payments  ahall  be 
ohargtMi  with  the  additional  Duty  of  Two  Pence 
for  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  the  amount 
theireof ;  and  where  three  of  the  quarterly  pay- 
mentfl  shall  have  been  made,  the  other  quarterly 
payment  Bhall  be  charged  with  the  additional 
Duty  of  Four  Pence  for  every  Twenty  Shil- 
lings of  the  amount  thereof. 

**  Provided  alao^  That  the  charge  under  this 
Besolution  ehall  he  deemed  to  be  aatisied  by  an 
addition  of  one-fifth  of  the  amount  of  the 
Duties  aaaesaed  under  *  The  Customs  and  In* 
land  Revenue  Act,  18B4/'  to  such  amount,  and 
payment  of  such  addition  therewith.'*— {^Ifr. 
€hane*Uor  of  the  Exekeqwr,) 

LoED  GEOBGE  HAMILTON :  The 
BtatemeDt  made  bj  the  right  lion*  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchf^quer 
is  very  ebort ;  but  it  ie  of  so  startling  a 
nature  that  I  think  it  requires  instant 
commeot,  because,  taking  the  most  fa- 
vourable view  of  his  own  Estimates, 
we  eee  here  a  Liberal  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  pledged  to  peaces  economy, 
and  retrenchment,  coming  down  to  the 
House,  aad  admitting  a  deficiency  of 
nearly  £800,000.  When  the  original 
Estimates  of  Bevenue  were  before  tlie 
Committee,  in  connection  with  the 
Budget  of  the  present  year,  there  was 
a  unanimous  opinion  expressed  on  this 
eide  of  the  House,  in  which  I  certainly 

i'oined,  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
lad  not  made  sufficient  allowance  for 
contingencies  which  were  more  or  less 
certain  to  arise.  It  was  a  matter  of  al- 
most absolute  certainty  that  an  Expedi- 
tion of  some  kind  or  other  would  have 
to  be  sent  to  Egypt  j  but  the  Govern- 
ment made  no  provision  for  such  an  Ex- 
pedition. We  have  the  high  authority 
of  the  Prime  Minister  for  believing  that 
nothing  is  more  inconvenient  to  trade 
and  commerce  than  to  bring  in  a  second 
Budget  in  the  middle  of  the  fioancial 
year ;  but  now,  when  trade  is  moat  de- 
pressed, down  comes  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exfhequer, 
just  when  the  trading  communities  htAve 
made  their  arrangements  to  meet  the 
financial  burdens  of  the  year,  with  an 
addition  of  2d.  to  the  Income  Tax  for 
the  last  half-year.  But,  unsatihfactory 
as  this  18,  it  is  not  all     Meagre  as  the 


statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is,  and  unsatisfactory  as  the  main  out- 
lines of  it  are,  I  very  much  fear  that  a 
much  more  unsatisfactory  statement  wil 
have  to  be  made  a  few  months  hence. 
There  is  not  a  single  man  in  the  Houael 
who  believes  that  the  Estimates,  large 
as  they  are,  which  have  been  presented 
by  the  Government,  will  in  any  way  be 
sufficient.    I  cannot  understand  how  any 
Government,   with  a  knowledge  of  the 
magnitude  of  the  Expedition  they  are 
sending  out  np  the  Nile,  oould  present 
Estimates   of   so   small   a  character  as 
£1,000,000.     It  is  perfectly  clear  tba 
the  object   has   been   not  to  cover  thi 
actual  expense,  but  to  give  the  Govern- 
ment a  plausible  excuse  for  increasing 
the   Income    Tax   by    \d.    only   during' 
the    present    year.      The    one    maxim^ 
which   the   Prime    Minister  is  always 
insisting  upon  is,  that  on   every   occa- 
sion  we  ought   to  square  our  account 
for   the    year,    and    that   there  is    nc 
greater    act    of    immorality    in    refer- 
ence to  finance  than  for  a  Government, 
deliberately,   with   their   eyes   open,  to 
present  a  Budget  witli  a  deficiency.  That 
was  the  one  solitary  remnant  left  of  the 
financial  policy  laid  down  by  the  Prime 
Minister  m  Mid  Lothian;  and  even  thatj 
has  now  gone,   I  think,  before  we  assent 
to  this  proposal,  we  ought  to  have  a  clear 
Estimate  of  what  our  liabilities  for  this 
year  will  probably  be,  and  what  our  Ex- 
penditure will  amount  to.    It  is  perfecti jj 
clear  that^  under   the  most  favourablo] 
Es-timates,  there  will  be  a  deficiency  of 
something  like  £1,000,000  for  the  pre- 
sent year.     The  Government  are  about 
to  propose  large  additional  Estimates  for 
the  Navy.     Where  is  the  money  to  come 
from  ?  Thwn  there  is  to  be  an  addition  to 
the  fortifications  used  for  the  proteotioai 
of  our  coaling  stations.      Where  is  ih^i 
money  to  come  from  ?    On  Tuesday  next 
the  House  is  to  have  a  statement  from , 
the  Prime  Minister  as  to  what  charge 
are  to  he  put  on  the  English  taxpayer*^ 
for  the   finances   of  Egypt^ — ^a   burden 
imposed  upon  the  trade  of  this  country 
in  order  to  support   the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  in  Egypt,  which  has 
practically  brought  that  country   to    a 
state  of  bankruptoy»     Under  those  cir- 
cumstances, I  say  that  when  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  comes  down  tOu 
the  House,  and  asks  for  power  to  inipo€t 
additional  taxation,  he  ought  to  gire  ut^ 
some  idea  of  the  liabilities  we  have  al* 
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ready  incurred.  We  have  heard  a  great 
deal  of  the  extra ragance  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment, Let  me  place  before  the  Com- 
mittee  a  Btatement  of  the  Expenditure 
of  the  present  Government.  They  com- 
menced with  an  initial  Expenditure  of 
£8D|000,000.  To  that  we  muat  add  the 
extra  receipts  of  the  previous  improve* 
ments  in  the  Revenue,  bringing  it  up  to 
£86,300,000.  A  further  addition  must 
be  made  of  thw  amount  paid  by  India  for 
Home  Establish  ments,  included  in  the  Re- 
venue of  the  previous  year,  which  brings 
the  total  Expenditure  ol  the  present  Go* 
vernment  to  £87,300,000.  That  ia  ex- 
elusive  of  the  Supplementary  Estimates. 
The  Committee  hae  aanctioned  Votes  to 
the  amount  of  £2,300,000  more,  so  that 
the  Expenditure  of  Her  Majesty *8  Go* 
vernment,  pledged  as  they  are  to  peace, 
retrenchment,  and  economy,  amounts 
this  year  to  the  enormoua  figure  of 
£89,600,000.  Now,  Sir,  these  are  start- 
ling figures  J  and  if  this  were  an  excep- 
tional year,  one  might  pass  them  by 
without  comment;  but  I  have  here  a 
Statistical  Abstract,  published  this  year» 
showing  the  Expenditure  during  the 
past  five  years,  and  I  find  that  this 
is  not  an  abnormal  year,  but  that 
every  year  Her  Majesty's  Oo vernment 
have  been  in  Office  the  Expenditure 
of  the  country  has  increased  at  an  un- 
paralleled rate.  If  the  Committee  will 
allow  me,  I  would  ask  their  attention 
for  a  moment  or  two  while  I  place 
before  them  the  enormous  dimensions 
which  the  Expenditure  during  the  past 
five  years  has  attained.  I  cannot  esti- 
mate what  the  actual  Expenditure  of 
this  year  will  be ;  but  I  assume  that  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  realizes  the  income 
which  he  has  estimated  that  he  will 
obtain^  and  adding  the  sums  previously 
paid  for  extra  receipts  on  behalf  of  the 
Army  and  Navy,  and  £1,000,000  paid 
for  the  Home  Establishments  in  connec- 
tion with  India,  the  Estimate  for  this 
yearns  Revenue  will  amount  to  upwards 
of  £89,000,000.  In  the  preceding  year, 
making  the  same  calculations,  and  in- 
cluding the  extra  receipts,  the  Expendi- 
ture was£S7,300,000;  about£87,000,000 
in  the  year  before  ;  about  £85,000,000  in 
the  year  before  that;  and  £82,000,000 
in  the  year  preceding.  Adding  the  Ex- 
penditure in  those  five  years  together,  I 
find  that,  since  the  present  Government 
have   been  in  Oifice,  should  the  Esti- 


mates of  the  present  year  be  confirmed, 
the  Expenditure  of  the  country  has 
amounted  to  the  enormous  sum  of  nearly 
£4;l6,000.000.  Now,  Sir,  the  late  Go- 
vernment were  turned  out  of  Office 
chiefly  because  the  nation  was  told  by 
the  Prime  Minister  that  they  had 
adopted  a  policy  so  expensive  that  it 
was  beyond  the  capacity  of  the  nation 
to  bear.  Well,  I  will  take  the  income 
of  the  last  five  years  the  Conservatives 
were  in  power,  and  I  find  that  it  only 
amounted  to  £399,000,000,  showing  a 
balance  against  the  present  Government 
of  £37,000,000.  But  there  are  two  de- 
ductions to  be  made  from  that.  I  give 
the  Government  credit,  at  the  present 
moment,  for  having  more  than  paid 
their  way.  I  make  an  allowance  on 
that  account  of  £1,500,000.  I  deduct 
that  sum  from  their  Expenditure,  and  I 
also  admit  that  we  failed  by  £6,500,000 
to  cover  our  Expenditure,  and  that  will 
increase  the  actual  income  we  received 
by  £6,500,000*  which  represents  a  failure 
of  income  during  the  five  3^eare  the  Cou' 
servative  Party  were  in  power.  Allow- 
ing, therefore,  £1,500,000  for  the  Liberal 
surplus  and  £6,500,000  for  Conservative 
deficiencies,  it  will  still  he  found  that 
the  income  which  the  Government  have 
received  during  the  last  five  years  is 
£29,000,000  over  and  above  that  re- 
ceived by  their  Predecessors  in  their 
^VB  years  of  OlEee.  Their  Expenditure, 
taking  the  most  moderate  estimate,  Ima 
been  more  than  £29,000,000  above  that 
of  the  Conservative  Party.  It  has  been 
asserted  on  Liberal  platforms,  and  by 
the  Prime  Minister  in  Mid  Lothian,  that 
the  increased  Expenditure  has  been 
owing  to  the  Government  having  to  pay 
the  debts  of  their  Predecessors. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  spoke  of  the 
engagements  inherited  from  our  Prede- 
cessors* 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON :  It  is 
quite  possible  for  the  late  Government 
to  assert  that  if  the  difi"ereut  and  proper 
arrangements  they  had  made  in  Afghan- 
istan and  in  connection  with  Eastern 
atfairs  had  been  completely  carried  out 
by  their  Successors,  things  might  pos- 
sibly not  have  been  placed  in  so  un- 
favourable a  position  when  they  came 
into  Office.  Therefore,  I  think  they 
can  afford  to  leave  out  of  the  pre- 
sent discussion  the  engagements  which 
they  inherited  from  their  Predecessors  . 
but  the  present  Government  have  spent' 
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during^  five  years  of  Office,  £29,000,000 
more  than  was  spent  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment during  their  five  years'  tenure  of 
Office.     It  is  asserted  tnat  this  is  due, 
to  a  very  large  extent,  to  their  paying 
off  the  debts  of  their  Predecessors,  and 
that  the  increase  arises  from  the  annual 
increase  of  the  charges  in  reference  to 
the  reduction  of    the    National   Debt. 
Now,  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  University  of   London    (Sir  John 
Lubbock)  has  for  some  time  past  pro- 
mulgated that  theory;  but  he  has  moved 
for  a  Return  which  annihilates  it.     If 
he  will  take  the  trouble  to  look  at  that 
Beturn,  which  shows  all  the  payments 
made  on  behalf  of  the  National  Debt 
during  the  last  10  years,  he  will  find 
that  we  paid  £135,000,000,   and   that 
Her  Majesty's  present  Government  have 
paid  £140,000.000,  making:  a  difference 
of  £5,000,000  only.     Well,  I  give  the 
(Government  the  full  credit  and  benefit 
of  that  difference  of  £5,000,000,  and 
also  of  the  £3,750,000  paid  to  India  on 
account  of  the  Afghan  War,  and,  de- 
ducting those  sums  from  the  £29,000,000 
I  have  alluded  to  as  their  excessive  Ex- 
penditure, there  still  remains  upwards 
of    £20,000,000   to  be  accounted   for; 
and  I  assert,  and  I  challenge  contradic- 
tion, that  the  whole  of  that  £20,000,000 
is  entirely  due  to  increased  Expenditure 
connected   with  the   Army,  Navy,  and 
Civil  Services,  or,  in  other  words,  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  who  came 
in  power  to  practice  economy  and   to 
reverse  the  extravagant  measures  of  their 
Predecessors,    in   five   years    have   ex- 
pended an  average  of  £4,000,000   per 
annum  more  than  the  late  Ministry  did. 
These  are  startling  facts,  and,  unfortu- 
nately, there  are  symptoms  which  indi- 
cate at  the  present  moment  that  the  Re- 
venue has  lost  much  of  its  elasticity ;  and 
for  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  the 
Income  Tax  it  is  showing  signs  of  going 
back,  or,  at  any  rate,  of  being  deprived 
of  that  progress  which  haa  distinguished 
it  in  past  years.     Under  these  circum- 
stances, it  may  be  asked.  What  are  we 
to  do  ?  I  suppose  we  have  no  alternative 
but  to  annent  to  the  proposal  of  Her  Ma- 
jestv's  Government.     When  the  Prime 
Minister  was  in  Mid  Lothian,  he  set  up 
a  defence  on  behalf  of  the  Expenditure 
of  his  Government.  I  read  that  defence, 
which  was  a  very  ingenious  one,  with 
the  care  and  attention  which  everything 
that  falls  from  the  right  hon.  GFenUeman 
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deserves  to  receive ;  bat  it  most  nnqnes- 
tionably  involves  heretical  principles 
in  regard  to  finance,  and  absolutely 
immoral  arithmetic.  Allow  me  to  ex- 
plain what  I  mean.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  for  the  purpose  of  defend- 
ing the  Expenditure  of  Her  Majors 
Government,  laid  down  certain  doctrines, 
which  I  contend  that  both  sides  of  the 
House  ought  at  once  emphatically  to  re- 
pudiate. He  deducted  from  hia  Expen- 
diture the  amount  by  which  the  National 
Debt  has  been  reduced  during  the  time 
the  present  Government  have  been  in 
Office.  He  deducted  that  from  the  Ex- 
penditure, and  because  the  amount  by 
which  the  National  Debt  had  been  re- 
duced was  greater  during  his  term  of 
Office  than  during  the  term  of  the  late 
Government,  the  right  hon.  GoitlemaB 
went  on  to  argue,  before  his  audience, 
that  his  Expenditure  had  been  less  than 
that  of  the  late  Government.  I  maintain 
that  that  is  a  most  dangerous  and  im- 
moral doctrine,  because  nearly  the  whole, 
if  not  the  whole,  of  that  redaction  of 
Debt,  took  place  under  the  automatic 
operation  of  the  system  of  Terminable 
Annuities.  When  filling  the  Office  of 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  beside  me  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  pointed  out  more  than  once 
the  efi<ect  of  the  operation,  and  showed 
that,  while  reducing  the  Debt,  they  be- 
gan, at  the  same  time,  to  incur  fresh  lia- 
bilities. The  Prime  Minister  has  set  up 
his  argument  on  a  doctrine  which  1 
never  heard  advanced  before  by  a  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer— namely,  that 
he  got  no  benefit  from  the  Terminable 
Annuities  set  up  bv  his  Predecessors. 

Mr.    GLADSTONE:    What    is    the 
noble  Lord  quoting  from  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  I  am 
speaking  only  from  my  memory,  and  I 
want  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whe- 
ther he  endorses  the  doctrine  set  up  by 
the  Prime  Minister,  because  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  resuscitated  the 
system  of  setting  up  Terminable  Annui- 
ties, and  the  sole  object  of  setting  up 
Terminable  Annuities  is  for  the  purpose 
of  reducing  Debt.  The  amount  set  apart 
for  the  purpose  of  the  Debt,  in  order 
that  an  annual  reduction  may  take 
place,  is,  no  doubt,  independent  of  the 
Expenditure  in  connection  with  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Civil  Servioe;  and  no 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,   or  any 
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Member  of  the  Government,  haa,  I  be- 
lieve, attempted  to  justify  any  exoesaive 
Expenditure  by  the  plea  that,  under  the 
autumatic  process  of  Terminable  Anoui* 
ties,  there  was  an  iaerease  in  the  amount 
of  Debt  paid  off.  If  that  priaciple  is 
allowed  to  prevail,  we  should  derive  no 
advantage  from  the  extinction  of  Ter- 
minable Annuities,  because  the  Kxptin- 
diture  on  the  Army,  Navy^  and  Civil 
Service  would  be  increased  to  an  equiva- 
lent amount.  The  Return  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Lou- 
don obtaioed  puts  that  point  in  the  clearL*8t 
possible  manner.  Take  two  periods — say, 
1874  and  1884.  The  aonuaJ  charge  for 
the  total  service  of  the  Debt  in  the  fir<^t 
year  was  £26,100,000  J  but  the  amount 
which,  under  the  automatic  process  of 
Terminable  Ann m ties,  was  paid  oE 
yearly,  was  £3,100,000.  Ten  years 
later,  in  1884,  the  total  charge  for  the 
Debt,  including  the  Sinking  Fund, 
was  £28,100,000,  or  an  increase  of 
£2,000,000  ;  but,  by  the  automatic  pro- 
cess of  Terminable  Annuities,  no  less 
than  £6,700,000  will  be  paid  off,  and 
the  Prime  Minister,  in  Mid  Lothian, 
credited  himself  with  the  difference  in 
oharga,  and  with  the  increased  amount 
of  Terminable  Annuities  paid  off,  be- 
cause they  were  approaching  termina- 
tion. What  I  contend  is  that  he  had  no 
right  whatever  to  do  that,  or  to  set  up 
the  doctrine  that  because,  under  the 
process  of  Terminable  Annuities,  they 
are  still  reducing  Debt,  that,  therefore, 
they  are  entitled  to  the  same  amount  to 
increase  the  National  Expenditure  on 
the  Army,  Navy,  and  Civil  Service. 
[Mr.  Qladstone  dissented.]  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  shakes  his  head.  I  see 
that  he  does  not  like  the  practical  appli- 
cation of  his  own  theory. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  :  I  only  want  the 
noble  Lord  to  be  a  little  more  accurate  in 
the  statement  he  makes.  I  distinctly  de- 
clined to  say  that  I  was  satistied  with 
the  state  of  the  Expenditure.  So  far  from 
Betting  up  any  theory  of  the  kind  im- 
puted to  me,  I  never  said  anything  of 
the  sort. 

LoBJ>  GEORGE  HAMII.TON  :  That 
has  nothing  to  do  with  my  point,  or  my 
argument.  I  do  not  suppose  that  the 
Prime  Minister  is  alone  in  his  dissatis- 
faction at  the  state  of  the  Expenditure. 
I  venture  to  say  that  there  is  not  a 
single  person  in  the  country  who  dues 
not  agree  with  him.     I  have  his  speech 


1866 

here.  He  began  by  warning  those  be 
addressed  to  be  on  their  guard  a  gainst 
the  Tories,  and  he  concluded  by  saying 
that  he  had  laid  the  figures  before  Lia 
audience,  bnd  thathe  challenged  any  man 
to  shake  them  or  deny  their  correctnesa. 
All  I  am  doing  now  is  to  submit  the 
figures  of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  to  a 
fair  criticism.  The  argument  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  used  was  that,  deduct- 
ing fi-om  the  Expenditure  the  amount  of 
Debt  paid  off  during  the  time  he  has 
been  in  Office— beeause  the  L>ebt  waa 
le«s  than  during  the  time  the  late  Mi- 
nistry were  in  Office — he  was  entitled  to 
contend  that  therefore  his  Expenditure 
was  less.     But  the  reason  why  he  paid 

00  more  was  because  certain  Terminable 
Annuities  were  approaching  their  termi- 
nation, and  they  were  handed  over  to 
him  at  the  time  the  present  Government 
came  into  Office.  It  did  not  involve  any 
fresh  charge;  but  the  operation  uf  those 
Annuities  undoubtedly  did  diminish 
annually,  to  an  increased  amount,  the 
principal  of  the  National  Debt,     Then, 

1  say«  that  if  the  Prime  Minister  is  justi- 
fied in  setting  up  his  theory,  he  might 
deduct  from  his  annual  Expenditure  the 
amount  by  which,  under  Terminable 
Annuities,  the  Debt  is  annually  reduced ; 
and,  in  that  case,  there  ought  to  be  an 
end  to  the  system  oi  Terminable  Annui- 
ties altogether^  so  as  not  to  allow  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  or  the 
Prime  Minister  to  set  up  a  doctrine  so 
dangerous  and  detrimental  to  economy 
as  that  which  the  Prime  Minister  waa 
pleased  to  present  to  bis  Mid  Lothian 
constituents*  I  will  deal  with  only  one 
other  point.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
deducted  from  the  comparative  Eipendi* 
tore  of  the  present  and  the  late  Govern- 
ments the  cost  of  collecting  the  Revenue. 
Why  should  he  deduct  the  coat  of  col- 
lecting the  Eevenue?  We  keep  up 
such  large  establishments  of  the  Army 
and  Navy,  for  the  purpose  of  protecting 
the  He  venue,  and  we  maintain  another 
establishment— the  Civil  Service — for 
the  purpose  of  collecting  it.  If  we  de- 
duct one,  why  should  we  not  deduct  the 
other  ?  The  cost  of  collection  and  of 
protection  are  both  dead  charge  upon 
the  lie  venue ;  and  the  reason  why  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  deducted  the  cost 
of  collecting  the  Hevenue  was  becauae 
the  coat  was  greater  under  the  jpresent 
Government  than  under  the  late  Govern- 
ment,  and  if  he  had  included   it   the 
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figures  would  not  have  come  out  as  he 
wished  them.  There  was  one  Bentimont 
whioh  the  Prime  Minister  gave  utter- 
aDce  to  in  Mid  Lothian  which  was  a 
very  admirable  one— namely,  that  it  was 
the  policy  of  the  Government  that  regu- 
lated the  Expenditure.  What  I  want  to 
know  is,  what  the  policy  of  the  Cfovern- 
ment  has  been  in  reg^ulating'  this  Expen- 
diture, which  ift  the  lar^jest  Expenditure 
we  have  ever  known  ?  We  are  now  aaked 
to  sanction  the  means  of  sending  out  two 
Expeditions,  one  to  South  Afriua  and 
the  other  to  the  North  of  Africa.  I  do 
not  propose  to  tronch  upon  the  discus- 
sion which  unquestionably  will  arise, 
both  as  regards  the  Expedition  to  South 
Africa,  as  well  as  that  to  the  Soudan, 
and  in  regard  to  the  arrangement  of 
affairs  by  Her  Majesty*©  Government. 
But  I  recollect  that,  two  years  ago,  when 
Lord  Derby  was  asked  to  put  an  end  to 
certain  outrages  which  had  taken  place 
in  Bechuanaland,  the  noble  Lord  gave 
a  characteristic  reply.  He  said — *' What 
will  it  cost  ?  It  will  cost  more  than  the 
fee  simple  of  the  whole  country  is 
worth."  Has  the  fee  simple  of  land 
in  Bechuanaland  increased  so  largely 
that  HerMajesty^e  Government  are  now 
justified  in  sending  out  an  Expedition? 
Again,  they  are  sending  out  another 
Expedition  to  Egypt  to  bring  home 
three  distinguished  officers  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  at  Khartoum,  two 
of  whom  have,  unfortunately,  been  mur- 
dered since  the  Expedition  was  decided 
upon.  I  cannot  help  recollecting  that  not 
more  than  two  years  ago,  when  General 
Hicks  asked  for  assistance,  a  mocking 
reply  was  sent  out  to  our  Representative 
to  this  effect — '*Eeport  quickly  the  opi- 
nion of  Her  Majeaty*8  Government,  but 
take  care  to  give  no  advice.'*  Now»  how- 
ever, the  Khedive  is  threatened  with  a 
plethora  of  advice,  and  one  of  the  most 
important  of  Her  Majesty *9  Ministers 
has  been  sent  out  in  order  that  he  may 
advise  his  Oolleaguee  as  to  the  best 
course  to  be  followed.  I  think  it  would 
have  been  a  better  and  a  more  simple 
process  for  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  have  given  their  directions  straight 
to  their  Representatives  in  Egypt,  There 
was  a  remarkable  statement  published, 
not  long  ago,  by  those  who  were  spe- 
cially appointed  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  inquire  into  the  condition 
of  Egyptian  finance,  and  I  think  the 
Government  will  do  well  to  bear  it  mind. 
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The  statement  was  that  there  is  a  law  im , 
Egypt  by  which  every  Egyptian  subjeol 
sent  to  the  Soudan  is  entitled,  if  wounded, ' 
to  a  pension  •,  and  if  killed,  his  family  are 
entitled  to  remuneration.  This  report 
states  that  in  consequence  of  the  opera- 
tions in  the  Soudan  there  are  no  less  than 
40,000  persons  or  families  entitled  to 
pensions  from  the  Egyptian  Government* 
I  do  not  say  that  all  these  40,000  per- 
sons lost  their  lives,  or  were  wounded 
through  the  negligence  of  Her  Majesty *s 
Government ;  but,  unquestionably,  most 
of  them  have,  and  the  result  is,  that  not 
only  has  a  serious  amount  of  life  been 
sacrificed,  but  that  an  enormous  tax  he 
been  inflicted  upon  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment, whioh  it  is  altogether  unable 
to  bear,  and  it  will  have  to  be,  in 
some  shape  or  other,  transferred  to  the 
shoulders  of  the  English  taxpayeraj 
[  Crien  o/ '  *  No  !  "]  Well,  we  shall  ee^. 
My  impression  is  that  some  suoh  pro- 
posal will  have  to  be  made  to  Parlia- 
ment I  have  stated  the  reason  why  I 
rose  to  take  part  in  this  discussion  \  and 
I  hope  we  shall  have,  on  the  port  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  if  not  a  repudiation  of 
the  words  he  is  reported  to  have  used  in 
Mtd  Lothian,  at  any  rate  an  emphatio 
repudiation  of  the  doctrine  which  they 
conveyed. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  My  point 
that  the  sums  paid  for  the  reduction  ol 
Debt  might  be  deducted  from  the  ulti- 
mate Expenditure, 

LoED  GEOEGE  HAMILTON:  That 
is  not  exactly  the  point.     What  I  main^ 
taia  is,  that  if  you  set  up  Terminable 
Annuities,  annually  increasing  in  amount, 
you  have  no   right  to  deduct  the  prin- 
cipal so  reduced  from  your  annual  Ex- 
penditure.    I  say  that  if  you  do  deduct 
it — and  I  understand  the  Prime  Minister 
to  say  it  may  be  deducted  from  the  Expen-  , 
diture — any  Minister,  by  adopting  such  i  ~ 
process,  could  make  his  figures  less  than 
another  Minister  who  had  been  in  Offio 
under    less    favourable    circumstances^^ 
That  is  what  the  Prime  Minister  stated 
at  Mid  Lothian,  and  I  am  convinced  tha 
on  no  other  occasion    except  upon  th« 
hustings  would  the  Prime  Minister  hav 
repeated    that   doctrine.       Although 
sympathize  very  much  with  the  uofor-  ' 
timate  taxpayers  who  will  have  to  paj 
this  extra  2d.  in  the  pound  Income  Tax  ii 
one  sense,  I  trust  that  this  extra  tropoai^ 
tion  of  taxation  will  bear  good  fruit.     It 
will  bring  home  to  everyone  what  is  the 
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poet  and  the  prioe  of  a  policy  of  per- 
petual vacillation.  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
vernnient  have  had  great  advantages. 
They  have  had  the  largest  majority  ever 
known  ;  they  are  led  by  the  ablest  Par- 
liamentary tactician  it  is  pOBsible  for  the 
House  to  possees.  Yet  what  have  they 
done?  They  have  eucoeeded^  by  their 
foreign  and  Colonial  policy,  in  lowering 
the  reputation  and  in  endangering  the 
interests  of  the  country  in  every  direc- 
tion. [Crwj  of  *•  No  !  *']  I  say  '*  Yes  ;  " 
and,  in  accocnpliahing  this  unlucky  re- 
suit,  they  have  succeeded  in  wasting 
more  money  and  in  sacrificing  raorelives 
than  the  moat  aggressive  of  their  Prede- 
oessors.  I  hop^  the  sharpness  and  tin- 
pleasantness  of  the  lesson  will  not  be 
forgotten  by  the  country,  and  that  it 
will  bring  home  to  the  country  this 
fact — that,  in  the  admin  is  tration  of  an 
Empire  like  that  of  England,  there 
is  no  policy  so  ruinous  and  expensive  as 
that  whioh  is  dictated  not  by  natural 
exigencies,  but  by  the  internal  discords 
of  the  political  Party  which  happens  for 
the  time  being  to  be  Office. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  said,  that  when  he 
had  the  honour  of  bringing  under  the 
notice  of  the  House  a  Resolution  in 
favour  of  a  reduction  of  National  Ex- 
penditure! he  was  anxious  to  avoid,  as 
far  as  he  oould,  any  comparison  between 
Oooaervative  and  Liberal  finance;  and  he 
had  urged  then,  as  he  ventured  to  urge 
now,  that  what  the  Committee  had  to 
consider  in  regard  to  the  Expenditure  of 
the  country  was,  not  how  it  could  pro- 
mote Party  interests  or  throw  responsi- 
bility on  one  Party  or  the  other^  but 
whether  the  position  in  which  the 
country  was  placed  was  such  as  to  he 
advantageous  to  the  public  or  satisfac- 
tory to  the  taxpayer.  He  did  not  pro- 
pose to  follow  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  into  the  re- 
marks he  had  made,  and  especially  into 
those  in  which,  in  adverting  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Crentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the  noble 
Lord  had  attempted  to  show  that  the 
present  Government  had  been  much 
more  extravagant  than  their  Predeces- 
sors ;  nor  would  he  venture  to  enter  into 
the  wider  field  the  noble  Lord  had 
opened  up,  as  to  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vern ment  in  reference  to  high  matters  of 
poliuy  in  Egypt  and  South  Africa.  He 
(Mr.  Rylands)  took  it  for  granted  that 
all  those  matters  would  come  before  the 
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HouRe  in  a  legitimate  manner,  when 
they  could  be  discussed,  as  no  doubt 
they  ought  to  he  di&cussed,  in  refor*»nce 
to  all  their  bearings  on  the  adminiBtra- 
tion  of  the  country,  and  in  the  interests 
of  the  taxpayers  at  large.  He  had  not 
been  surprised  at  the  nature  of  the  pro- 
posal made  to  the  Committee  that  even- 
ing by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  No  hon. 
Member  could  feel  surprised »  after  hav* 
ing  seen  the  Government  following  so 
closely  in  the  footsteps  of  their  Predet'ca- 
sors,  that  now,  in  the  month  of  Novem- 
ber, in  utter  disregard  of  the  doctrine 
that  there  should  only  be  one  Budget  in 
the  course  of  the  year,  the  House  of 
Commons  should  be  called  upon  to  make 
provision  for  two  Budgets,  They  were 
to  have  fresh  taxation.  What  was  it 
for  ?  He  fully  admitted,  with  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, that  if  they  were  to  have  fresh 
taxation,  it  would  be  intolerable  to  im- 
pose it  in  the  way  of  indirect  taxation. 
He  believed  the  Committee  would  fully 
ooncur  in  that  view ;  but  was  it  not  a 
fact,  and  was  it  not  felt  throughout  the 
country  to  be  a  fact,  that  the  owners  of 

Erecarious  incomes  were  unjustly  treated 
y  the  imposition  of  the  Income  Tax  7 
Could  anybody  cMjntend  that  real  property 
was  fairly  treated  in  regard  to  taxation  ? 
[6Vw*  of  **  Yes  !  "]  How  about  the  pro- 
bate duty  ?  Was  it  not  a  fact  that 
millions  of  taxation  were  imposed  upon 
the  earnings  of  the  industrious  portions 
of  the  community  in  taxes,  while  the 
most  stable  property  of  the  community 
escaped  ?  Had  not  the  Prime  Minister 
admitted,  in  Mid  Lothian,  the  injustice — 
and  they  all  believed  it  to  be  an  in* 
justice^— inflicted  upon  those  who  had  a 
precarious  income  by  the  imposition  of 
the  Income  Tax,  and  yet  thing^^  were 
allowed  to  drift  on,  and  no  eti*ort  was 
made  to  remedy  that  injustice.  And 
now,  at  a  time  of  grievous  commercial 
depression — at  a  time  when  capital  was 
receiving  a  very  miserable  return — often 
no  return  at  all ;  when  every  trade  and 
every  industry  was  suffering,  the  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  make  the  burden 
still  heavier.  [An  hon.  Memorr:  Free 
Trade.]  He  declined  to  be  any  party  to 
the  raising  of  that  question.  But  he 
must  say  t bat  at  such  a  time  as  this,  for 
the  Government  to  come  down  to  give 
another  turn  of  the  screw,  at  a  period  oC 
great  depression^  and  at   a  time  when 
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the  xDJuetioe   in  the  mode    of    levying 
taxation   was   left    without  a    remedy, 
would,   he  was  satisfied,  be  productive 
of  great  irritation  and  annoyance  to  the 
country.     He  would    only    remind  the 
House  that,  at  a  period  when,  on  every 
ground »  people  of  this  country  ought  to 
be  dealt  with  leniently  on  the  score  of 
taxation  and  expenditure,  it  was  pro* 
posed  to  increase  their  burdens.     Hod. 
Gentlemen  opposite  talked  about  local 
burdens ;    and,    no    doubt,    they    were 
quite   right  in   asserting    that,    at  the 
present    moment,    the   people    of    this 
country    were    bearing     an    pnormous 
burden  in  the  shape  of  local  expendi- 
ture, not  only  for  what  they  wanted  for 
themselves  at  the  present  moment*  but 
for  the  deficiencies  of  their  Predecessors^ 
[6Vi>j  of  **  No  !  '^]     That  was  certainly 
the  fact.     Were  not  the  present  genera- 
tion improving  the  sewerage  and  sani- 
tary arrangements  of  the    towns,    and 
building  schools,  and  carrying  out  other 
local  improvements  which  their  ances- 
tors had  neglected.     These  works  were 
being  done  now,   and  the  people  were 
taking    the    burden    of    making    per- 
manent improvements  upon  their  own 
shoulders  for  the    benefit  of   posterity. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  knew  perfectly 
well  that  the  localities  were  not  only  dis- 
charging duties  which  belonged  to  their 
Predecessors,  but  that  they  were  bearing 
burdens  for  the  relief  of  their  Successors, 
And  what  was  the  time  when  this  addi- 
tional burden    was   proposed  ?     It  was 
imposed  at  a  moment  when  no  relief  of 
taxation  was  attempted  by  reducing  in- 
direct tax  at  ion  I  and  when  no  attempt  was 
made,  by  diminution  of  taxation,  to  gi^e  \ 
a  stimulus  to  the  industry  of  the  country. 
It  was  at  such  a  moment  that  Her  Ma-  | 
jesty's  Government  brought  in  measures 
for  paying  off  the  National  Debt ;   and  , 
this  very  year,  when  we  were  paying  ' 
£7,000,(JOD  towards  the  reduction  of  the  | 
National  Debt,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment came  down  and  proposed  to  place 
ii&on  the  shoulders  of  the  taxpayers  an 
additional  burden  to  be  raised  by  this 
most  objectionable  system  of  taxation. 
Of  ODurse,  he  protested  against  it.     He 
believed  the  Expenditure  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  was  altogether  un- 
justifiable.   The  fact  that  he  sat  on  that 
aide  of  the  House  would  never  induce 
him  to  support  Her  Majesty^s  Govern- 
ment in  an  Expenditure  which  he  be- 

Mr.  Eylands 


lieved  to  be  unwarrantable*     No  doubt, 
some  persons  said  it  was   a  matter  of 
policy,  and  that  a  great  deal  of  the  Ex- 
penditure of  the  country  absolutely  de- 
pended on  such  policy.     What  was  it, 
however,  that  bis  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  to  binx 
(Mr.  Rylands)  in  regard  to  the  Motion 
for  a  reduction  of  Expenditure  which  he 
had  brought  forward  last  Session  ?    His 
right   hon.    Friend   told  him   that   the 
Treasury   were   most   carefully  investi- 
gating various  bx^anches  of  Expenditure 
with   a   view   to  secure  economy.      He 
(Mr.  Eylands)  had  seen  no  evidence  of 
the   result   of    any   such   investigation. 
On  the  contrary,  the  Ex[>enditure  bad 
gone  on  increasing,    and  he  had  seea 
great  branches  of  Expenditure,  in  which 
he  believed  there  was  enormous  waatd 
of  money,   continued   without  any   at- 
tempt   being    made,    permanently,     to 
grapple  with  the  evil.   They  were  about 
to  have  in  their  hands  a  most  impor- 
tant Beport  from  a  Departmental  Com- 
mittee in  regard  to  the  Dockyards.     He 
had   no   doubt   that   very   considerable 
economy  might  be  etfected  in   the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Dockyards,  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  they  wanted  more 
ships  aud  greater  naval  power.     It  waa 
admitted,  even  by  those  who  were  in- 
terested in  the  matter,  that  the  Dock- 
yard  system   was  a  most  extravagant 
and   inefficient    system.      In    point    of 
fact,  he  had  been  told  by  a  Member  of 
the  Committee  on  the  other  aide  of  the 
House — a  man  of  the  highest  position, 
character,  judgment,  and  experience^ 
that,    in   his    opinion,    at   least  20  per 
cent  might  be  saved  in  the  cost  of  ad- 
ministering the  Dockyards.     The  result, 
if  the  Expenditure  was  20  per  cent  higher 
than  it  ought  to  be — and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  it  was,  from  his  own  personal  know- 
ledge of  manufacturing  operations —  there 
was  a  waste  of  at  least  £  1 ,  OiiO,  000,  or  even 
£2,000,000   a-year,  in  connection   with 
the  Dockyards ;   and  as  this  waste  had 
been  going  on  lor  many  years,  the  ox- 
erois©  of  greater  economy  would  have 
provided  the  country  with  a  con  aid  er- 
able  number  of   good  iron-clads.     But 
the  extravagant  expenditure  of  money 
stiU  went  on.     What  were  the  Govern- 
ment doing  in  order  to  stop  it?      No- 
thing  whatever.      But    although   they 
failed  to  do  anything  to  reduce  the  ex- 
penditure in  those  branches  of  thd  Do- 
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partment  where  it  was  now  excessive,  or 
to  provent  the  waste  of  £1, 000,000  or 
£2,000,000  per  annum*  they  came  down 
noWj  aad  asked  the  ComtDittee  for  1^. 
additional  Income  Tax,  No  duubt,  the 
Ci>mmittee  would  grant  it.  Commit tet^s 
of  Supply  and  Ways  and  Means  always 
granted  this  kind  of  taxation,  and  never 
took  into  consideration  how  tho  people 
were  enflering.  He  was  sorry  to  see 
that  that  was  a  point  which  Lis  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer never  realized.  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister and  his  right  hon.  Friend  con- 
stantly boasted  of  their  surpluses,  aod 
took  pride  to  themselves  and  to  the  Go- 
vernment for  the  fact  that  there  was  a 
surplus.  They  were  constantly  inform- 
ing the  House  that  they  always  had  a 
surplus ;  that  they  had  done  this  and 
that  out  of  the  surplus ;  and  that  they 
had  paid  certain  sums  out  of  the  surplus. 
But  where  did  the  surplus  cotne  from? 
The  Government  did  not  manufacture  it. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  by  some  ad- 
ministrative legerdemain,  could  manage 
to  produce  a  large  surplus  without  going 
to  the  pockets  of  the  people  of  the 
coiiDtry  he  would  be  the  moat  admirable 
and  charming  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer who  had  ever  sat  on  the  Treasury 
Bench.  Unfortunately,  the  right  hen. 
Gentleman  did  not  profess  to  get  a  sur- 
plus  in  any  other  way  than  by  taking  it 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  taxpayers  of 
the  country.  What  did  that  money  re- 
present? There  were  millions  of  men 
in  this  country  who,  whenever  they 
wanted  additional  capital  in  order  to 
carry  on  their  industrial  enterprizes, 
had  to  pay  6,  8,  or  10  per  cent  for 
it ;  and,  nevertheless,  the  Government 
took  out  of  the  pockets  of  these  poor  men 
a  certain  proportion  of  that  capital 
which  they  were  not  going  to  use  for 
the  service  of  tbe  nation,  but  which 
would  remain  as  a  surplus  to  clear  oS 
their  debts.  In  reality  they  were  clear- 
ing off  the  obligations  of  the  country  by 
money  taken  from  the  pockets  of  people 
to  whom  it  was  worth  from  5  to  10  per 
cent,  when  they  were  quite  able  to  clear 
off  their  obligations  by  money  raised  at 
3  per  cent.  What  on  earth  could  be 
the  justification  of  such  a  policy?  Ho 
must  say  that  he  entertained  an  earnest 
hope  that  the  Franchise  Question  would 
soon  be  out  of  the  way ;  because,  so  long 
as  it  stood  in  the  way,  neither  the  House 


of  Commons  nor  the  country  would  de- 
vote their  attention  to  any  other  ques- 
tion. He  maintained  that  there  wei^ 
many  other  matters  to  which  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  and  of  the  country 
ought  to  be  turned,  and  one  of  the  most 
urgent  was  that  which  concerned  the 
Expenditure  of  the  country,  the  obliga- 
tions of  the  country,  and  the  imposition 
of  burdens  upon  the  people  in  the  shape 
of  taxation.  He  had  constantly  spoken 
in  that  House  against  the  extravagant 
Expenditure  of  the  Government.  He 
know  tho  feeling  of  a  great  body  of 
the  ratepayers,  and  he  was  perfectly 
satisfied  that  sooner  or  later,  whichever 
Party  was  extravagant  and  imposed 
undue  burdens  upon  the  country,  would 
be  called  to  account  by  the  taxpayers, 
and  no  mere  comparison  between  Con- 
servative and  Liberal  finance  would  be 
a  sufficient  answer  to  the  complaint  of 
the  people.  On  the  contrary,  the  people 
would  express  their  opinions  in  unan- 
swerable language,  and  they  would  show 
by  their  votes  that  their  complaint  was 
agaiost  the  undue  and  unnecessary  bur- 
den of  taxation.  He  was  glad  to  hear 
from  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  from 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  acted  as 
his  Colleagues,  particularly  from  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Middlesex 
(Lord  George  Hamilton),  and  ^om 
other  leading  Members  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Party,  that  they  were  in  favour  of 
economizing  the  National  Expenditure. 
They  appeared  anxious  to  show  that  in 
regard  to  the  Public  Expenditure  they 
were  not  as  bad  as  they  were  thought  to 
be,  nor  as  bad  as  other  people.  He 
(Mr.  Ey lands)  had  always  been  struck, 
however,  by  the  fact  that  their  perfor- 
mances were  very  different  from  their 
promises;  and  that,  although  they  pro* 
fessed  economy  in  reference  to  the  Ex* 
penditure  of  the  country,  they  failed  to 
show  it  in  their  acts.  It  had  been  said 
that  **  Hypocrisy  was  the  homage  which 
vice  paid  to  virtue ; "  and  they  had  at 
least  the  satisfaction  of  seeing,  from  what 
might  be  called  the  financial  hypocrisy 
of  the  Front  Benches,  that  whilst  main- 
taining excessive  expenditure,  leading 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
still  recognized  the  demands  of  public 
opinion  in  favour  of  national  eco- 
nomy. He  had  no  intention  of  op- 
posing the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chanoellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer;   but    ho   could  not   help   re- 
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gretting  tliat  the  Qovemment  had  not 
endeavoured  to  solve  the  present  diffi- 
culty in  some  other  way.  Ha  regretted 
extremely  that,  at  that  time  of  the  year, 
the  Government  had  not  eeen  their  way 
to  throw  this  additional  tax  upon  pro- 
perty, rather  than  upon  industrial  in- 
comes. He  should,  however,  have  felt 
6till  more  gratified  to  find  that  the  Go- 
vernment^ by  economical  administration, 
had  not  been  driven,  at  that  late  period 
of  the  year,  to  ask  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons  to  sanction  a  further  increase  of 
ta:xation. 

Mr,  GOEST  said,  be  wished  to  aak  a 
question,  because  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Excheq^uer  had  been  purposely  vague 
in  one  part  of  his  statement,  and  that 
the  right  hon,  Gontlemaa  had  not  put 
before  the  Committee  the  exact  finan- 
cial result  of  this  operation.  If  he 
rightly  understood  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  his  previous  Budget,  above 
any  provision  made  for  any  new  source 
of  expenditure,  left  him  with  a  surplus 
of  £106,000,  including  certain  Supple- 
mentary Estimates,  passed  in  the  pre* 
▼ious  year.  Apart  from  the  new  War 
Expenditure  they  were  now  called  upon 
to  incur,  there  was  a  small  surplus  of 
£  106,000.  He  understood  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say  that,  although  there 
might  be  a  small  inoreaseof  income  above 
the  Elstimate  before  them,  the  whole  of 
that  increase  would  be  swallowed  up  by 
some  Civil  Service  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates in  the  coming  Session. 

The  CHANOELLOE  of tkb EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  OniLDERs)  :  No.  What  I 
said  was  that  the  Civil  Service  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  to  be  proposed  in 
February  would  probably  be  met  by 
savings  on  other  Votes. 

Mr.  GOEST  asked  if  he  was  to  under- 
stand the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
that  there  would  be  a  small  estimated 
increase  of  income  available  for  meeting 
the  present  War  Expenditure  ?  If  that 
were  the  case,  would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tell  the  Committee  what  the 
amount  of  that  increase  would  be^  be- 
cauJ!e  otherwise  there  would  ho  no  means 
of  dealing  with  it  ?  So  far  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  condescended  to 
actual  figures,  he  had  not  met^  by  a 
good  deal,  the  increased  expenditure  the 
House  had  voted.  The  House  had  voted 
increased  expenditure  to  the  amount  of 
£2,349,000,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 

Mr,  Mylandt 


man  only  proposed  an  increased  taxation 
that  would  yield  £1,930,000,  leaving  a 
deficit  of  £419.000.  If  from  that  wa» 
deducted  the  surplus  of  £106,000,  whioh  | 
existed  upon  the  former  Estimates,  the 
net  result  of  the  proposals  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  be  a  deficit  of 
£313,000.  The  question  he  wished  to 
ask  was,  whether  the  net  result  of  the 
various  Budget  proposals  was  that  thei 
country  was  left,  at  the  end  of  the 
financial  year,  with  a  deficit  of  £313,000. 
If  that  were  not  so,  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  tell  the  House 
from  what  other  source  he  expected  to 
make  up  the  deficiencyj  and  what  the 
amount  of  such  increased  income  would 
be  upon  which  he  estimated  an  in- 
crease of  ordinary  taxation  equivalent  to 
£313,000.  The  Committee  ought  to  re- 
ceive that  information,  or  otherwiae  the 
Estimates  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  remain  in  a  hazy  form,  even  if 
they  did  not  result  in  a  positive  deficit. 
What  he  wished  to  have  an  explanation  | 
upon  waSf  whether  it  was  possible,  under 
the  proposals  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  as  they  stood,  to  meet  the  Ex- 
penditure of  the  year  out  of  the  income 
of  the  year? 

Mr.  H.  H,  fowler  said,  he  eym- 
pathized  a  great  deal  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  By  lands)  in 
reference  to  the  reduction  of  the  Ex- 
penditure of  the  country,  and  also  as  to 
the  desirability  of  the  economical  ques- 
tion being,  as  far  as  possible,  removed 
from  the  disputed  arena  of  Party  politics. 
But,  unfortunately,  the  noble  ix>rd  the 
Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord  George 
Hamilton),  who  opened  the  discussion, 
had  made  a  purely  Party  speech.  The 
noble  Lord  had  made  a  Party  attack 
upon  the  Government;  and,  not  content 
with  that,  he  had  supplemented  an 
attack  on  the  finance  of  the  Government 
with  another  attack  upon  their  foreign 
and  Ejjyptian  policy.  He  (Mr.  H,  H. 
Fowler)  found  no  fault  with  the  noble 
Lord  for  doing  that ;  but  he  proposed, 
for  a  moment  or  two,  to  answer  what  be 
might  call  the  fighting  portion  of  the 
noble  Lord's  speech,  totally  irrespective 
of  the  question  raised  by  the  hon.  and 
learaed  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.Gorst)* 
The  noble  Lord  credit v<d  Her  Majesty's 
Government  and  their  followers  with  the 
total  increase  of  theNationalExpenditure^ 
and  bad  trind,  with  great  effect,  to 
the  large  increase  in  the  total  Ezpenditur 
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of  the  country,  which  had  taken  place 
during  the  present  Adminietration,  to 
the  results  of  their  foreign  policy.  But 
he  (Mr.  H,  H.  Fowler)  had  oh&erved  in 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lortl^  what  he 
had  often  noticed  in  the  speeohee  of  Con- 
servative orators,  a  singalar  silence  with 
regard  to  a  comparison  of  the  Expendi- 
ture of  the  last  Conservative  Govern- 
ment and  of  the  Liberal  AdminietratiDn 
which  preceded  it.  The  figures  which 
prevailed  between  1870  and  1874  were 
many  millions  lees  than  the  figures 
which  prevailed  hetTveen  1874  and  1879; 
and  ho  thought  the  noble  Lord  would 
find  that  one  of  the  charges  against 
Conservative  finance  which  was  made 
in  1880,  was  that  the  effect  of  that 
finance  had  been  htoadily,  and  he  was 
afraid  permanently,  to  raise  the  general 
Expenditure  of  tho  country.  The  late 
Oovernmentj  when  they  acceded  to  Office, 
found  a  low  rate  of  Expenditure,  which 
they  steadily  increased,  partly  by  their 
finandal  policy  and  partly  by  their 
foreign  policy.  The  present  Govern- 
ment, when  they  succeeded  the  Con- 
servative Government,  found  a  very 
high  rate  of  Expenditure.  The  'noble 
Lord  tried  to  convince  the  Committee 
that  that  Expenditure  had  been  very 
largely  increased  by  the  present  Ad- 
ministration. In  dealing  with  the  in- 
crease, he  (Mr  H,  H.  Fowler)  sub- 
mitted that  there  was  nothing  more 
delusive  and  nothing  more  absurd  than 
to  eay  that  the  Expenditure  of  this 
country  was  the  total  sum  which  ap- 
peared in  the  Financial  Abstract,  whe- 
ther it  was  £89,000.000,  £87,000,000, 
or  £82,000,000,  as  the  case  might  be. 
The  Government  of  this  country,  in 
addition  to  the  ordinary  Expenditure 
required  for  the  Army,  Navy,  and 
Civil  Services,  carried  on  a  large 
trading  concern  ;  it  acted  as  a  bank- 
ing concern,  and  it  also  performed 
certain  services  for  the  public  for  which 
it  received  fees.  The  more  trade  it  did 
the  larger  the  Expenditure ;  the  more 
banking  it  did  the  larger  the  Expendi- 
ture ;  the  more  service  it  rendered  to 
the  country  in  respect  to  the  item  for 
which  the  fees  were  received,  the  larger 
the  gross  Expenditure,  Nothing  could 
be  more  misleading  than  an  Abstract 
annually  presented  to  show  the  Ex- 
penditure of  the  country,  which,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  might  be  twisted  to  any 
purpose  whatever.     The  right  hon*  Gen- 


tleman the  Member  lor  the  City  of  Lon- 
don (Mr.  J.  G.  Hubbard)  had  for  some 
years  past — ^since  1867 — annually  moved 
for  Ketums  in  which  the  Income  and 
Expenditure  of  the  nation  were  analyzed. 
That  Eeturn  gave,  for  instance,  the 
gross  expenditure  of  the  Post  Ollice  on 
the  one  8ide»  and  the  cost  of  working 
the  Post  Office  on  the  other,  and  then 
credited  the  income  of  the  country  with 
the  net  balance  ;  and,  in  the  same  way, 
all  the  other  brandies  of  the  Public 
Service  were  dealt  with.  The  figures 
taken  from  that  sheet  were  signed  by 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  in  the 
last  and  the  prei^ent  AdministrationSi 
and  might  be  taken  to  be  strictly  accu- 
rate. Indeed,  he  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler) 
know  they  were  accurate  from  having 
checked  them  with  the  Financial  Account 
of  the  Public  Income  and  Expenditure* 
from  which  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  had  taken  his 
figures.  The  noble  Lord  took  the  Ex- 
penditure of  the  late  Government  for 
four  years  and  the  Expenditure  of  the 
present  Administration  during  the  last 
four  years.  [Lord  George  Hamilton  : 
No;  for  five  years.]  He  proposed  to 
take  the  Expenditure  for  four  years. 
He  found  that  the  Expenditure  of  the 
late  Administration  was  £288,000,000 
during  the  four  years;  while  the  net 
Expenditure  of  the  present  Administra- 
tion during  the  last  four  years  liad  been 
£299,000,000.  He  was'  nut  going  to 
argue  that  that  did  not,  on  the  face  of 
it,  show  that  the  Expenditure  had  beea 
increased  under  the  present  Administra- 
tion during  the  past  four  years  by 
£11,000,000.  How  had  that  increase 
arisen  ?  The  noble  Lord  gave  them 
some  figures  showing  a  very  large  in- 
crease in  reference  to  the  sums  paid  by 
the  two  Governments  for  the  reduction 
of  the  Public  Debt ;  but  the  gross 
entries  as  to  the  cost  of  the  Public  Debt 
were  again  raisleodiDg.  The  net  amount 
paid  during  the  last  four  years  of  the 
last  Administration  for  Debt  charge  was 
£109,600,000.  The  present  Government 
had  had  to  pay,  and  it  had  paid, 
£113,401,000,  or  an  increase  of  more 
than  £4,000,000.  Of  course,  the  ex- 
planation of  that  was  self-evident.  The 
permanent  Debt  charge  of  the  country 
for  the  five  years  which  had  Inpsed  since 
tho  present  Government  came  into  power 
had  increased.  The  last  act  of  the  right 
hon.   Baronet  the  Member  for   North 


1  b79         JTa^i  and  Means,^         | COMMONS) 


CommiiUe. 


Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  was  to 
add  Terminable  A^nnuitiGs  for  five  years, 
in  order  to  repay  the  deficit  of  the  Ad- 
min iBtration.  Tbat  sum  had,  therefore, 
to  be  found  by  the  present  Government, 
and  the  increased  charge  paid  by  tbem 
for  interest  aiid  repayment  of  Debt 
during  the  time  they  had  been  in  Office 
had  been  upwards  of  £4,000,000.  Then 
there  were  £2,500,000  for  the  Afghan 
War.  He  did  not  pretend  to  say  whe- 
ther that  contribution  was  wrong  or  not ; 
but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  present 
Government  had  paid  £2,500,000  in 
aid  of  the  Indian  Bevenue  in  re- 
spect of  the  charge  for  the  Afghan 
War.  In  addition,  they  had  had  a  very 
large  extra  Expenditure  oocasioned  by 
the  state  of  things  in  Ireland.  Further, 
there  had  been  a  oon  eider  able  increase 
of  Expenditure  in  consequence  of  the 
principle  established  in  1874— that  most 
viciouu  and  disastrous  principle  of  sub- 
ventions in  aid  of  local  taxation,  which, 
if  not  speedily  dealt  with,  would  land 
the  country  in  most  serious  di£B.ciilties. 
That  item  was  steadily  Increasing.  Then 
there  had  been  a  large  increase,  and 
it  was  one  in  which  he  rejoiced — a 
large  increase  on  account  of  educa- 
tion. He  took  it  for  granted  that, 
although  there  had  been  a  good  many 
things  predicted  as  to  what  the  coming 
Democracy  would  do  when  the  Fran- 
chise Bill  was  passed,  there  was  one 
thing  it  would  not  do — it  would  not 
economize  the  Education  Act;  and!,  what- 
ever Totes  might  be  cut  down,  there 
would  be  no  attempt  to  effect  economy 
in  that  Department  of  the  Public  Ex- 

Eenditure.  Then,, in  addition,  they  had 
ad  the  Egyptian  Expenditure,  which 
already  amounted  to  something  like 
£4,000,000,  and  wouJd  probably  amount 
to  a  good  many  millions  more.  But 
hon.  Members  opposite  should  be  the 
last  persons  to  cry  out  against  the  Egyp- 
tian Expenditure;  for  they  had — and 
certainly  nobody  more  eloquently  than 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Middle- 
sex— ^ali  along  called  upon  the  Govern- 
ment to  put  dowTi  its  foot  firmly,  and 
proceed  to  decisive  measures.  [^Chstrs 
from  the  Oppo^iimi.'}  He  had  antici- 
pated those  cheers.  And  if  the  Govern- 
ment were  to  proceed  to  measures  of 
annexation,  protection,  or  something 
more,  the  present  Expenditure  would  be 
a  mere  bagatelle  compared  with  what 
the  country  would  be  involved  in  when 
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these  disastrous  steps  were 'undertaken. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  thought 
the  explanation  of   the  increase  in  tlie 
present   Expenditure  was    clear.      The 
causes  could  be  traced,  and  if  the  House 
chose  to  arrest  the  cause   it   knew  ex- 
actly the  springs  it  ought  to  touch.    He 
was  not  disposed  to  argue  with  his  hon. 
Friend   the  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr, 
Kylands)  as  to  the  best  mode  of  meet- 
ing the  Expenditure.     He  did  not  know 
what  else  tho  Government  could  do,  ex- 
cept to  put  the  additional  Expenditure 
upon   the   Income  Tax.     After   all,   he       . 
rather  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  thd^H 
Member  for  Middlesex  that  those  who^^| 
called  for  and  advocated  a  policy  of  war- 
like expeditions  should  pay  the  piper. 
As  a  Representative  of  a  large  constitu- 
ency, who  had  to  earn  its  daily  broad  by 
its  daily  toil,  he  should  have  felt  strongly 
inclined  to   oppose   any  attempt  to  in- 
crease the  duty  on  tea,  or  on  any  other 
article  of  daily  consumption.  The  House 
of  Commons  and  the  country  had  sanc- 
tioned this  Ex|>enditure  in  Egypt  on  be* 
half  of  General  Gordon,  and  would  ha' 
held  any  Ministry  to  blame  who  had 
fused  to  send  out  an  Expedition,  how 
ever  much  they  might  diti'er  as  to  tho 
policy  of  sending  General  Gordon   out 
in  the  first  instance.     When  the  grei 
question    as  to  economy    came    befo] 
the   House   again,    he   should   only   be! 
too  happy  to  do  what  little  there 
in  his  power  to  support  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Middlesex,  or  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  sat  around  him,  in  |  >:  j; 
a   reduction  of  the  National  1    ;  • 
ture.     He  was  sorry  to  see  that  the  nghi 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote),  in  one 
of  the  addresses  he  had  made  during  th# 
Eecess,  had  indulged  in  some  somewhat 
satirical  remarks  at  the  expense  of  th^ 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Ry lands) 
and  himself  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  accusing 
them  of  being  ready  to  run  away  when- 
ever any  proposition  was  made  for  a  real 
Committee   to   inquire  into    this    ques- 
tion of  the  National  Expenditure.     He 
(Mr.  H.  H,    Fowler)  could   assure  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  that  he  was  labour 
ing  entirely  under  a  mistake.     He 
deeply   disappointed   that  the   Gove: 
ment  had  not  appointed  a  Committ 
He  had  understood   that  a  Commiti 
was  promised  by  the  Prime  Minister  I 
months  ago ;  and  if  nothing  was  done 
that  direction  at  the  commen cement 
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next  Session^  lie  should  endeavour  to 
take  the  aense  of  the  Hou.^e  upon  the 
questiou.  He  held  that  tliey  would 
never  get  any  effective  system  of  control 
ever  the  National  Expenditure  until 
they  adopted  the  priociple  of  devolu- 
tion. He  believed  that  if  three  Stand* 
ing  Oommittees  were  appointed — one  to 
deal  with  the  Army  Estimates,  another 
with  the  Navy  Estimates,  and  a  third 
with  the  Civil  Service  Estimates — and 
that  if  those  Committees  had  the  Esti- 
mates before  them  at  the  commencement 
of  the  Session  in  the  same  way  that  Bills 
were  now  reforred  to  Grand  Committees, 
the  Honse  would  be  saved  a  great  waste 
of  tiuie  in  Committee  of  Supply,  and  a 
considerable  amount  of  labour  which, 
as  a  rule,  produced  very  trifling  and  un- 
satisfactory results. 

Mr.  W.  H,  SMITH:  I  have  lis- 
tened, as  the  Committee  always  does,  with 
great  interest  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H,  H* 
Fowler) ;  and  ho  may  be  certain  that 
this  side  of  the  House  would  receive,  in 
a  cordial  spirit,  any  proposals  he  may 
make  that  would  tend  to  the  simplifica- 
tioD  of  the  Business  of  the  House,  or 
the  promotion  of  economy  in  the  Public 
Service.  I  own  that,  for  my  own  part» 
I  am  most  anxious  that  there  should  be 
a  most  careful  investigation  into  the  Ex- 
penditure of  the  country ;  but^  on  the 
other  hand,  I  should  deprecate,  in  the 
fctroDgest  manner,  any  devolution  of  the 
responsibility  of  the  Treasury,  with 
whom  it  rests,  to  propose  to  Parliament 
ec43nomical  Estimates,  for  which  the  Go- 
vernment alone  are  responsible.  If  the 
House  were  to  take  into  its  own  hands 
the  supervision  of  the  Estimates  of  every 
Public  Department,  there  might  be  a 
tendency  on  the  part  of  the  Department 
to  ^o  behind  the  Treasury  to  the  Com- 
mittee^ and  to  set  the  Treasury,  in  some 
respects,  at  defiance  in  regard  to  its  pro- 
posals and  recommendations,  throwing 
on  the  Committee,  with  the  comparatively 
insuMcient  information  in  its  possession, 
the  responBihility  of  deciding  what  the 
Expenditure  shall  be.  Therefore,  while 
I  concur  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
aomething  should  be  done  on  the  respon- 
fiibility  of  the  Government,  with  a  view 
of  checking  the  vast  growth  of  Expen- 
diture which  has  taken  place  during  the 
past  few  years,  still  I  trust  the  House 
will  take  no  steps  whatever  to  relieve 
the  Treasury  of  its  pi^oper  and  Consti- 


tutional responsibility.  My  hon,  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Chat- 
ham (Mr.  Gorst)  drew  attention  to  the 
fait  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stated  liia 
surplus  this  year  at  £106,000  ;  and  he 
then  went  on  to  show  that  there  had 
been  Supplementary  Estimates  for  the 
Expeditions  to  the  Soudan  and  Beohu- 
analand  amounting  to  £2,349,000,  leav- 
ing an  apparent  deficit  of  £2,243,000, 
which  requires  to  be  provided  for.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  says  that 
he  anticipates  that  there  will  be  some 
growth  of  the  Public  Revenue  to  meet 
a  portion  of  this  Expenditure;  but  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  indicate 
how  much.  Assuming  it  to  be  £250,000, 
I  am  sure  we  shall  be  extremely  glad  to 
get  a  growth  of  public  income  to  the 
extent  of  £260,000.  But  he  then  pro- 
vides, by  imposing  an  additional  Income 
Tax  of  Id.  in  the  pound,  for  a  gross  re- 
ceipt of  £1,920,000 ;  hut  from  that  tax 
of  Id.  only  £1,200,000  will  be  received 
during  the  financial  year.  The  result, 
in  the  face  of  the  account,  will  bo  a  de- 
ficiency of  £1,000,000,  unless  there  is 
that  growth  oi  income  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  expects.  But^ 
even  if  there  is  that  growth  of  £250,000, 
there  will  still  remain  a  sum  of  £750,000 
which  will  have  to  be  paid  out  of  the 
balances,  and  which  will  not  be  con- 
tributed by  the  Id.  of  Income  Tax  re- 
ceived during  the  present  year;  and 
£750,000  will  go  to  the  help  of  next 
yearns  Eevenue,  and  not  towards  this 
year's  Expenditure  or  this  year's  Debts. 
The  result  will  be  that  the  £750,000,  or 
£1,000^000'— whichever  you  may  please 
to  call  it— will  be  expended  out  of  the 
sum  which  would  otherwise  go  towards 
the  reduction  of  the  National  Debt. 
Therefore,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer departs  from  the  understanding 
entered  into  by  the  Prime  Minister,  to 
pay  the  Expenditure  of  the  year  out  of 
the  taxation  of  the  year,  and  he  reduces 
the  amount  which  would  otherwise  be 
applied  to  the  reduction  of  the  National 
Debt  by  £750,000.  I  think  I  am  correct 
in  my  assumption  that  he  suggests  the 
amount  will  be  made  good  from  the 
surpluG  of  the  Income  Tax  which  will 
come  into  next  year's  account.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  very  well 
that  every  year  is  dealt  with  by  itself, 
and  it  can  hardly  be  expeoted  that  ho 
will  estimate  for  a  surplus  of  £750,000 
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to  pay  off  the  National  Debt  which  may 
be  accumulated  in  the  course  of  the  pre- 
sent year.  There  is  one  other  point  to 
which  I  wish  to  refer.  There  is  an  ex- 
pectation that  some  proposals  may  be 
made  to  Parliament  in  regard  to  the 
condition  of  the  Navy,  and  no  provision 
is  made  in  this  Estimate  for  those  pro- 
posals. I  am  not  one  of  those  who  de- 
sire that  a  large  or  a  panic  Expenditure 
should  be  made  in  respect  of  any  part 
of  the  Public  Service ;  but  I  think  it 
necessary,  in  the  interests  of  the  coun- 
try, that  some  expenditure  upon  the 
Navy  should  be  provided  for  now,  and 
that  such  provision  should  not  be  post- 
poned until  next  year,  the  provision 
including  the  acceleration  of  the  con- 
struction of  ships,  the  supply  of  torpedo 
vessels,  and  other  important  matters.  I 
have  no  desire  to  anticipate  the  discus- 
sion which'we  are  promised  next  Mon- 
day ;  but  I  wish  to  point  out  that  we 
are  not  making  financial  provision  for 
all  the  deficiencies  which  are  in  sight 
during  the  Session,  but  that  we  are 
ignoring  a  subject  upon  which  I  feel 
convinced  the  country  feels  very  warmly 
and  very  deeply,  and  for  which  there  is 
an  absolute  necessity  to  make  some  pro- 
vision. I  honestly  feel  that,  as  com- 
pletely as  there  is  a  necessity  for  making 
a  provision  for  fire-engines  or  fire- 
escapes,  there  is  this  necessity  for  fur- 
ther provision  at  this  moment;  and  I 
think  it  would  be  most  insane  on  the 
part  of  any  Government  to  postpone 
making  that  provision  for  another  three 
or  four  months,  in  the  hope  that  the 
danger  which  may  be  apprehended  may 
be  put  off  for  an  equal  period  of  which 
we  have  no  knowledge  and  no  forecast. 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
make  it  quite  clear  whether  I  am  right 
or  wrong  in  the  assumption  that  there 
is  a  deficiency  of  £760,000  on  the  face 
of  the  account,  which  will  have  to  be 
paid  out  of  the  balances. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  I  only  propose 
to  detain  the  Committee  for  a  few 
minutes.  I  have  no  intention  of  inter- 
fering with  the  functions  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer upon  this  occasion ;  but  I  left 
the  House  just  now,  and  on  my  return 
I  found  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  engaged,  as  is  his 
manner,  in  a  lively  and  vigorous  attack 
upon  myself.  As  upon  this  occasion  it 
is  not  desirable  to  enter  into  these  ques- 
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tions  at  any  length ;  and  as  I  wish  to 
take  upon  myseS  the  whole  responsi- 
bility of  some  doctrines  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  charged  upon  me,  and  which 
he  considers  formidable,  but  which  I  re- 
gard in  the  contrary  light,  I  feel  bound 
to  make  a  few  observations  in  reply  to 
his  speech.  There  is  a  slight  difference 
between  us — a  difference  which  I  am 
afraid  is  not  likely  to  be  reconciled. 
Still,  there  is  one  point  with  regard  to 
which  I  should  like  to  make  a  modifica- 
tion, which  I  will  explain  in  a  few  mo- 
ments. I  am  not  quite  sure  whether 
the  noble  Lord  intends  to  say  that  when- 
ever an  Act  of  Parliament  has  been 
passed  which  provides  that  certain  sums 
shall  be  paid  out  of  the  Consoh'dated 
Fund  for  the  year  for  the  reduction  of 
the  National  Debt,  the  payment  of  that 
money  for  the  purpose  for  which  it  is 
required  by  law  ought  to  be  set  down 
to  the  credit  of  those  who  passed  the 
Act  requiring  it  to  be  made.  [Lord 
Geoboe  Hamilton:  No.]  Very  good, 
lam  quite  right  in  that.  In  my  opinion  it 
is  those  who  find  the  money  for  paying 
the  National  Debt  who  ought  to  have 
the  credit  of  paying  it,  and  not  those 
who  merely  write  upon  paper,  in  an  Act 
of  Parliament,  an  enactment  stating  that 
such  things  shall  be  done.  But  then 
the  noble  Lord  contended  that  I  had 
committed  an  error  in  taking  credit  for 
the  entire  reduction  of  the  capital  of  the 
Debt  in  the  four  years  of  the  present 
Government,  because  he  said  that  of 
the  sum  which  was  paid  on  account  of 
Terminable  Annuities,  a  small  amount 
went  to  interest  in  the  four  years  of  the 
late  Government,  and  a  larger  amount 
to  the  capital  of  the  Debt.  Upon  that 
subject  I  differ  in  principle  from  the 
noble  Lord ;  and  I  hold,  and  I  am  pre- 
pared to  argue  at  length,  if  it  should 
become  necessary  for  me  to  do  so,  that 
every  Government  is  entitled  to  take 
credit  for  the  amount  of  the  reduction  of 
the  capital  of  the  Debt  which  is  effected 
during  the  time  of  their  tenure  of  Office. 
I  hold  that  to  be  quite  indisputable.  I 
believe  that  I  should  gain  by  the  adop- 
tion of  the  opposite  doctrine,  for  this 
reason — that  the  proportion  of  capital 
Debt  paid  off  under  the  form  of  Termi- 
nable Annuities  is  smallest  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  operation.  Now,  Sir, 
I  have  myself  been  a  great  founder  of 
Terminable  Annuities;  and  that  being 
so,  if  I  were  to  adopt  the  rule  of  the  noble 
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^Lord»  and  to  go  back  to  all  tlie  time 
rh^n  I  have  been  most  directly  respon- 
ible  for  the  lioance  of  the  oountrj,  and 
Jto  bring  the  account  down  to  tlie  present 
Ititue,  I  should  profit  eonsidorably  by  the 
[adoption  of  it.  But  I  do  not  admit  that 
[yule.  I  hold  that  the  operations  of  a  Go - 
Jvernment  on  the  reduction  of  Debt  are 
Inot  to  be  measured  by  the  amoimt  it  pays 
[for  interest,  which  merely  satisfies  the 
Idaim  of  the  stockholder,  but  are  to  be 
I  measured  exclusively  by  the  reduction 
I  effected  upon  the  capital.  There  is 
{another  question  upon  which  the  noble 
[Lord  touched.  The  noble  Lord  appeared 
Jto  think  that  I  was  quite  wroDg  to  pro- 
Iceed  as  I  did— that  is,  baviog,  first  of 
Jail,  set  up  the  gross  Expenditure  of  the 
Icountry,  then  to  proceed  to  deduct  the 
Icost  of  collection.  I  will  tell  the  noble 
iLord  what  I  think  upon  that  matter, 
[Had  I  been  dealing  with  the  Budget  in 
[the  House  of  CommoQ8,  when  it  would 
[either  have  been  expedient,  proper,  or 
Ipracticable  to  enter  into  a  great  multitude 
lof  minute  details,  I  should  not  have 
Idenied  that  by  looking  to  the  cost  of 
looHection  you  may  trace,  to  a  certain 
Dxtent,  the  result  of  economical  or  lax 
lad  ministration,  and»  therefore,  to  some 
[limited  extent,  I  am  prepared  to  admit 
lat  that  observation  of  the  noble  Lord 
\%&  just*  It  may  be  said  that  one  Govern - 
iment  would  have  saved  £200,000  in  cost 
[of  collection  which  the  other  Goveru- 
linont  had  not  saved.  That  is  a  very 
lamall  matter,  and  a  thing  which  is  quite 
right  to  be  set  out  in  a  minute  and  care- 
llul  exposition,  such  as  may  be  made  in 
Ithis  House  when  the  question  at  large 
lifl  under  discussion ;  but  it  is  absurd  to 
lintroduce  such  matters,  and  perfectly  im- 
possible to  make  theoi  intelligible  in  a 
tatement  which  must  be  given  sum- 
aarily  and  in  a  few  figures  to  an  audi- 
lence  in  the  country.  It  is  quite  true 
fthe  noble  Lord  may  say  that  you  would 
Jlave  realized  a  larger  profit  from  the 
~?08t  Oflice  if  no  great  changes  had  been 
itroduced  into  the  administration  of 
bat  Department  under  the  present  Go- 
remment.  X  think  that  is  true,  and 
leome  small  sums  might  be  put  down  to 
[the  credit  of  the  Government,  when  I 
Icome  to  a  comparison  of  Expenditure;  but 
|then  I  am  bound  to  say  that,  if  I  am  to 
lo  that,  I  must  look  to  many  other  mat- 
ers for  which  I  have  not  taken  credit, 
must  look  at  the  automatic  growth  of 
lese  Votes,  and  eapeoially  those  charged 


upon  us  by  our  Predecessors ;  and  I  have 
not  the  slightest  hesitation  in  saying  that 
if  I  give  the  late  Government  credit  for 
not  having  spent  that  money,  I  must  also 
say  that  they  would  not  have  given  the 
public  that  accommodation  which  they 
now  enjoy — such  as  the  Parcel  Post,  and 
divers  other  changes  which  the  present 
Government  have  effected.  If  I  should 
give  the  late  Government  credit  for 
£200,000  on  that  account,  and  then  take 
to  ourselves  credit  for  the  automatic 
growth  of  certain  Yotes,  all  of  which  we 
owe  to  the  late  Government,  we  should 
be  very  considerably  the  gainers  by  the 
transaction.  I  think  it  is  quite  clear 
that»  in  point  of  principle,  for  purposes 
of  just  comparison  of  Expenditure,  the 
cost  of  collection  ought  to  be  deducted, 
iSpeakiug  generally,  we  divide  the  cost 
of  collectiou  in  this  way.  The  Customs 
Department  and  the  Inland  Itevenue 
Department  incur  a  certain  amount  of 
the  cost  of  collection,  which  does  not 
vary  very  greatly ;  and  I  believe  that 
both  of  those  Departmenta — particularly 
the  Inland  Ke venue— have  been  con- 
ducted with  special  regard  to  economy. 
The  cost,  however,  does  not  vary  very 
largely  from  year  to  year.  But  when 
you  look  at  the  combiiied  business  of  the 
Post  Ofiice,  the  Telegraph,  and  the  Parcel 
Post,  that  is  a  vast  UQdertaking,  the  busi- 
ness of  which  is  constantly  augmenting, 
and  in  which  the  working  Expenditure 
forms  a  very  large  proportion  of  the 
whole  cost ;  and  to  leave  all  that  out  in 
colcidatiog  the  gross  Expenditure  of  the 
Department,  and  then  to  make  your 
comparison,  would  bo  nothing  less  than 
absolutely  ridiculous*  What  I  have  said 
elsewhere  upon  this  subject  is  perfectly 
just,  and  I  am  prepared  to  abide  by  the 
consequences  of  it.  I  am  prepared  to 
abide  by  what  I  said,  which  was  this — 
I  admitted  that,  at  first  sight,  on  the 
gross  Expenditure,  there  was  an  ap- 
parent bafance  of,  I  believe,  £  1 3,000,000 
against  us  on  the  four  years ;  and  I  ended 
by  showing  that,  upon  the  real  Expen- 
diture, there  was  a  balance  to  our  credit 
of  between  £4,000.000  and  £5,000,000. 
But  I  did  not  stop  at  that  point— -I stopped 
there  for  a  moment  because  I  had  said 
all  that  was  matter  of  fact  But  then  I 
went  on  to  say  that,  with  regard  to  our 
Expenditure,  we  must  take  into  view 
questions  in  which  we  had  had  to  meet 
charges  entailed  upon  us,  as  we  con- 
ceived, by  the  policy  of  our  Predeces- 
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sors.  First,  I  took  the  payment  of 
£4,750,000  which  we  had  made  on 
account  of  the  Afghan  War ;  and  that, 
added  to  the  other  £4,750,000  already 
brought  up,  will  make  £9,500,000.  But 
I  went  a  great  deal  beyond  that,  and  I 
did  not  scruple  to  go  a  great  deal  be- 
yond that ;  and  in  every  place,  here  and 
elsewhere,  as  long  as  I  have  the  faculty 
of  speech,  and  the  duty  of  speech.,  I  shaU 
contend  that  the  whole  of  our  W  ar  Charges 
are  due  entirely  to  the  policy  of  the  late 
Government.  The  whole  of  the  War 
Charges  connected  with  the  Transvaal, 
and  the  whole  of  the  War  Charges  con- 
nected with  Egypt,  are  due  to  our  Pre- 
decessors. [^Laughter^  The hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow)  is  a 
profound  student  of  these  matters.  I 
do  not  dispute  his  right  to  laugh  in  my 
face  at  the  most  serious  conclusion  I 
pronounce.  That  method  of  argument 
he  is  perfectly  welcome  to  continue,  as 
far  as  I  am  concerned ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  do  not  let  him  think  it  too  great  a 
presumption  on  my  part  if  I  place  my 
opinion  against  his;  or  if,  honestly,  I 
tell  him,  as  I  think  I  may,  that  on  the 
whole,  if  not  quite,  I  am  nearly  as  ca- 
pable of  forming  an  opinion  upon  this 
subject  as  he  is.  I  am  aware  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  explained  what  his 
opinion  was ;  but  still  I  cannot  with- 
draw altogether  the  opinion  which  I 
expressed  last  year,  and  which  I  express 
now.  I  was  glad  to  hear  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  which  I  thought 
was  a  perfectly  consistent  speech.  One 
point  he  referred  to  was  of  a  practical 
nature — that  which  concerned  the  ap- 
pointment of  Financial  Committees — re- 
specting which  I  believe  he  said  he  in- 
tended to  make  a  Motion,  which  I  admit 
he  will  be  quite  right  in  making.  He 
will  understand  that  the  pledge  we  gave 
was  a  prospective  pledge,  relating  to  the 
commencement  of  next  Session.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Rylands)  laid  down  certain  doctrines; 
in  the  first  place,  about  the  National 
Debt.  Does  he  consider  the  scope  of 
those  doctrines  ?  They  are  utterly  op- 
posed to  any  paying  off  of  the  Na- 
tional Debt  whatever.  What  he  says 
is,  that  we  are  paying  3  per  cent 
for  our  money,  and  that  many  men  who 
are  engaged  in  commercial  transactions 
are  paying  10  per  cent.  Does  my  hon. 
Friend  consider  how  far  this  doctrine 

Mr.  Gladitane 


?  If  it  is  cruel  to  take  money  to 
pay  off  the  Debt,  because  we  take  the 
money  from  men  who  are  paying  10  per 
cent,  and  are  only  relieving  the  State  of 
3  per  cent,  he  ought  to  go  farther  still. 
If  there  is  anything  in  the  argument  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  it  is  an  argument  to 
show  that  the  makitig  of  the  National 
Debt  is  the  most  economical  arrange- 
ment possible.  Does  he  mean  that  the 
Debt  ought  to  be  increased,  or  does  he 
mean  that  it  ought  to  remain  stationary  ? 
If  he  means  that  it  ought  to  remain 
stationary,  how  does  he  stop  the  appli- 
cation of  his  own  argument  ?  How  does 
he  answer  those  who  think  that  it  oufi:ht 
to  be  increased  ?  If,  instead  of  voting 
£10,000,000  for  the  Navy,  we  borrowed 
it,  we  should  raise  it  at  3  per  cent ; 
whereas,  if  we  raised  it  by  taxation,  we 
should  be  taking  the  money  from  men 
who  are  paying  for  it  10  per  cent.  Well, 
then,  my  hon.  Friend  argued  strongly 
for  economy,  and  said  that  he  felt  he  had 
no  part  of  the  responsibility  for  these  in- 
creased charges.  I  thought  he  used  a 
phrase  which  is  not  altogether  gracious 
when  he  spoke  of  **  financial  hypocrisy." 
God  forbid  that  I  should  apply  it  to  any- 
body. If  applied  at  all,  it  should  be  ap- 
plied to  people  whose  language  and 
actions  are  in  contradiction,  and  I  am 
not  sure  that  my  hon.  Friend  was  quite 
clear  on  that  point.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  had  a  very  heavy  charge  to  meet  for 
Egypt  and  the  Soudan,  which  will  come 
near  to  £7,000,000.  I  think  I  remember 
a  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bum- 
ley,  which,  instead  of  being  conceived  in 
the  spirit  of  the  hon.  Baronetthe  Member 
for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson) — who  I 
perfectly  admit  has  a  right  to  come 
down  upon  us,  and  to  say  what  he 
thinks  on  this  matter — recommended 
and  advised  a  war  policy.  My  hon. 
Friend  must  really  take  his  choice  ;  he 
cannot  have  the  luxury  of  making 
speeches  of  that  class,  and  at  the  same 
time  the  luxury  of  protesting  against 
the  increased  Expenditure. 

Mb.  RYLANDS  :  Allow  me  to  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  from  this 
place  in  the  House  I  denounced  as 
strongly  as  possible  the  bombardment 
of  Alexandria;  but  I  subsequently 
stated  that,  the  Government  having 
committed  themselves  to  that  act,  I 
thought  it  necessary  that  they  ahould 
take  such  a  decided  policy  as  would 
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allow  everyone  to  understand  what  that 
policj  was. 

Ma,  GLADSTONE:  I   am  perfectly 
ready  to  argue  with   my    hon.  Friend 
with  reference   to  the  bombardment  of 
Alexandria,   and    to  ask   him  what  he 
would  have  done  at  that  time  j  but  that 
does  not  help  my  hon.   Friend   to  the 
alightest  extent*  beoause  it  is  eince  then 
that  be  said  that  a  decided  policy  should 
be  adopted  ;  and,  if  so,  why  does  he  now 
make  objection  to  tl  10  cost  of  it?     He 
saya  noW|  laonfessp  that  a  decided  polioy 
ought  to  be  adopted  ;  but  we  all  know 
ivhat  18  the  effect  of  language  like  that- 
Surely  he  can  no  t^  with  conBistency,  com- 
plain of  an  addition  to  the  Income  Tax, 
for  the  C08t  which  is  the  necesftary  result 
,  of  that  policy.  Well,  Sir,  my  hon.  Friend 
is  strongly  in  favour  of  economy  in  the 
Dockyards,     I  hope  he  will  be  able  to 
effect  it-     We  entirely  agree  with  him. 
My  hon.  Friend »  however,  slipped  in  a 
very  awkward  phrase,  from  his  point  of 
'  view,  when  he  said  w©  wanted  more  ships. 
Will  my  hon.  Friend  undertake  to  build 
us   more   ships    out  of   the   economies 
which    he   is   to    effect    in  the    Dock- 
yards ?      If  he    will  undertake   to  say 
that»  then  ho  is  perfectly  right  in  pro- 
testing  against  this    increased    Income 
I  Tax,  in  casting  blame  upon  the  Govern- 
ment,  and  oven  in  talking  of  financial 
hypocrisy.     Well,   Sir,   the  noblo  Lord 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  also  finds  fauJt 
with  the  increased  Exponditure,  and  yet 
he    and    his   Party  on    every    occasion 
when  increase  of  Expenditure  is  in  ques- 
tion urge  on  that  increase  of  Expendi- 
ture.     There  has   been  no  increase  of 
'  Establishments  which  has  taken  place 
•  that  has  not  been  strongly  supported  by 
I  those  who  sit  about  the  noble  Lord,  and 
which  I  expect  will  be  further  strongly 
[  supported  before  a  week  or  a  fortnight 
is  over,  Xow  the  noble  Lord  asks,  **  What 
is  the  policy  which  entails  this  vatt  Ex- 
penditure ?  **    I  will  tell  the  nublo  I^rd. 
It  consists  mainly  of  two  propositions, 
^One  of  them  is*  that  of  creating'  no  new 
cause  of  quarrel  except  in  deference  to 
eome    imperative    claim   of   interest  or 
'  honour.      That   proposition,  Sir,  is  the 
I  rule  upon  which  we  have  acted  without 
I  deviation  from  the  time  of  our  assuming 
'  the  reins  of  Government,  and   we  have 
I  created  no  new  cause  of  quarrel  what- 
^  ever  with  any  Power  or  person.      We 
have  not  had  the  g^and  conception  with 
which  those  who  preceded  ua  were  either 
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blessed  or  plagued.  We  have  been  con- 
tent to  be  as  abstinent  and  as  quiet 
as  we  could,  and  we  have  constantly 
been  censured  by  opponents  for  having 
adopted  a  policy  of  non-interference, 
and  for  having  caused  the  inlluenco  of 
this  couutry  no  longer  to  bo  felt  in  war, 
and  for  disclnimintf  all  tho  grand  and 
high-soundingr  sentences  as  to  ascendancy 
in  the  Councils  of  Europe.  The  other 
principle  on  which  we  have  acted  is  this, 
to  keep  the  strictest  faith  in  the  exeou- 
tion  of  obligations  from  the  policy  of 
which  obtigations  we  entirely  dissent. 
That  is  the  history  of  our  proceedings 
in  South  Africa  and  in  Egypt.  Those 
are  the  two  countries  in  which  the  great 
and  most  unhappy  military  charges  of 
the  present  Qtjvernment  have  been  in- 
curred. But  everything  that  we  have  had 
to  lay  out  with  regard  to  Zulu  land, 
Bochuanalaud,  and  the  Transvaal  grew 
unhappily  out  of  that  ill-omened  and 
most  dishonourable  annexation  of  the 
Transvaal  by  tho  late  Government — an 
annexation  effected  in  spite  of  the  protest 
of  more,  I  think,  than  nine-tenths  of  the 
people,  when  the  pledge  had  been  given 
that  the  country  should  not  be  annexed, 
except  in  confonuity  with  their  view. 
What  are  we  doing  in  Bechuanaland  now  ? 
AVe  gave  certain  pledges  to  certain 
Chiefs,  and  how  came  those  pledges  to  be 
given  ?  Simply,  in  connection  with  the 
hostile  relations  established  in  the  Trans- 
vaal. Of  course,  it  is  competent  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  oppposite  to  say — "It  is 
not  our  proceedings,  it  is  your  misma- 
nagement." {Lauffhter.']  I  do  not  com- 
plain of  that  lauguage,  and  I  say  it  is  a 
matter  of  opinion  between  us,  and  our 
contention  is  not  to  be  met  by  scornful 
laughter,  a  weapon  which,  I  must  say, 
is  too  much  growing  into  use,  and  with 
roepect  to  which  those  who  are  spodally 
responsible  set  the  worst  example.  Sir,  on 
this  question,  I  should  speak  lor  inyst^lf, 
for  probably  no  nian*8  conscience  can  bo 
lighter  on  the  Question  of  Egypt  than 
my  own,  because  I  told  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  in  1 876 — eight  years  ago— what 
would  come  of  their  first  intervention, 
of  the  first  attempt  to  bring  the  Govern- 
ment into  the  management  of  Egyptian 
affairs.  They  listened  for  two  years, 
and  they  soon  afterwards  went  out  of 
Office.  Then  camo  the  double  engage- 
ment to  keep  the  Khedive  on  the  Throne, 
and  to  work  in  exclusive  connection  with 
France.      Then  began   an  inextricfibh* 
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rentSt  ooe  linked  witH 
ins  wbiob  eaiiiiot  be 
i[»  not  a  atep  that  wo 

,  takeu  wuioa  has  not  been  thd 
II  J  coniequence  of  that— I  do 
■  '  guilt  J,  for  I  believe  it  was 
inded — bat  that  most  unbappj^ 
irtunate  proceeding'.  AltWugh 
f^  oBErd  plenty  of  objection  taken 
he  policy  of  the  Qoverani^nt,  no 
,  Gentleman  opposite  has  shown  us 
alternativ^e  policy.  How  were  we 
escape  from  the  position  in  which 
wv  were  bound  to  support,  so  long  as 
he  did  not  miBbobave  hltnf^elf,  a  par* 
tioular  person  on  a  Foreign  Throae,  and 
to  support  that  person  m  oonjunotion 
with  another  country,  and  to  do  nothing 
without  the  assent  of  that  country  ? 
That  was  the  ooEdition  which  w0  in- 
herited, and  out  of  whioh  every  item  of 
Expenditure  one  by  one  arose ;  and  we 
are  told  now,  forsooth ,  that  we  are  re- 
epoEsihla  for  the  tens  of  thousands  of 
llTes  which  have  been  lost ;  that  we  are 
responsible  for  the  war  in  the  Soudan  ! 
Why,  when  you  had  control^  did  you  not 
■#ttle  the  question  of  the  Soudan  ?  [*'  It 
was  not  alive,  "J  Not  alive!  Why,  the 
Soudan  had  been  in  revolt  almost  con- 
tinuously ;  it  bad  only  been  kept  down 
hy  foreign  arms  from  the  timo  of  the 
first  and  most  unhappy  effort  to  occupy 
it.  Well,  Sir,  the  noble  Lord,  who 
thinks  he  makes  a  strong  poiut  of  it, 
says — * '  You  are  responsible  for  the 
40,000  or  50,000  lives  loat."  Why,  it 
would  be  far  nioro  rational  if  I  wc^re  to 
tell  him  that  his  GoTeriiment  were  re- 
spa  n  a  i  Me  fur  the  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  liv*?s  lost  in  the  Rusfto- Turkish  War, 
[Lau^htfr.2  *^^^  noble  Lord  laughs 
now.  I  did  not  laugh  when  the  noble 
Lord  made  the  statement  I  have  just  re- 
ferred to*  I  remved  it  with  an  amount 
of  respect  which  I  think  was  far  greater 
than  it  deserved.  I  never  attempted  to 
make  the  lale  Government  responsible 
for  the  hundreds  of  thousands  of  lives 
which  were  lost  in  the  Russo^Turkieh 
War.  But  I  say,  without  the  slightest 
heairationj  that,  m  my  opinion,  a  ra- 
tional policy — and  I  have  pointed  to  that 
policy  long  ago — would  have  prevented 
the  loss  of  every  on©  of  those  lives.  That, 
Sir,  is  the  ttato  of  the  case  as  regards 
the  Eusso-Turkish  War.  We  have  had 
terrible  engagemf^nts  entailed  upon  us. 
We  sliall  It^ave  behind  ui*,  if  wo  retire 
from  Offieo,  ead  engagements*   We  have 
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had  frightful  difficulties  to  oonteod  withf 
from  which  in  several  quarters  we  hava 
extricated  the  country*  We  found,  in 
the  Treaty  of  Berlin,  alive  and  bumingi 
two  questions  relating  to  Greece  and 
Montenegro,  either  of  which  might  have 
involved  Europe  in  another  mighty  eoti* 
flagration.  Both  those  questions  wei^ 
settled  without  tbe  shedding  of  one 
drop  of  bli>od.  We  found  &0,000  or 
70,000  men  necessary  iu  Afghanistan  to 
oppose  a  gallant  people,  althougVi  im« 
perfectly  oivilixed,  trodden  down  by  tho 
iron  heel  of  military  power.  That  war 
was  perhaps  as  remarkable  for  guilt  and 
folly  as  is  recorded  in  any  part  of  his- 
tory.  Afghanistan  became  free.  Afghan- 
istan is  again  friendly,  bo  far  as  the 
memory  of  recent  wrongs  can  be  efiaeed 
by  efforts  to  do  right  j  and  th«  <  0,000 
men  whom  India  had  to  find  for  thi 
performance  of  that  odious  task  hftT# 
returned  from  that  country  to  the  Norths 
West  Frontier.  I  admit  that  from  South 
Africa  we  have  not  been  able  to  eitri* 
(^ate  ourselves.  South  Africa,  in  mj 
recollection,  has  always  been  a  fttanding^ 
difficulty.  I  am  sorry  that  I  have  beea 
obliged  to  make  this  statement.  Tho 
noble  Lord  has  compelled  me  to  do  so  ; 
I  could  not  sit  here  and  receive  hia 
charge  with  respect  to  the  50.000  livea^ 
for  whi(.'h  he  said,  in  his  mild  and  mode- 
rate language,  we  are  responsible  in 
c^insequenpeof  our  perpetual  vacillation, 
by  which  these  lives  have  been  sacrificed 
and  our  honour  lowered,  [**  Hear, 
hear  ! '']  Ws  ;  our  honour  has  been 
lowered  since  you  annexed  the  Trans- 
vaal again^^t  its  will.  Our  honour 
is  lovvfered  ftince  you  drove  the  friendly 
Ruler  of  Afghanistan  into  the  grave,  and 
went  into  that  couutry  without  cause 
and  without  justification,  and  inflicted 
upon  the  country  all  those  raiseries  of 
war  of  which  we  read  the  harrowing 
details.  Why,  if  you  had  been  treated 
with  that  severity  with  which  you 
treated  us,  what  would  you  have  said? 
We  never  took  the  dreadful  case  of  iba 
murder  of  Cavagnari  in  that  spirit ;  I 
am  not  aware  that  any  Gentleman  in 
ihifi  Uouee  charged  that  upon  tbe  late 
Uovernment.  What  would  have  been 
said  to  us,  if  such  a  treacherous  thing 
had  happened  in  our  time  ?  No,  Sir^ 
we  havc^  endeavoured  to  struggle  with 
the  diiHcultics  with  which  w©  were  con- 
fronted. I  am  now  going  to  make  an 
observation  that  will,  I  thinli,  be  admit'' 
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ted,  io  far  ae  it  goes,  to  be  true  on  both 
fiidee  of  the  House.  My  observation  is, 
that  during  the  last  10  years  the  foreign 
policy  of  tLiR  country  has  presented  a 
much  more  disturbed  aspect  than  the 
policy  of  the  10  years  that  preceded  it. 
It  is  quite  true  that  if  we  were  to  quit 
Office  we  should  hand  over  difficult 
and  complex  questions  of  policy  to 
our  Successors;  but  I  trust  that  we 
should  roceive  a  just  and  equitable  con- 
sideration from  them.  But  it  is  also 
true,  in  our  judgment,  that  we  had 
handed  over  to  us  a  set  of  such  ques- 
tions as  was  never  handed  over  by  one 
Government  to  another.  We  may  pass 
over  to  our  Successors  a  painful  inherit- 
ance. We  received  a  painful  inherit- 
ance. But  has  it  always  been  the  case 
that  every  outgoing  Administration  has 
given  to  its  Successors  a  legacy  of  diffi- 
culty and  despair,  as  now  seems  to  be 
the  case?  No,  Sir.  In  1874,  when  the 
late  Government  came  into  Office,  the 
Foreign  Secretary  of  that  Government 
declared  that  in  every  portion  of  the 
world  the  foreign  relations  of  this  coun- 
try were  thoroughly  satisfactory.  Not 
a  single  difficulty  of  any  kind  had  been 
passed  over  by  us  to  those  who  were  our 
Successors.  The  present  occasion  only 
admits  of  broad  and  general  statements 
in  answer  to  the  broad  and  general  state- 
ments which  have  been  made  against 
the  Government.  1  am  ready  to  fortify 
and  defend  those  statements  at  every 
point  and  on  every  fair  occasion,  and  I  am 
perfectly  convinced  that  the  nation  will 
do  justice  to  us  under  the  difficulties  with 
which  we  have  had  to  contend  and  the 
efforts  we  have  made  to  overcome  them. 
StR  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  :  Sir, 
we  have  been,  I  must  say,  rather  sur- 
prised with  a  considerable  portion  of 
the  speech  of  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
the  Fiime  Minister.  I  do  not  deny  that 
he  ill  quite  within  his  right  in  following 
up  some  observations  of  my  noble  Friend 
(Lord  George  Hamilton),  and  upon 
them  hanging  a  general  discussion  on 
the  whole  foreign  policy  of  the  present 
Government  and  its  Predecessors.  But 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  think  the 
Committee  has  rather  been  led  away 
from  the  immediate  questions  sub- 
mitted to  us,  and  from  the  points  of 
my  noble  Friend's  speech.  At  the 
same  time,  it  is  impossible  for  me 
entirely  to  pass  over  some  observa- 
tiona  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 


concluding  portion  of  his  speech.  He 
has  again,  and  in  a  very  marked  man- 
ner, repeated  the  charge  which  he  baa 
so  often  brought  egait^st  his  Predeces- 
sors, and  the  excuse  that  all  that  has 
gone  wrong  is  to  be  attributed  to  some 
action  on  the  part  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment. Now,  it  is  a  very  remarkable 
thing  that  we  have  never  had  the  bene* 
fit  of  that  kind  of  argument  applied  to 
ourselves.  I  was  reminded  by  my  noble 
Friend  near  me  of  a  possible  parallel 
in  the  case  of  the  Abyssinian  Expedi- 
tion. There  is  nothing  on  which  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  is  so  fond  of  twit- 
ting the  late  I^ord  Derby's  Admini*itra- 
t ion  with  as  the  Abyssinian  Expedition. 
It  is  all  put  down  to  u^;  and  yet.  accord- 
ing to  the  method  of  the  right  hon. 
Guntleman,  every  shilling  expended  in 
that  Expedition^ — I  was  going  to  say 
every  life  that  was  lost,  but  there  was 
no  life  lost— every  shilling  was  due  en- 
tirely»  not  to  our  action  but  to  that  of 
Lord  John  Russell,  who  never  answered 
the  letter  of  the  King  of  Abyssinia,  and 
thereby  made  the  Expedition  necessary. 
That  is  exactly  as  good  an  answer  and 
as  good  a  case  as  maoy  of  those  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  so  fond  of 
putting  forward.  But  there  is  some- 
thing rather  remarkable  in  the  way  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  deals 
with  these  questions,  and  goes  back  to 
the  root  of  the  evil.  If  he  would  go 
back  to  the  very  beginning  of  all  things 
in  every  case,  there  would  be  something 
in  it ;  but  in  this,  as  in  all  cases,  he 
selects  a  convenient  point  from  which  to 
start.  I  entirely  deny  the  propriety  of 
his  charging  us  with  all  the  consequences 
of  our  relations  with  Egypt,  and  all  tha 
war  and  all  the  misery  that  has  been  oc- 
casioned within  the  last  few  years.  Let 
us  for  a  moment  grant  his  method  of 
argument.  He  says  all  the  difficulty 
arose  from  our  opening  certain  relations 
with  Egypt;  but  he  does  not  take  his 
start  from  the  beginning  of  our  rela- 
tione with  Egypt,  when  he  says  he 
warned  us  as  to  the  result  of  the  connec- 
tion which  subsisted  between  us  and 
some  of  the  financial  arrangements  in 
that  country.  No  ;  because  Lord  Derby 
was  then  in  Office— but  he  chooses  the 
period  at  which  Lord  Derby  left  Office, 
and  takes  an  act  when  Lord  Salisbury 
was  at  the  Foreign  Office,  and  founds 
upon  it  his  accusations  against  us.  I 
object  to  his   taking  these    things   in 
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imm.  Ening  tbat  the  whole 
i,ii„  gouuuiit  f  the  Govemmetit 
«^ft  &0D1  the  aeia  of  their  Predecei- 
I.  The  aeta  of  their  Predeeeseom 
aot  flow  froai  the  earlier  acts  which 
I'e  thoie  of  Lord  Derby,  but  come 
m  the  original  mn  and  mischief  of 
.uord  Baliabury,  atid  fro  eh  that  has  come 
all  the  sins  of  Lord  Beacoaefield'a  later 
years  and  all  the  misery  and  mismanage* 
ment  af  the  present  QoTernmeDt.  That^ 
I  thiiib,  is  one  of  the  most  oxtraordinarj 
attsumptiona  to  make  ii|K>n  the  crediiJitj 
of  the  House  of  Commotio  that  it  ia 
posaiblfi  to  coueeiTe.  He  turns  upon  us, 
and  he  says — **  You  took  a  certain  lm% 
with  reg^  to  the  Dual  Controlf  and 
in  consequence  of  that  it  became  neces* 
eary  for  us  to  go  step  by  step  into  the 
bombardment  of  the  Alex  an  dn  an  forts, 
into  the  battle  of  Tel-ebKabir,  into  all 
the  putting  down  of  Arabt  and  his  tneu^ 
and  into  the  further  proceedings  we  ha^e 
had  to  take  with  regard  to  tha  troubles 
in  the  Soudan  and  so  forth ;  all  these 
things  oame  from  your  misconduct  in 
haTing  signed  a  Paper  iu  which  there 
was  a  certain  provision  for  what  is 
called  the  Dual  Control"  Why  renlly, 
Sir,  that  is  mocking  the  common  sense 
of  the  House.  You  ask  what  we  would 
have  done  on  this  point  or  on  that. 
There  are  many  points  ou  which  we 
should  huve  taken  a  line  which  would ^ 
as  wo  believe,  have  entirely  prevcntt'd 
and  stopped  all  this  mischief  and  trouble. 
I  take  the  familiar  caae  of  the  Soudan, 
and  I  think  if  you  had  taken  a  reason- 
able and  common ^aen^e  line  when  Hicks 
Pasha  was  going  into  the  Soudon,  if  you 
had  th*»n  flaid  you  would  either  support  or 
prohibit  that  Expedition,  none  of  thes** 
difficulties  with  which  we  are  now  bf>B6C 
would  havD  occurred*  **  But"  i^ays  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  *'that  has 
nothinj^  to  do  with  it ;  it  w«s  Lord 
Salisbury  having  agreed  to  the  Dual 
Control  that  was  tlie  causfl  of  Hicks 
Pasha  being  killed^  and  the  cause  of 
Gordon  going  out,  and  the  cause  of  this 
Expedition  up  tlie  Nile.'* 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  ne^er  said  it 
was  the  cause  of  Hicks  Pa^ha  being 
kiUed,  or  iu  any  way  made  the  late 
Goi^ornment  responsible  fi*r  that  dis- 
aster. 

Sia  STAFFORD   NOETHCOTE:    I 
thought  that  was  part  of  the  right  hon* 
Qeutlemau's    speech — that    it    was   in- 
tended   to   be  immediately  relevant  to  I 
Sir  Stafford  Northcot$ 


th#  quealion  before  us^  wtttdi  la  tha 
supply  of  funds  for  the  Expedition  up 
the  Niloy  aud  which  is  directly  couuectad 
with  the  operations  in  the  Soudan^  But 
I  do  not  desire  to  go  at  full  length  into 
all  these  questions ;  all  I  say  is  that^  i£ 
we  are  to  discuss  them  as  questions  of 
the  foreign  policy  of  the  Government, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  find  thai 
he  cannot  maintain »  and  that  no  one  will 
support  him  in  maintaining,  the  doetriae 
he  so  constantly  endeavours  to  establtah 
— that  everything  is  due  to  the  actions  of 
his  Predecessors.  Kow,  with  regard  to 
the  TransvaaL  We  may  have  boea 
righti  or  we  may  not  have  been  right,  in 
the  action  we  took  In  respect  to  the 
annexation  of  the  Transvaal ;  but,  oar- 
tainly,  many  "h^u^  Gentlemen  ou  tha.! 
side  of  the  House»  who  are  great  autho- 
rities on  this  subjeeti  found  no  fault  with 
what  was  done  hj  us,  but,  on  the  con* 
trary,  they  approved  of  what  was  dand 
by  us.  [An  hon.  MaiiBEB :  Lord  Kim- 
barley!]  Yes;  Lord  Kimberley  Rnd 
others.  Colleagues  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr,  Gladstone).  But  whe* 
I  her  that  was  so  or  not,  I  maintain  that 
the  Government,  when  they  had  to  deal 
with  the  question,  had  before  them  two 
ooursea,  either  of  which  they  might  have 
taken ;  they  might  have  maiutaiued  the 
act  of  their  Predecessora.  or  tbf'y  might 
have  reversed  it.  Th*^y  did  neither  the 
one,  nor  the  other.  If  they  had  at  once 
reversed  it,  if  they  had  ?iaid — "This  thing 
is  80  shocking,  so  bad,  thatourtouMtiencea 
will  not  tob  ratp  it/'  they  could,  without 
the  slightest  sullying  of  the  British 
honour,  have  retired  from  the  Trans- 
vaal ;  they  could  have  made  whatever 
terms  they  pleased  with  the  Transvaal 
Government  and  have  retired,  with  the 
conviction  that  they  had  done  nothing 
to  lower  the  honour  and  prestige  of 
Eaglftud.  They  niighf,  nn  the  other 
hand,  have  maintained  the  position  ;  that 
the  J  could  huve  done— and  they  them- 
aelros  have  *  if  ten  told  us— they  could 
have  put  down  the  resistance  of  the 
Bw^rs,  by  sending  a  very  small  amount 
of  force.  But  they  did  neith€*r  the 
one,  nor  the  other.  They  did  not  give 
back  the  Transvaal ;  they  endeavoured 
to  enfiirc*^  tho  annexation ;  th*w  brought 
about  lighting  and  lilomUhed,  and  then 
they  gave  way  in  a  manner  which  lowered 
fatally  our  powitiou  in  the  couotiy,  and 
when  we  were  oldiged  by  the  commonest 
feelings  of  honour  to  make  stipulattom 
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for  the  proteotion  of  certain  of  the  Na- 
tive  raceii  and  of  our  Native  allies,  the 
effect  of  thoae  stipulations  waa  dc  stroyed 
by  the  manner  in  which  the  Gh>vernnient 
had  previously  acted.  Youhavo  no  right 
to  come  down  here  and  eay  all  this  is 
due  to  our  action.  It  was  not  to  our 
action,  but  it  was  to  your  action  it  waa 
due.  [An  hon.  Member  :  Inaction.] 
Well,  action  or  inaction,  whichever  you 
please  ;  it  waa  due  to  a  bit  of  both.  It 
was  due  to  action,  not  deliberately,  or 
carefully,  or  well-prepared,  but  action 
which  waa  taken  up  as  it  were  from 
hand-to-mouth,  and  which  turns  out 
much  more  expensive  and  wretched  in 
the  end.  That  is  a  point  to  be  borne 
in  mind  in  reference  to  the  matter  for 
which  we  are  now  providing  the  funds. 
Are  we  really  aeaured  that  eutficient 
provieion  has  been  made  ?  Are  we 
satisfied  that  the  expenditure  which  wo 
are  called  upon  to  incur,  and  muoh 
of  which,  I  believe,  might  have  been 
avoided  even  later  in  the  proceedings 
by  a  more  distinct  military  policy — that 
is  a  point  I  will  not  now  go  into — but 
are  we  assured  that  we  are  taking 
enough  for  this  Expedition,  or  shall  we 
not  dnd  that  we  have  again  and  again 
to  come  to  Farliaroent  for  fresh  supplies 
in  this  matter?  Sir,  I  have  ventui*ed  to 
make  these  few  remarks  upon  a  point  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  leads  us 
in  the  course  of  his  very  eloquent  but 
rather  discursive  speech.  There  are 
several  other  matters  upon  which  I  am 
tempted  to  say  a  few  words,  and  I  trust 
I  may  be  allowed  to  eay  them,  though 
they  are  of  a  less  general  character — 
they  have  reference  to  what  fell  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  answer  to 
the  observations  of  my  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord  George 
Hamilton),  and  I  do  not  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  understood  the  point 
which  my  noble  Friend,  as  I  compre- 
hended him,  was  raaJdug.  What  my 
noble  Friend  said  was  this — *'  If  you  are 
to  compare  the  Expenditure  of  one  Go- 
vernment with  the  Expenditure  of  an- 
other Government,  if  you  are  to  say  this 
Government  has  spent  more  or  less  than 
its  Predecessor,  you  must  consider  what 
method  or  course  you  ought  to  adopt  in 
order  to  bring  about  a  fair  companson/^ 
And  my  noble  Friend  added  that  the 
oomparison  which  the  Prime  Minister 
drew,  in  a  speech  he  made  recently  in 
Edinburgh,  upon  this   aabject  was  an 


unfair  comparison,  because  in  the  course 
of  that  comparison  he  deducted  what  he 
had  no  right  to  deduct.  The  question  is, 
that  one  Government  had  spent  so  much 
upon  the  Army,  Navy,  Civil  Services, 
and  other  sources  of  Expenditure,  and 
the  other  Government  had  spent  so  much 
more.  **Then,*^  says  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  **you  must  deduct  from  the 
Expenditure  on  the  part  of  my  Govern- 
ment what  has  gone  in  the  way  of  re- 
duction of  Debt;  you  must  not  deduct 
what  we  have  paid  In  the  reduction  of 
Debt,  but  you  must  debit  the  amount 
of  Debt  we  have  got  rid  of,"  very  much 
as  you  might  aay,  when  you  are  com- 
paring the  Navy  Estimates,  you  must 
not  ask  how  many  millions  one  Govern- 
ment spent  on  the  Navy,  and  how  many 
millions  the  other  Government  spent 
upon  the  same  Service,  but  you  may  de- 
duct from  the  Expenditure  of  one  Govern- 
ment the  greater  value  of  the  ships  you 
have  obtained  than  the  other  Govern- 
ment obtained.  It  may  be  very  proper, 
if  you  are  comparing  the  best  method  of 
paying  off  Debt,  to  say  you  will  have  it 
paid  off  by  Terminable  Annunities  or 
by  redeeming  so  much  from  year  t*>  year. 
Tliat  is  a  fair  question  to  argue,  and 
you  may  bo  in  a  position  to  say  you 
make  out  a  case  for  better  finance  by 
adoptmg  one  or  the  other  system.  But 
if  you  are  to  compare  Expenditure,  you 
may  set  aside  what  you  have  paid  for 
expenditure  upon  the  Debt,  and  you 
may  v^rj  fairly  compare  the  amounts 
which  are  applied  to  the  redemption  of 
Debt ;  but  if  you  apply  those  amounts  to 
one  system  it  will  answer  your  purpose 
for  your  comparison,  but  if  you  apply 
them  to  another  system  it  will  not.  II 
you  apply  £2,000,000,  let  us  say,  in 
setting  up  Terminable  Annuities  and  in 
reducing  Debt,  the  interest  in  the  first 
years  becoming  less  and  less,  and  the 
principal  in  the  first  years  becoming 
more  and  more — if  you  apply  £2,000,000 
a-year  in  that  way,  that  is  an  expendi* 
ture  of  £2,  COO,  000  a-year.  You  pro- 
duce a  certain  result  by  it.  Sup- 
pose, on  the  other  hand,  we  take  the 
fiystem  of  applying  £2,000,000  out  of 
the  Exchequer,  without  setting  up  Ter- 
minable Annuities,  for  the  redemption  of 
Debt  to  the  amount  of  £2,000,000  a*year, 
you  expend  precisely  the  same  in  each 
year  ui>on  the  Debt.  It  may  be  a  ques- 
tion whether  the  one  system  is  better 
than  the  other;  but  vou  have  no  right 
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to  deduct  from  your  Expenditure  that 
which  is  not  the  money  you  have  spent 
in  paying  Debt,  but  the  money  you  have 
gained  by  paying  Debt.  This  may  be  a 
very  academical  discussion ;  but  my  noble 
Friend  points  his  moral  in  a  very  im- 
portant  and  significant  way — and  here  I 
invite  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr,  H.  H.  Fowler),  My  noble  Friend 
says  that  if  it  has  to  be  placed  to  the 
credit  of  a  Government  that  it  has  re- 
deemed a  certain  quantity  of  Debt,  and 
that  that  is  to  be  an  excuse  and  a  reason 
for  its  increased  Expenditure,  then  it 
will  follow  that  a  Government  which 
spends  more  and  mora  upon  the  Army, 
Navy,  Civil  Services,  or  anything  else, 
may  get  off  without  any  blame  on  that 
account,  because,  at  the  same  time,  it 
has  been  redeeming  a  large  amount  of 
Debt.  Is  it  to  be  argued  that  a  Govern- 
ment'e  Expenditure  is  not  to  bo  reckoned 
aa  large  as  it  really  is  because  this  fic- 
titious sum  by  which  it  has  reduced 
Debt  is  to  be  deducted  by  it?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has,  to  a  certain 
extent,  explained  or  more  fidly  stated 
what  he  intended  upon  another  question 
which  I  will  advert  to,  I  only  wish  he 
had  done  so  in  Mid  Lothian,  to  the 
people  whom  he  was  addressing,  because 
they,  no  doubt,  went  away  impressed 
with  the  rough  statement  he  made.  He 
says  it  was  not  possible  for  him  to  go 
into  detath 

Mr,  GLADSTONE :  I  beg  the  right 
hon,  Gentleman^s  pardon.  With  regard 
to  the  Debt,  I  might  have  added  some 
explanation  on  the  question  of  the  col- 
lection of  Kevenue.  I  did  not  enter  into 
that;  but  if  1  had,  I  should  have  put 
down  some  items  to  our  credit  on  the 
other  side. 

Sm  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE: 
With  regard  to  the  collection  of  Revenue, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  perfectly  at 
liberty  to  put  down  any  items  that  he 
pleases,  and  to  claim  credit  for  them  in 
a  general  view  of  his  finance ;  but  when 
he  compares  Expenditure  with  Expendi- 
ture, he  ought  to  compare  Expenditure 
with  Expenditure  \  and  we  complain 
that  that  is  not  what  he  did  do.  There 
is  no  doubt  it  is  monstrously  unfair  and 
unjust  to  shut  out  altogether  the  collec- 
tion of  the  Revenue  as  an  expenditure 
not  belonging  to  the  Expenditure  of  the 
Government,  It  may  be  that  the  ex- 
penses of  collection  are  small  sums  when 
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compared  with  the  millions  we  are  talking 
of;  but  there  is  no  man  knows  betteM 
or  has  preached  more  warmly,  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  that 
the  small  sums  are  the  important  ones 
to  look  to  in  the  general  administration 
of  finance.  It  is  exactly  upon  such 
matters  as  the  collection  of  Revenue  that 
you  have  an  opportunity  of  making 
amall  economies,  and  of  taking  care  that 
what  you  spend  is  spent  properly  and  as 
economically  as  possible.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knows  quite  well  that,  in 
many  of  these  cases,  it  is  not  merely 
the  expenditure  on  the  Parcel  Post  or 
anything  of  that  sort,  but  it  is  the  ex- 
penditure on  the  Services — the  salaries  j 
of  those  employed,  for  instance— which  ^ 
come  into  consideration.  Let  him  re- 
member that  there  is  one  charge  for  the 
collection  which  does  vary  according  1 
the  amount  of  Revenue,  and  that  is  ihi 
charge  for  the  collection  of  the  Incoo 
Tax.  If  you  have  a  high  Income  Tax," 
your  expenditm-e  on  collection  will  be 
large,  because  the  higher  the  amount 
to  be  collected  the  larger  the  percentag 
amounts  to.  But,  then^  all  that  brir 
you  back  to  the  question  how  far  that  ] 
due  to  the  policy  of  the  Government?^ 
How  came  you  to  have  this  large  charge 
in  Income  Tax?  How  came  you  to 
bring  about  this  larger  charge  for  col* 
lection  f  These  are  all  matters  which 
cannot  be  satisfactorily  dealt  with  in  the 
rough  ;  and  if  we  are  really  to  go  into  j 
comparison  of  these  matters,  I  say 
ought  to  have  that  Committee  of  whicli 
we  are  continually  hearing,  but  whid 
we  are  never  encouraged  to  see.  I  thii 
this  matter  could  be  very  fairly  conslJ 
dered  by  a  Uommittee.  Certainly, 
should  be  quite  prepared  to  go  into  thi 
Committee,  with  a  vew  of  arguing  fairly 
the  question  of  these  different  lands  of  ^ 
expenditure,  and  of  arguing  the  quea^ 
tiou  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  th*' 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  refers — 
namely,  the  system  of  advances  to  meetj 
local  charges.  I  do  not  remember  wbc 
ther  there  was  anything  else  in  mj 
noble  Friend*8  speech  upon  which  I 
need  comment.  I  had  intended  to 
rise  to  make  the  observations  I  have 
made  upon  these  two  points — the  col- 
lection of  the  Revenue,  and  the  method 
of  dealing  with  the  Debt;  but  I  was  led 
further  atield  by  the  latter  part  of  tb© 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
must  Bay  that  that  speech  did  not  impr 
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me  with  the  conviction  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  satisfied  with  the 
whole  course  of  the  policj  of  his  Go- 
vernment in  these  matters.  I  thought 
there  was  a  good  deal  more  of  the 
French  proverb,  **That  a  man  who  ex* 
ouses  bim&elf.  accuses  himself,' '  than  was 
altogether  comfortable  to  the  right  hen. 
Gentleman.  There  waa  no  occaeion  to 
have  gone  so  fully  into  the  matter,  and 
I  do  not  wish  now  to  raise  any  question 
with  regard  to  the  actual  expenditure 
which  is  now  proposed.  It  was  a  matter 
of  necessity  for  the  honour  of  the  coun- 
try that  stops  should  be  taken  to  rescue 
General  Gordon,  How  General  Gordon 
has  got  into  the  position  in  which  he 
now  finds  himself,  and  how  the  Govern- 
ment  have  contracted  obligations  to  him, 
are  matters  which  will  have  to  be  very 
aeriously  answered  by  the  Government. 
No  matter  what  the  answer  is,  it  leaves 
the  duty  of  the  country  as  regards  the 
provision  that  is  to  be  made  for  Genoral 
Gordon's  rescue  absolutely  untouched. 
Therefore,  I  have  no  diflBculty  to  raise 
in  voting  the  funds  which  may  be  ne- 
cessary, though  I  do  feel  the  very  great 
disadvantage  of  being  asked  to  make  a 
Tote  of  the  character  that  is  now  asked 
for  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Childers) — breaking  in  through  all 
the  arrangements  of  the  year  at  this  in- 
convenient time,  and  at  a  time  when  I 
am  afraid  there  is  a  great  deal  of  dis- 
tress in  the  country — breaking  in  with 
an  irregular  Budget,  and  making  this 
demand  upon  the  income  of  the  country. 
8ia  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  that,  as 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Middle- 
sex (Lord  George  Hamilton)  had  spe- 
cially referred  to  him,  he  should  just 
like  to  say  that  he  adhered  to  his  pre- 
vious statements,  though  it  was  unneces- 
sary for  him  to  defend  them  at  length, 
because  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr*  H.  H.  Fowler)  had  so 
ably  done  it.  He  (Sir  John  Lubbock) 
regretted,  as  much  as  he  possibly  could, 
the  large  increases  which  had  taken 
place  in  our  National  Expenditure  ;  but 
he  would  like  to  remind  the  Committee 
when  those  increases  began.  For  seve- 
ral years,  up  to  1874 — the  year  of  tho 
accession  to  Office  of  the  Conservative 
Government— there  were  but  very  small 
inoreaeea  in  our  National  Expenditure. 
They  could  hardly  expect  that  there 
should  be  no  increase ;  because,  of 
course,  there  were  certain  automatic  in- 


creases like  that  on  Education,  which  ho 
was  sure  none  of  them  regretted.  But 
tho  great  and  remarkable  increases  in 
our  National  Expenditure  began  in  187 1, 
and  rose  in  the  five  years,  from  1875  to 
1880,  by  no  less  than  £10,000,000.  The 
nominal  increase  of  Expenditure  had 
in  the  gross  in  the  last  four  years  been 
£13,000,000.  But,  during  the  latter 
period,  £5,000,000  more  had  been  ap- 
propriated towards  the  repayment  of 
Debt,  and  £3,000,000  or  £4, 000,000  had 
been  increased  expenditure  on  the  Post 
Office,  with  reference  to  which  he  should 
say  a  word  or  two  by -and -bye.  There 
had  also  been  a  very  considerable  Grant 
in  Aid,  amoimting  in  the  four  years  to 
more  than  £S.000,000.  for  National  Edu- 
cation. The  present  Government  had 
paid  £7.000,000  for  the  War  Expenditure 
of  their  Predecessors.  As  far  as  he  could 
make  out,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  and 
bis  supporters  incurred  a  War  Expen- 
diture of  £12,000,000,  of  which  they 
only  paid  £4,000,000;  while  the  present 
Government  had  incurred  a  War  Ex- 
penditure of  £6,000,000,  but  they  had 
paid  off  £13,000,000  of  War  Expendi- 
ture, That,  also,  had  to  be  taken  into 
consideration  J  when  they  were  comparing 
the  Expenditure  of  the  two  Govern- 
ments. The  right  hon.  Baronet  who 
had  just  sat  down  referred  at  some 
Jength  to  the  items  for  the  coUection  of 
Revenue.  But  the  main  increase  which 
had  taken  place  there  had  been  on  the  head 
of  the  Post  Office.  If  they  compared  the 
year  1880  with  last  year,  the  increase  was 
from  £3,800,000  to  £4,500,000,  which 
was  an  increase  of  £700,000.  But,  then, 
what  had  been  the  difiTerence  in  the  re- 
ceipts ?  The  receipts,  which  were,  in  1 880, 
£6,300,000,  had  increased  to  £7,700,000, 
and,  therefore,  although  there  had 
been  an  increase  of  expenditure  on  the 
poi-t  of  the  Post  Office  of  £700,000, 
there  had  been  an  increase  of  reve- 
nue under  the  same  head  of  very 
nearly  double  that  amount.  li  they 
compared  the  cost  of  collection  of  the 
Customs  and  Inland  Eevenue,  they 
found  there  had  been  a  very  slight  in- 
oroase,  and,  in  some  years,  even  a  de- 
crease, under  that  head.  As  so  much 
had  turned  this  evening  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  economy,  perhaps  it  would  be 
well  to  take  the  last  year  of  the  Conser- 
vative Government,  and  contrast  it  with 
the  year  1 884.     They  would  find  that,  in 
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1884,  the  real  Expenditure  of  the  coun- 
try had  been  almost  exactly  what  it 
was  in  the  last  year  of  the  Oonserva- 
tive  Administration ;  but  when  they 
came  to  look  into  the  different  items, 
there  was  a  very  considerable  differ- 
ence. In  1880,  the  cost  of  collec- 
tion was  £2,700,000 ;  but,  so  far  from 
there  being,  in  1884,  the  increase  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to 
imagine,  the  cost  had  actually  diminished 
to  £2,679,000,  so  that  there  had  been  a 
certain  economy.  Well,  then,  under  the 
head  of  Education  the  expenditure  in 
1880  was  £3,400,000,  and  in  1884, 
£4,000,000.  That  was  an  increase  of 
£600,000  ;  but  it  was  an  increase  which 
neither  side  of  the  House  would  com- 
plain of.  Furthermore,  the  Grants  in 
Aid  were,  in  1880,  £4,980,000,  and  in 
1884,  £5,600,000,  showing,  under  that 
head,  an  increase,  which  he  deplored  as 
much  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton did,  and  for  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  were  mainly  responsible, 
of  upwards  of  £600,000.  But,  of  course, 
whether  they  regretted  it  or  not,  that 
was  not  really  an  addition  to  the  Ex- 
penditure of  the  country,  but  an  amount 
provided  for  in  one  way  instead  of  in 
another.  The  cost  of  the  ordinary  Civil 
Services  had  increased  from  £5,700,000 
to  £6,100,000 ;  but  when  the  Committee 
remembered  how  much  additional  ex- 
pense was  thrown  on  the  country  under 
the  head  of  Civil  Services  in  connection 
with  the  government  of  Ireland,  he 
thought  they  could^not  wonder|there  had 
been  that  slight 'increase.  The  charge 
on  account  of  Debt  was  £27,350,000  in 
1880,  and  £28,190,000  in  1884;  but 
that,  of  course,  they  all  knew  was  not 
really  part  of  the  Expenditure  of  the 
country,  but  a  diminution  of  the  in- 
debtedness of  the  country.  And,  then, 
lastly,', the  net  amount  for  the  Army  and 
Navy  was  £28,500,000  in  1880,  and 
£26,800,000  in  1884,  showing,  the  Com- 
mittee would  see,  a  very  considerable 
decrease  in  1884  over  1880.  He  (Sir 
John  Lubbock)  thought  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  would  have  done  well  if,  in- 
stead of  dealing  with  vague  generalities, 
he  had  taken,  for  instance,  the  last  year 
of  the  Conservative  Administration  and 
1884,  and  shown  the  Committee  where 
the  present  Government  had  been  ex- 
travagant. He  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  had 
endeavoured  to  give  to  the  Committee 
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the  figures  for  those  two  years,  and,  as 
far  as  he  was  able  to  judge,  he  thought  ^ 
the  Expenditure  of  the  present  Gt>vern-  ' 
ment,  looked  at  from  that  point  of  view 
— and  he  maintained  it  was  a  right  one 
— would  contrast  favourably  with  the  Ex- 
penditure of  their  Predecessors,  though 
he  must  confess  he  was  disappointed  that 
more  had  not  been  done  in  Uiis  respect. 
But,  after  all,  this  was  very  much  a  ques- 
tion of  policy.  There  were  two  distinct 
questions  before  them  that  evening — 
one,  whether  the  Government  had  been 
economical  in  their  Expenditure;  and, 
the  other,  whether  their  policy  had  led 
to  unnecessary  Expenditure.  He,  for 
his  part,  regretted,  as  much  as  any  hon. 
Member  who  had  spoken,  the  great  in- 
crease of  Expenditure.  How  had  it 
arisen  ?  The  origin  of  the  Egyptian 
policy  of  the  Government  dated  from 
the  great  meeting  at  Willis's  Booms, 
attended  by  the  ^Leaders  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, and  having  reference  to  the  ^gyp- 
tian  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. The  Expedition  to  the  Soudan, 
which  he  always  regretted,  was  almost 
forced  on  Her  Majesty's  Government  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite;  and  it  was  well 
known  that  all  through  ihe  Eecess  Mem- 
bers of  the  Opposition  had  been  urging 
upon  the  Government  to  interfere  ac- 
tively in  Bechuanaland.  Deeply  as  he 
deplored  the  great  increase  of  otir  Na- 
tional Expenditure,  he  thought  that, 
when  the  country  came  to  consider  the 
matter,  they  would  arrive  at  the  con- 
clusion that  light  hon.  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  were  mainly  responsible 
for  the  increase. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  he  had  not  in- 
tended taking  part  in  the  debate,  and 
should  not  have  done  so  had  it  not  been 
for  some  remarks  which  had  been  made 
with  reference  to  him  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Gladstone).  He 
desired  to  make  a  personal  explanation. 
Somehow  or  other,  whenever  anyone  op- 
posite the  Treasury  Bench  smiled  at  the 
Prime  Minister's  observations,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  always  came  down  with 
a  fell  swoop  of  his  oratory  upon  his  (Mr. 
Onslow's)  unfortunate  head.  In  spite  of 
that,  he  should  always  smile — as  he  had 
done  that  night — whenever  the  Prime 
Minister  said  something  utterly  ridicu- 
lous and  monstrous.  With  all  due  defer- 
ence to  the  Chairman,  he  (Mr.  Onslow) 
had  never  interrupted  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister.    He  certainly  laughed ;  but  did 
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not  think  he  had  interrupted  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  in  any  waj. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  If  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  that  when  he  laughed  he 
did  not  intend  to  interrupt  me,   I  am 

?uitG  williog  to  withdraw  any  reference 
may  have  made  to  him.  I  certaiuly 
thought,  however,  that  I  had  the  best 
evidence  of  interruption  on  hia  part, 

Thb  CHAmMAN:  Since  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  referred  to  a  ruling  of 
mine,  I  must  say  that  he  made  a  most 
disorderly  interruption  by  calling  out 
the  name  **  Harcourt  I'*  across  the 
House.  He  did  bo  in  such  an  audible 
manner  that  I  was  obliged  to  call  atten- 
tion  to  the  interruption. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  that  an  hon. 
Gentleman  behind  him  had  called  out 
**Harcourtl  Harcourtl'*  and  he  (Mr. 
Onslow)  had  merely  repeated  it.  He, 
however,  was  pitched  upon — as  was 
always  the  case — as  if  he  was  the 
only  one  smiling.  He  should  con- 
tinue, if  he  thought  proper,  to  laugh  at 
the  assertions  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
especially  when  he  contended  that  the 
failure  of  the  foreign  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty *s  Govern ment,  and  the  Expendi- 
ture it  entailed,  was  wholly  owing  to  the 
OoDservative  Government,  which  pre- 
ceded him  in  Office.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  thatit  was  partly  owing 
to  the  policy  of  his  Predecessors  in  re- 
gard to  Afghanistan  that  £4,500,000  was 
given  to  India;  but  the  policy  pursued  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  handing  over 
that  money  was  entirely  deprecated  by  the 
Conservative  Party.  The  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  Afghan  War  at  all.  The 
Opposition  said  India  did  not  require 
to  be  paid  that  money,  and  India 
never  asked  for  it ;  but  it  was  the 
policy  of  the  Government  to  give  it. 
The  policy  they  pursued  was  diametri- 
cally opposed  to  that  recommended  by 
the  Opposition*  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  the  Ohaecellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  only  come  down  on  them  for 
£1,000»000  for  the  present  financial 
year ;  but  he  ought  to  let  them 
know  before  the  next  financial  year — 
befoi-e  the  next  Budget,  which  would 
probably  be  in  March — whether  the 
Estimate  would  be  exceeded  or  not.  It 
appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Casio w)  that  the 
present  financial  proposal  was  not  for 
the  purpose  of  defraying  this   specific 
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Expenditure  of  £1,000,000;  but  that  a 
24.  Income  Tax  might  yield  a  certain 
amount,  and  the  Estimate  of  the  cost  of 
the  Expedition  had  been  framed  accord- 
ingly. He  believed  that  a  great  deal 
more  than  £1,000,000  had  already  been 
spent,  exclusive  of  the  £300,000  voted 
last  August;  and  he  therefore  thought 
the  Committee  and  the  oonntry  had  a 
right  to  know  the  total  amount  which  was 
likely  to  be  spent  on  the  Nile  Expedition. 
It  might  be  that  the  money  asked  for 
the  Bechuanaland  Expedition  had  not 
yet  been  spent;  but  some  information 
onght  to  be  given  as  to  how  much  would 
be  spent  by  next  March  on  this  Expedi- 
tion to  relieve  General  Gordon.  The 
noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
had  told  them  that  the  Expedition  was 
not  only  to  relieve  General  Gordon,  but 
to  establish  a  settled  form  of  Govern- 
ment at  Khartoum  ;  and,  that  being  so, 
it  was  obvious  that  it  would  entail  a  vast 
amount  of  expenditure  upon  this  coun- 
try, irrespective  of  the  cost  of  the  Expe- 
dition itself.  The  cost  of  keeping  our 
troops  in  the  Soudan  whilst  a  settled 
form  of  Government  was  established 
would  be  very  great.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Burnley  (Mr.  Ry lands)  was  always 
preaching  economy  in  Committee ;  but, 
whenever  it  came  to  a  vote  with  the 
Speaker  in  the  Chair,  his  vote  was 
diametrically  opposed  to  the  opinions  he 
had  previously  expressed.  Though  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  a  great  economist, 
and  went  in  for  economy  all  round,  not 
even  hia  capacity  would  be  able  to  reduce 
the  Expenditure  which  was  going  on  at 
the  present  time.  In  his  (Mr.  Onalow*s) 
opinion,  the  Expenditure  of  the  country 
must  go  on  increasing,  whether  it  was 
in  respect  of  Education,  the  Army,  or  the 
Navy.  They  would  never  get  a  reduc- 
tion of  Expenditure,  no  matter  how  many 
Committees  were  appointed  to  investi- 
gate the  matter.  With  regard  to  Revenue, 
they  never  knew  one  year  what  was 
likely  to  happen  the  next,  as  a  great 
deal  depended  upon  the  weather  and  the 
aeaeons.  It  was  impossible  to  reckon 
upon  the  Revenue  being  elastic  or  ex- 
panding; but  Expenditure  must  always 
go  on  increasing.  He  deprecated  en- 
tirely the  imposition  of  this  £3.000,000 
upon  one  class  of  taxpayers.  It  was  a 
very  easy  thing  for  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
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to  raise  tlie  sum  on  the  Income  Tax ; 
lie  could  do  it  with  on©  stroke  of  his 
pen  ;  and  it  was  to  be  hoped  that  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  or  whoever 
might  succeed  him  in  the  meantime, 
came  forward  with  his  Budget  next 
March,  the  extra  expenditure  caused  by 
what  was  goiog  on  now  would  not  be 
put  entirely  upon  the  shoulders  of  one 
class  of  faxpay*»ra  in  the  country. 

Mr,  WADDY  said,  lie  rose  chiefly 
for  the  purpose  of  quoting  a  passage 
from  a  speech  of  the  rigbt  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  North  Devon  (SirStafford 
Northcote.)  Both  he  and  the  noble 
Iiord  the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  had  stuted  that  the 
principle  adopted  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, in  a  speech  be  delivered  in  Edin- 
burgh, in  deducting  the  charges  for  the 
collection  of  He  venue,  was  ''monstrously 
unfair."  What  he  (Mr.  Waddy)  wished 
to  do  was  to  make  a  comparison  between 
the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in 
Office*  and  those  entertained  by  him  out 
of  Office.  On  the  20th  of  December, 
1879,  it  so  happened  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  to  defend  his  own  finance 
against  an  attack  made  upon  it  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister, 
then  in  Opposition.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  quuted  what  had  been  said  about 
himself  I  and  these  were  hia  words — and 
he  (Mr,  Waddy)  was  anxious  that  the 
Committee  should  compare  the  state- 
ment that  night  about  "monstrous  un- 
fairness^' with  what  he  would  proceed 
to  read.    The  right  hon.  Baronet  said — 

**  Mr.  Gladfttone  takes  the  Expenditure  of  the 
last  year  of  hia  own  Govornmsiit  iind  comparei 
it  witb  that  of  the  published  accounts  of  the 
complete  year  1878-9  under  the  Conservative 
Government,  and  he  does  it  in  a  very  fair  way, 
because  he  deduota  on  either  aide  the  cost  of  the 
charges  of  coUecting  the  He  venae,  and  he  gives  a 
comparison  of  the  net  receipts  only  ;  and,  lo  far, 
I  have  not  a  word  to  say  a^inst  him.'' 

That  was,  word  for  word,  exactly  what 
was  said  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  on 
the  20th  of  December,  1879,  at  Leeds, 
where  he  was  endeavouring,  as  far  as 
he  could,  to  answer  the  terrible  onslaught 
that  bad  been  ebortly  before  made  on 
him  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gladstone),  He  (Mr  Waddy)  did  not 
propose,  after  what  had  been  said  that 
nighti  to  enter  into  the  general  question. 
He  would  not  allow  himself  to  be  tempted 
to  do  so  by  what  was  said  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  last  spoke  (Mr.  Onslow) 
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with  reference  to  India.     He  wotdd  not 
go  into  the  cause  of  the  expenditure — 
the    shameful    breach    of    honour    byg 
the  late  Goverument,  in  first  imposing 
a  large  taxation  on  the  people  of  India 
and  pledging  the  honour  of  the  oountr 
that  the  amount  raised  by  that  taxatioi 
should  be  spent  in  famine  insurance,  smi 
then  taking  every  penny  of  it,  and  spend" 
iog  it  in  gunpowder.     He  would  remind 
the  Committee  of  this,  however — that  the 
real  mischief  was  not  accounted  for  by 
the  operation  of  Terminable  Annuities, 
The   real   mischief   was  caused  by  the 
piling  up  by  the  late  Government,  during 
their  term  of  Office,  of  the  ITnfiindea 
Debt,     If  anyone  would  take  the  trouble 
to  look  into  the  matter,  that  would  be 
found  to  account  for  everything.     Re- 
fereuce   to   only  four    or    five    sets   ol 
figures   would    show    exactly  what  he 
meant.     When    the    late    Government 
went  into  Office,  in  1874,  they  found  an 
Unfunded  Debt  of  £4,600,000,  and   ft 
balance  in  the  Exchequer  of  £7,500,000,1 
When   they  left  Office   that  Unfunde4| 
Debt,  which  they  found  at  £4,500,000p,| 
had  risen  to£27^000,00O;  andthebnlane 
in   the    Exchequer,  which    they    found 
at   £7,5Q0,nOO,    they    had    reduced 
£3,000,000.  It  was  Jnreality,£2,273,00O^ 
because  £1,000,000  they  had  borrowed, 
to  put  a  better  look  on  the  matter,  firom 
the  Bank  of  England.     But,  giving  thee 
the   benefit   of    their   own    caloulatioa 
£3,000,000  was  nearly  the  amount  thoj 
left.     Now,  on  the  other  hand^  whilst  th€ 
late    Government     had    increased    thi 
Unfunded    Debt    from    £4,600,000    to' 
£27.000,000,    the   present  Government 
bad    reduced    it    from    £27,000,000  to 
£14,000,000,  and  had  raised  the  balance 
in   the   Exchequer  from  £t3,000,000  to 
£5,500,000.     Whilst  the  late  Govern- 
ment had  been  paying  off  TerminableJ 
Annuities   on   the  one  hand,  they  hail' 
been  piling  up  the  Unfunded  Debt  to  a 
more  than  proportionate  extent.     [Mr. 
GoHST  :  No,  no  !]     Yes.      It  was    im- 
possible here,  at  that  time,  to  go  in  de- 
tail through  all  the  figures ;  but  if  ih^J 
bon.    and  learned   Gentleman   opposit 
(Mr.   Gorst)   would   examine    into    thfl 
matter r  he  would  find  that  the  inoreasel 
in  the  Unfunded  Debt  was  the  mischief 
wrought  by  the  late  Government*     He 
(Mr.  Waddy)  knew  very  well  that  the 
Terminable  Annuities   were  paying  off.] 
Debt;  but  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
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tleman  would  compare  the  ftmouot  au- 
tomatioally  paid  off  by  ooe  Government 
with  that  paid  off  by  the  other,  and  then 
look  at  the  amount  the  Unfunded  Debt 
hftd  been  increased  by  each,  he  would 
find  the  difference  accounted  for.  [An 
hon.  Member  :  The  local  loans!]  He  was 
reminded  of  the  local  loans.  The  dif* 
ferenee  there — in  the  interest,  because 
the  capital  did  not  come  Into  the  account, 
being  accounted  for  in  another  way — 
was  about  £800,000  iti  favour  of  'the 
present  GovernmeDt.  As  to  the  other 
question  raised — the  question  o£  the 
Post  Office  and  the  Telegraphs — he 
would  not  add  one  single  remark  to 
what  had  been  already  said,  except  to 
give  the  figures  for  the  four  years  not 
mentioned  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  George  Hamilton),  The  Post 
Office  and  Telegraph  receipts  from  1877 
to  1880  were  £30,000,000,  while  for  the 
years  from  1881  to  1884  they  were 
£35,000,000.  It  was  true  there  had 
been  an  additional  expenditure  of 
£3,750,000,  or  nearly  j  but  in  thatthere 
had  been  £600,000  extra  expenditure,  or 
something  of  that  kind,  in  respect  of 
the  Parcel  Post,  and  the  profit  had  been 
£1,570,000  odd.  That  was  extremely 
good  business;  and,  therefore,  it  was 
right  to  deduct  it  in  the  way  that  was  so 
satisfactory  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in 
1879,  but  which  now  he  had  discovered, 
in  some  way  or  other,  to  be  *' mon- 
strously unfair.'* 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEE  [Mr.  Childebs)  :  I  think,  Sir, 
the  time  has  now  come  when  I  ought 
to  answer  one  or  two  questions  put 
to  me  by  the  Tarious  hon.  Members 
who  hay 6  spoken,  and  the  challenge 
rather  pointedly  addressed  to  me*  I  will 
do  so  lu  as  few  words  as  I  possibly  can. 
The  right  hon,  Baronet  the  Member  for 
North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote) 
asked  me  pointedly — and  his  question 
was  repeated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Guildford  (Mr,  Onslow) — Are  we  ask- 
ing enough  provision  in  this  Estimate  ? 
For  an  answer  to  that  I  would 
refer  the  Committee  to  the  state- 
ment made  by  my  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (the  Mar^ 
quess  of  Hartington)  the  other  day, 
on  the  Votes  for  Beohuanaland  and  the 
Soudan.  He  then  stated  that  he  be- 
lieved it  might  possibly  be  found  that, 
as  to  the  Soudani  we  might  want  some- 
thing more ;  but  that,  as  to  Bechuana- 
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1  land,  it  was  a  full  Estimate  ;  and,  taking 
the  two  together,  he  believed  we  had 
asked  enough.  The  hon,  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gorst)  made  a  calculation  by  which 
he  arrived  at  £300,000  as  the  sum  by 
which,  according  to  me,  the  original 
Estimate  of  Revenue  will  be  exceeded 
— and  asked  me  whether  I  hope  that 
tbe  Revenue  will  be  increased  by  that 
amount.  Another  hon.  Member  made 
it  £250,000.  Well,  I  decline  to  give  an 
exact  figure.  I  think  there  will  be  a 
moderate  increase  in  the  receipts ;  and  if 
it  is  one- quarter  per  cent  on  the  whole 
amount,  it  will  be  not  far  from  the 
sum  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  names. 
The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  drew  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  certain  figures  for  the  pur- 
pose of  comparing  the  Expenditure  of  the 
present  Government  during  the  past  four 
years  with  the  Expenditure  of  the  late 
Government  during  the  previous  four 
years.  In  reply  to  the  noble  Lord,  I 
will  refer  the  Committee  to  the  annual 
Return  of  the  net  Expenditure  of  the 
country  charged  on  the  taxes,  which  has 
been  frequently  declared  by  the  Trea- 
suries of  both  political  Parties  to  aflford 
the  sound  basis  of  comparison  between 
different  years.  For  this  year  it  is  No, 
273  of  last  Session.  On  pages  12,  3,  4, 
and  5  the  Return  shows  that  the  whole 
charge  on  the  taxpayer  between  April, 
1880,  and  March,  1884,  amounted  to 
£283,000,000;  while  the  whole  charge 
on  the  taxpayer  in  the  four  years 
1876-80  amounted  to  £275,000,000, 
There  was  thus  an  increase  of  £8,000,000 
in  the  years  1880-4;  but  that  increase 
ia  explained  in  the  following  way  : — 
We  have  spent  £2,000,000  more  on 
Education,  £3,400,000  more  in  Votes  in 
aid  of  Local  Taxation,  and  £4,500,000 
as  a  contribution  to  India,  What  we 
have  paid  off  of  Debt  in  hard  money 
amounts  to  £  14,000,000  more  than  what 
was  paid  off  in  the  four  years  preceding 
our  accession  to  Office,  These  auma 
come  together  to  £23,900^000— that  is 
to  say,  nearly  £16,000,000  more  than 
the  increase  of  charge.  Further,  I 
would  remind  the  House  that,  although 
it  is  true  that  we  have  had  to  raise  more 
taxation  in  those  four  years,  we  have 
had  to  do  ao  in  order  to  meet  not  only 
our  own  Expenditure,  but  the  deficits  of 
the  three  previous  years,  amounting  to 
£7^300^000*    I  hope  that  hon.  Gentle- 
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men  who  really  care  to  obtain  accurate 
figures  as  to  recent  expenditure  will 
obserre  that  we  spent  upon  the  Army 
and  Navy,  in  the  four  years  ending 
March,  1884,  £101,800,000,  while  the 
net  charge  in  the  preceding  four  years 
was  £  1 0 1 ,  500, 000.  The  net  cost  of  the 
Ciyil  Services  in  1880-4  was  £24, 500, 000, 
and  in  1876-80,  £23,000,000.  Anyone 
who  takes  the  pains  may  verify  these 
figures  from  the  Eetum  I  have  named. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Ruolvedf  That,  towards  raising  the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  in  addition  to  the  Du- 
nes of  Income  Tax  granted  by  "  The  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  Act,  1884,"  there  shall  be 
charged,  collected,  and  paid  lor  the  year  which 
commenced  on  the  sixth  day  of  April,  one  thou* 
sand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-four,  in  respect 
of  all  ftoperty,  Profits,  and  Gktins  mentioned 
or  described  as  chargeable  in  the  Act  of  the  six- 
teenth and  seventeenth  years  of  Her  Majesty's 
reign,  chapter  thirty-four,  the  following  Dunes 
of  Income  Tax  (that  is  to  say) : 

For  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  the  annual 
value  or  amount  of  Property,  Profits, 
and  Gkdns  chargeable  under  Schedules 
(A),  (C),  (D),  or  (E)  of  the  said  Act,  the 
Du^  ot  One  Penny; 

And  for  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  the 
annual  value  of  the  occupation  of  Lands, 
Tenements,  Hereditaments,  and  Heri- 
tages chargeable  under  Schedule  (B)  of 
the  said  Act,  the  Duty  of  One  Halfpenny ; 


Provided  always,  That,  with  the  view  of  se- 
curing  the  additional  Duties  and  affording  the 
proper  rights  of  deduction  in  respect  thereof  in 
the  case  of  Dividends,  Interest,  or  other  annual 
sums  due  or  payable  half-yearly  or  quarterly  in 
the  course  of  the  said  year,  where  one  of  the 
half-yearly  payments  or  two  of  the  quarterly 
payments  slmll  have  been  made,  the  other  half- 
yearly  payment  or  quarterly  payments  shaU  be 
chargea  with  the  additional  Duty  of  Two  Pence 
for  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  the  amount 
thereof ;  and  where  three  of  the  quarterly  pay- 
ments shaU  have  been  made,  the  other  quarterly 
Styment;  shall  be  charged  with  the  additional 
uty  of  Four  Pence  for  every  Twenty  Shil- 
lings of  the  amount  thereof. 

Provided  also,  That  the  charge  under  this 
Besolution  shall  be  deemed  to  be  satisfied  by  an 
addition  of  one-fifth  of  the  amount  of  the 
Duties  assessed  under  '*  The  Customs  and  In- 
land Revenue  Act,  1884,"  to  such  amount,  and 
payment  of  such  addition  therewith. 

Eesolution  to  be  reported  upon  Wei- 
neiday, 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wed- 
neiday, 

ADJOURNMENT. 
House  at  its  rising  to  adjourn  till 
Wednesday' 

House  adjourned  at  half  after  iSght 
o'clock  till  Wednesday. 
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Access  to  Mountains  (Scotland)  Bill 

(Mr,  JBryee,  Mr,  Baxter,  Mr,  JFebster,  Mr. 
Arthur  Elliot,  Mr,  Samuel  Smith) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  l""*  Get  29  [Bill  21] 

Jfriea  {South- West  CoMt)—Angra  Fe- 
gn^a — The  Papen 
Question,  Viscount  Sidmouth ;    Answer,  The 
Earl  of  Kimbsrley  Nov  10, 1368 

Africa  {South) 
Commons 
ConverUiont  with  the  South  Afriean   Repubiie 

of  1881.i  [3998  ^  99U]—MorUHoa,  Ques. 

tions,   Mr.   Ashmead-Bartlett,  Sir  Michael 

Uieks-Beaoh  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley 
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W.  E.  Forster  ;  Answers,* Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley 

Oct  28,  861 
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Africa  (5ouM)— cent. 
Bechuanaland 
Questions,   Mr.  W.   E.  Forster,' Mr.  Gorst ; 

Answers,   Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley   Od  23,  68 ; 

Questions,  Sir   Michael   Uioks- Beach,   Mr. 

W.  E.  Forster  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley 

Get  29,  436 

Murder  of  Mr.  Bethell,  Questions,  Sir  Frede- 
rick Milner,  Mr.  Guy  Dawnay,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach,  Sir  Henry  Holland,  Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster,  Mr.  Stanley  Leighton,  Mr* 
Stuart- Wortley ;  Answers,  Mr.  Evelyn 
Ashley  Get  27,  248 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Ash- 
mead.Bartlett,  Mr.  Stuart-Wortley,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster, 
Mr.  Creyke;  Answers,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley 
Oct  28, 843 ;  Question,  Sir  Frederick  Milner; 
Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  Nov  6, 1114 

MilUary  EtepedUum  to  Bechuanaland,  Qaet^ 
tions,  Mr.  Stanley  Leighton,  Mr.  W.  £. 
Forster;  Answers,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley,  The 

\oont. 
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Afriea  (South) — Beehuanaland^^oixi. 

Marqnesi  of  Hartington  Oct  28,  348  ;  Qaei- 
tioD,  Mr.  Dixon-Hartland ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Evelyn  Ashlej  Nov  7, 1333 ;  Queitioni,  Sir 
George  Campbell ;  Answers,  The  Marqaeu 
of  Hartington  Nov  10, 1375 

Zulxdand 

Qnestions,  Mr.  Gaj  Dawnaj,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster ;  Answers,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley ; 
Question,  Mr.  Oorst;  [no  reply]  Oct  34, 
160  ;  Qaestion,  Mr.  Guy  Dawnay  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  Nov  10, 1378  ;  Question, 
Mr.  R.  T.  Reid  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone, 
1385  ; .  Questions,*  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  14,  1737 

The  Native  Reserve,  Question,  Sir  William 
M' Arthur ;  Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley 
Nov  6, 1090 

Afriea  ( West  Coast) 

Considar  JurisdietioA,  Question,  Mr.  Bucha- 
nan ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitimaurice 
iVot;7,  1318.   . 

The  Conference,  Questions,  Mr.  Onslow  ;  An- 
swers, Lord  Edmond  Fitimaurice  Oct  24, 
140;  Question,  Mr.  Cartwright;  Answer, 
Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  Nov  7>  1314  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Bourke  ;  Answers,  Lord 
Edmond  Fitimaurice,  Sir  Thomas  Brassey 
Nov  10, 1873 

The  Lower  Congo— The  IntemoHonal  African 
Association,  Question,  Mr.  Dodds  ;  Answer, 
Lord  Edmond  Fitimaurice  Nov  17>  1849 

Agnew,  Mr.  W.,  Laneash%r$f  8,E, 
India— Quetta-Oandahar  Railway,  345 

Alexanbeb,  General  0.,  Ayrshire,  8. 
^gJ?^    (^<^r    in    the    Soudan)— Marines    at 

Suakin,  534 
India — Upper  Burmah,  1116 

Alkali    Works    ^Regulation  Act,    1881— 

Alleged  Deaths  from  Noxious  Vapours 

from  Soap  and  Alkali  Works,  Eun- 

corn 

Questions,    Mr.    Warburton  ;    Answers,   Mr. 

George  Russell  Nov  4,  908  ;  Nov  6, 1113 

Ain)BBSON,  Mr.  G.,  Glasgow 
Portugal— <*  City  of  Mecca,"  535 
Trade    and   Commerce- Oonsular    Reports^ 
Wages  in  Germany,  1113 

Aboyll,  Duke  of 
India  (Seat  of  Government),  1355 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An. 

swer  to,  41 
Treaty  of  Berlin— Outrages    in    Macedonia, 

1814 

Army  ( Miscellaneous  Questions) 
Army  Medical  Department^Surgeans  Major 
—  Examinations  for  Promotion,  Question, 
Sir  Henry  Fletcher;  Answer,  The  Marquess 
of  Hartington  Nov  6,  1090 ;  Question, 
Colonel  T^lrond  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess 
of  Hartington  Nov  17, 1850 

{oofU. 


kvux^ecnt. 
Army  Pay  Department  —  Quartermasters  — 

Promotion,  Questions,  Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answera, 

Sir  Arthur  Hayter  Nov  3,  788 ;  Nov  17* 

1840 
The  Late  Paymasters  EUioU  and  Harris* 

Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  Sir  Arthur 

Hayter  Nov  17, 1848 
Rcyal  Engineer  Department,  Question,  Mr. 

Gorst ;  Answer.  The  Marquess  of  Haiiinf- 

ton  Oct  30,  537 
Senior  Majors    of  Artillery,  Question,  Mr- 

Arthur  Thornhill ;  Answer,  The  Bfarqaet* 

of  Hartington  Nov  7,  1321 
Sergeant  Instructors  in  Musketry,  QoatttoDy 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor;  Answer,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington  Oct  31,  663 

Case  of  James  Henry  Porter,  Schoolmaster 
56tA  Regiment,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ;  An« 
swer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Nov  S, 
789 

Court  Martial  on  Sergeant  Oreene,  Duke  of 
Comwalts  Light  Infantry,  Question,  Mr. 
Biggar :  Answer,  The  Judge  Advoeata 
General  Nov  3,  794 

Ordname  Store  Department  ^Quartermaster 
Bruce  Longhurst,  Question,  Mr.  Joatia 
Huntly  McCarthy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Brand 
Nov  13, 1571 

Large  Oun  Practice  —  Compensatian  for 
Damages,  Question,  Mr.  Greer;  Answer, 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Nov  10,  1381 

Royal  Hibernian  Military  School,  Qaection, 
Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  The  MaraiMH 
of  Hartington  Oa  31,  658 

Small  Arms^Supply  of  Ri/les  for  the  Arm^ 
Question,  Mr.  Tomlinson ;  Answer,  TIm 
Marquess  of  Hartington  Oct  30,  539 

The  Egyptian  Expedition  —  Saddles  of  the 
Camel  Corps,  Question,  Viscount  Lewiabam ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Oct%L 
153 

Army  (India) 

East  Indian  Medical  Service,  Question,  Mr. 
Gibson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Croea  Nov  6, 
1087 
Nuinbers,  Question,  Captain  Aylmer  ;  Annrar, 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Nov  6, 1089 

Army  {Auxiliary  Forces) 
Pensions— Sergeant  Instructor  Lyne,  QaeetUm, 
Viscount  Lewisham  ;  Answer,  The  MaramM 
of  Hartington  Oct  38,  350 

Deiciency  of  Militia  Oficers,  Question,  Mr. 
Tottenham  ;  Answer,  The  Marquees  of  Hart- 
ington Nov  17,  1843 

The  Lanark  Militia,  Question,  Dr.  CamOTon ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Nov  6, 1085 

Volunteer  Oficers^  Travelling  Eapensee,  Qsm* 

tion,  Mr.  Tomlinson  ;  Answer,  The  IDurqueaa 

of  Hartington  Oct  30,  539 
Volunteer  and  Militia  Sergeants.    Qoaatioiiy 

Colonel  O'Beime ;  Answer,  The  MaroMnof 

Hartington  Nov  10, 1368 
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Armp  and    Navy  —  D^fmcfi  of  CoUnittl 
Pc»9§8tdom —  The  Oorr&«pmdmei 

ObwrTationi,  The  Earl  of  CwnarTOn  ;  Reply, 
The  Fiarl  of  Northbrook  ;  abort  dobiite 
lfa«icon  Nov  13,  1634 

Abnold,  Mr.  A.,  Salford 

Conlagious    Diieatot  (Antmftla)   Aol,  1863 — 

Dominion  of  Canadji,  100$ 
Croftenand  CotUn  (Scotland),  Rei.  1791 
Ireland— Qovetions 

Crime  nod   Outrage  —  MAAmtraanA   Mar> 
deni — ConTiotioa   of    Mjlei    Jojoe  »nd 
otbarp,  642 
Jriih  Land    CourU  — Application  for   Fair 
Ren  ta^i-*  Threaten  I  nf  Aotioo  of  Landlordi^ 
IffOi 
Law  and  Juttice — Mr,  George  Bolton,  1305 
Repretentation  of  the  People,  %\\.  U7A 

Arr§ur§  of  Rmi  (Ireland)  Aei,   1882— 
Dr.  Daviis.  J.P 
Queations.  Mr.  Btggnr;  Aniware*  The  SoUoi> 
tor  General  for  Ireland  Oct  27,  343 ;  Kov  13, 
1608 

IAflHLBY,  Hon.  E.  M.  (Under  Secretary 
t        of  State  for  the  Colonies),    Ish  of 
f      m^ht 
Afrioa  (South)— Qaeationa 
lUautoland— Toliee  Force,  351 
Beohoanaland,  58,  437,  439.  440  ;— Murder 
of  Mr.  Bethel!,  24S.  249,  250,  343.  844, 
345,  11 U;— Sir  Chariot   Warren'a^  Ex- 
pedition, 348,  349,  1224 
ConTentionsof  1881-4— Montsioa,  315,  346 
Zulubnd,    150,    151,    1378  j-^Nalire   Re- 
Btirre,  1091 
Army   Supplementary  Etttmate,  1884-5— Ex- 

pedtlion  to  BeohuanaUnd,  166^ 
Colonial  Defencea — Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
miMton  of  1882,  252 

*      Crown  Colon  lea — Colonial  Expenditure,  G03 
Hong  Kong — Enforced  Labour,  251 
Madagascar— The   French   Wartbip  '*  Boum- 
aaint,"  1700 
Malta— Oonatititlion  of  the  Cooneil,  1574 
Mauritiue — Sir  Niipier  Broome,  Aoting  Gover- 
nor, 1371 
Kew    Zealand— Treaty    of    WaitRDgi- Maori 

Ohieff,  251 

Parliament— Queen'a  Speech,  Addreas  in  Ao- 

awcr  to,  460,  483,  487,  495,  600,  971,  975, 

97t»,  983 

Piiblio  HeaUh^QuarAntine  at  Gibraltar.  1559 

United  Stati^a  of  America— Import    Dutioi  on 

Weit  Jodiau  Sugar,  1379 
Weitern  lalandi  of  the  Paeifio  — Kew  Oaliie* — 

The  BritUh  Prt)teotorate,  154 
Weat  Indies— Questions 

Confederation    of  the    Windward   litanda, 

531 
Island  of  Dominica,  1579 
IsUnd  of  St.  Vincent — Prison  ReguUtions, 

343 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commtsiion,  15S4 
West  indies — Island  of  Grenada^Quettions 
Appointment  of  Provost  Mar»Ijftl,  780 
Ecclesiastical  Aff^iirs,  340,  34 1 
Immigration,  533 


AsHacEAD-BARTLBTT,  Mr.  E.,  JSy^ 

Africa  (South) — Questions 

Bechuaoalaud — Murder    of    Mr.    BetheU, 

343 
ConYcntioQt  of  1891>4— Montsioa,  345,  346 
Zululand,  1727,  1728 
Army    Supplementary     Kstimates,    ld94>5 — 
Expoditien  up  the  Nile,  1633,  1637,  1644 
Expedition  to   Bechuaoaland,  1688,  1699, 
1703 
Edttoation    Department  —  Childr«o'i     Fenny 

Dinners.  1581 
Egypt  (Events  in   the  Soudan)— General  Gor- 
don, 163  ;— Relief  of  Khartoum,  510 
Military  Expedition — InaCruoiions  to  Lord 
Wol««Iey.904 
France  and   China — UostLlUies— Blookude    of 

Formosa,  346,  347 
India— Quetta-Cacdahar  Railway.  248 
Ma'lajf.iscar— Host  ill  ti«s  with  France — Proteo- 
tion  to  British  Interests  and  Subjects,  1582 
Ministry,  The— Personal   Opinion  of  Member* 
not    in  the    Cabinet — Mr.    Ooortney   ftnd 
South  Africfi,540 
Parliament — Queen*s  Speech,  Address  in  An- 

awer  to.  Report,  Amendt.  996,  1011 
Trade,  State  of — A  Reyal  Commtaaion,  157 


ATTORifEY  QENBBALjTlie  (Sir  H,  Jamkb), 

Taunton 

t^w  and  Justioo— The  New  Arrangemenla^ 
1717 

Fnrnament — Queen* s  Spsecb,  Address  in  An* 
swt>r  to,  407.  408,  411,  416,  417,  418,  419, 
430,  421 

Parliamentary  Eteetione — Soarboroagli  Eleo* 
tion,  1109 

Publie  Meetings — Riot  at  Aston  TlaU,  Bir- 
mingham, 1834 

Representation  of  the  People,  Comm.  eL  8» 
1423  ;  oL  9,  1432,  1435 ;  3R.  1503 


Amtralia 

Ccnftderaiion  of  tfm  ColoniiM,  Question,  The 
I^arl  of  CaraarfOQ  I  Answer,  The  Earl  of 
Derby  Oct  23,  45 
Wetiern  Ulands  of  ih4  Padfi,t—X€W  Guinia, 
Questions,  Sir  Michael' Hicks- beach.  Mr* 
R.  N,  Fowler  ;  Aoswers,  Mr,  ETclyn  Ashlej 
0€t%i,  154 

Aylmke,  Captain  J,  E.  F.,  MaidiUm 

Army  ( I nd in)— Numbers,  1089 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addreat  in   An. 
swcr  to,  Report,  1016 


BAX.FOUR,    Eight    Hon.    J.    B.    (Lord 
Advocate  for  Scotland),  Clackman- 

Army   (Auxiliary  Forces)  —  Lanark  MlUtia, 

1085 
Lunacy  Laws— Scotch  and    English  Juhsdie- 

tion— Case  of  Thomae  flarrison.  1713,  1713 
Parliament^ — Pubtio  Batiness — Scotch    Billt, 

526 
Repreientfttion  of  the  People,    Comm.   rf,   9, 

1426 
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Balvoub,  Right  Hon.  J.  B—eont, 
Scotland— Qaostiont 

Grime  and  Outrage^Matilation  of  Shetp 

in  the  Island  of  Lewis,  1730 
Law  and  Justice— Ppoouratori  Fiscal— The 
Disturbances    in   the    Hebrides,    1883, 
1383,  1384 
Personal  Estates  Bill,  UU 
Universities,  780 

Western  Islands  (Lewis)— Mr.  Ross,  1104 
Scotland— Crofters    and  Cottars,   Res.  1804, 
1805 

BiXFouB,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Hertford 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  119,133,610,611 
Representation  of  the  People,   Comm.  eL  9, 

1410,  1418 
Scotland- Crofters  and  Cottars,  Res.  1765 

Babolay,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Forfar%h%r$ 
Northern   Lighthouse    Commissioners  —  Fair 

Isle,  515 
Scotland— Law  and  Justice— Procurators  Fis- 
cal—Disturbances in  the  Hebrides,  1383, 
1383, 1384 
Scotland— Crofters    and  Cottars,  Res.  1803, 
1804 

Barino,  Mr.  T.  0.,  Ewex,  8. 

Westminster  Hall  (Restoration),  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee,  1337,  1338 

Babban,  Mr.  J.,  Leeds 
Law  and   Justice— The  New   Arrangements, 
1716 

Babby,  Mr.  J.,   Wexford  Co. 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  835, 870 
Poor  IjAW  Guardians  (Ireland),  3R.  1041 

Babttklot,  Oolonel  Sir  W.B . ,  Sueeex,  W. 
Army  Supplementary  Estimates,  1884-5 — Ex- 
pedition up  the  Nile,  1630 
Military  Operations  in  Egypt  and  Bechu- 
analand,  1605 
Egypt    ( Events  in  the   Soudan)  —  Relief  of 
General  Gordon  after  the  Battle  of  Tamanieb. 
1680,  1581 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes — Report  of 

the  Commissioners,  1091 
NaTy— China  Sea  Squadron,  538 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  719.  736.  746,  767 
Public  Health— Alleged  Outbreak  of  Cholera 

in  Normandy,  366 
Representation  of  the  People,  Comm.  1393 

Batesox,  Sir  T.,  Devines 
Parliamentary  Elections— Scarborough  Elec- 
tion, 1108,  1109 

Bbaoh,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hioks-, 
Qloueester shire,  B, 
Africa  (South)— Bechuanaland,  436,  439;— 
Murder  of  Mr.  Bethell,  349,  344 
Conyentions  of  1881-4^  Montsioa,  846 

CCONl. 


BiAOH,  Right  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hieke — cMrt. 
Army    Supplementary  Ettimate,  1884-5— Ex- 
pedition to  Bechuanaland,  1656 
Navy  Estimates — Defeooe  of  Coalinf  Statioas, 

1864 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Uoaio.  1459 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,   Addrecs  in  At- 
swer  to,  495,  496.  501.  503.  513,  577,  98, 
986 
Representation  of  the  People,  Comm.  1436 
Western  Islands  of  the  Paoiflo — New  Guinsa— 
The  British  Protectorate,  154 

Beer  Adulteration  Bill 

(Jfr.  Stwif^  Mr,  Bieke,   Sir  Herbert  MmxwtO) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Oct  24  [BiU  14] 

Belgium — Antwerp  InUmaiional  BsUH- 
tion 
Question,  Sir  Henry  Tyler  ;  Anawer,  Lord  E4- 
mond  Pitimanrice  Nov  6,  1112 

Belpbb,  Lord 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  AddroM  in  An- 
swer to,  5 

Bbntdtok,  Eight  Hon.  G.  A.  F.  Oaren- 
dish,  Whitehaven 
Sale    of   Intoxicating     Liquors     on    Suodsy 
(Northumberland),  Motion  for  Leave,  1340 
Westminster  Hall  (Restoration),  Motion  ht  i 
Select  Committee,  1834, 1835 

Bebbsfobd,  Mr.  G.  De  La  Poer,  Arm^k 
Agricultural  Labourers  (Ireland),  Motion  for  i 
Select  Committee,  1343 

BiDDELL,  Mr.  W.,  Suffolk,  W. 
Representation  of  the  People,  2R.  1153 

BiooAB,  Mr.  J.  O.,  Cavan  Co. 
Army — Questions 

Case  of  James   II.  Porter,  Schoolmaster 

65th  Regiment,  789 
Court  Martial  on  Sergeant  Greene,  Dnks 

of  Cornwall's  Light  Infantry,  794 
Ute  Paymasters  Elliott  and  Harris,  1848 
Quartermasters— Promotion,  788,  1840 
Ireland — Questions 

Arrears  of  Rent  Act,  1882 — Dr.  Davies, 

J.  P.  243,  1558 
City  of  Dublin  Licensing  Seaiions— Mr. 

T.  W.  Russell,  652 
Customs — E lamination  for  Oatidoor  OiB« 

cers,  65 1 
Fisheries— Inquiry  at  Portmsh,  664 
Law  and  Justioe-^MoTille  County  Court, 

1716 
Lunatic    Asylums  -^  Monaghan  —  Alleged 

Cruelty    of  the   Resident    Doctor   and 

House  Steward,  775,  1557 
Magistracy— Co.  Caran — PoetpooemenI  of 

Petty  Sessions.  1446;— Meten.  Synnott, 

Co.  Armagh,  1465 
Poor  Law— Bantry  Board  of  Guardians— 

Mr.    Payne,    1380  ;  —  ManoriianiUtoft 

UnioD^Mr.  Thomaa  Cumoiiqgi^  1557 
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,  BiooAB,  Mr,  J.  Q. — cent 

Royal  Irith  ContUbolarf— Head  Oonstftblo 
Vauflton,  1660  ;— Sub-lriBpeotDr  Martin, 
652 
State  of   Ireland — Palioe  Proteotion,  Co. 
Oavan.  1220 
IreUnd^NatioTittl  Education— QrUestiona 

Oommiisionors  of— Salarioa  of  Inapeoton, 

Ul 
Uou»ei    for   ReHgioat   Instruotion^   Ac« — 
Newtownardft  Soboo),  Co.  Down^  1210  ; 
— Ciillegarden  Scthool,  1714 
InoreRJied  firant  to  Convent  Scbooli.  354 
T«a€h(ir!i  in   the  Colflraino  ^DUtriots — Re^ 
euUs  FooSf  1445 
Law  and  Polieo— Lord  Ronald  Gower,  1224 
Parli^iinent — Quetn's  Speech,  AddreM  In  An- 
swer to,  307,  7<52,  821,  822.869  ;  Report, 
1025 
Rail  ways  (Milropolii)— DUtriet    and    Metro- 
politan Railwayi,  1710 

BinKBEOK,  Mr,  E*,  Norfolk,  N, 

Floating  Drink   Shops  (Nortb  SeaJ— Interna- 
tional Conferonc*,  633 
NaTy— North  Sea  Fiiberlei,  531 

Board  of  TVade 

Railmayt^PoUHeal  Demonttratiotu  at  Rail- 
way Stationtt  Quoatione,  Lord  Randolph 
Churohill ;  Antwers,  Mr.  ChamberJain  Oel  27, 
254 

Ship  hituranee  {Return  No.  258) — Mr.  Mac 
Iver,  Question^  Mr.  Mjio  Itcf  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
ChamborUin  Not/  11,  1456 

Mae  Ivtr,  M.P.,  and  the  Pretident  of  tht 

ki^oarci,  I'crsonal  Explanation^  Mr.  Mao 
Tver  ;  ObMsrirationB,  Mr,  Chamberlain  Nfiv  13, 
15ft0 

The  Su^r  Bwnnlxet — Mr,  Ritchie  and  Mr.  T, 
ThornhUl,  (iaestion,  Mr.  Ritchie  ;  Answer, 
Mr,  Charaborlain  Oct  30,  617 

BouBKB,  Eight  Hon.  B.,  Lynn  RegU 

Africa  (West  Coait)— Congo  Conforenoe,  1372 

Army  Supplementary  Eetimate,  ;1884-6— Ex- 
pedition up  the  Nile,  1643 

Egypt    (Erents    in    the    Soudan)— Belief   of 
General  Gordon,  259 
Reported  Death  of  General  Gordon,  15d0 

Egypt  (Finance,  io.)— The  Earl  of  North- 
brook*i  Report,  1118 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addrets  in  An- 
swer to,  lU 

BftABOtmJCE,  Lord 

tVUamGMt — Queen's  Speech,  Addrei»  in  An- 
■wer  to,  40 

Bbamwkll,  Lord 

jQStioes*  Juritdiotton,  3R.  1440 

Law  of  BTidoQCO  Amend tnent,  2R.  1440 

Brakb,  Hon-  H.  B.  (Surveyor  General 
of  the  Ordnance),  Stroud 
Egypt— fUil way  Board,  648 
Nafy — Questions 

iLM,S.   "Aotive"— Bursting   of  a    Gun, 
1850 

[wmU 


BKAim,  Hon*  H.  R,— «wi«. 
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Co.  1584,  1720 
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Chariiahlo  TrtttU  Jcti 
Select  Committee  of  last  Sesiion  ro-appointed 
and  nominated  Xov  6 ;  List  of  the  Commit- 
tee, 1203 
Ordered,  That  tbe  Miptitea  of  the  Evidence 
taken  before  the  Select  Committee  on  Gba- 
ritable  TrtiBta  Acts  in  tbe  laat  Session  be 
referred  to  the  Select  Committee  on  Cha- 
ritablo  Truits  Acta  (Mr*  Shaw  Li/mrt) 
JVot'  U 


Ohbetham:,  Mr.  J,  F.,  DsrhyMr^f  N, 
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Select  Committee,  1344 


Ohilders^  Eight    Hon.  H,  C.   Et    (w# 
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CampbelUBannerman ;  Question,  Mr.   Sex- 
ton ;  [no  rcfpljj  jVov  11,  1447 

Chukchill,  Lord  R.  H,  S.,  Woodstock 
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ments, 792 
Law  and  Justice— Case  of  Bryan  Kilmar- 
tin»  1723 

Psrtiament— Debate  on  tbe  Address  (Ootober 
30)— Lord  R.  Churchill  and  Mr.  Chamber. 
Iain,  6A5,  606 

Parliament — Qaeen*s  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  209,  356,  386,  38«,  613,  614; 
Araendt.  548,  604,  569,  574,  677,  579.  680, 
5a5,  586,  589,  b'iO,  505,  596.  597,  639,  640, 
643,  644 

Parliamentary  Franchise— Woman  Suffrage, 
159 

Public  Meetings — Riot  al  Aston  Hall,  Bir- 
mingbam,  164,  165,  263 

Repreientation  of  the  People,  Motion  for  Leave, 
237;  3R.  1247,  1255 

Scotland— Crofters  and  Cottars,  Res.  1753 


Ghurch  of    Scotland  Diaestablishment 

Bill  {Mr.  Duk'Feddit,  Mr.  WfliUr, 

Br,  Cameron^  Mr.  Mendenon,  Mr.  M'Zar4n) 
c.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Rvsolation  agreed 
to,  and  reported;  Bill  ordered;  re.id    l*** 
Oct  24  [Bill  16] 

Cit$f  of  Zondon  Livary  Companm  Cam- 

miision 
Question,    Mr    W.   H.  James ;    Anflwer,   Sir 

William  Harcourt  ^'ov  6.  1101 
Letter  of  H.  D.    Warr,  Secretary,  Questions, 

Sir  Stafford  Northcote  ;  Answers,  Sir  William 

Haroourt  Nov  3,  783;  AW  6, 1098 

Civil  Sir  vice  J  The 

Inland  Revenue  AppmntmeiUt^Allowanceifor 

Age,    Question,   Mr.   Seiton  ;  Answer,   Mr. 

Courtney  AW  17»  1840 
Lotver  Divition  Cterki,  Qoestiont,  Mr,  Arthur 

0'  Connor  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Courtney  Nw  7» 

1212 

Civil  Service — Parliamentary  Candidature 
— Sir  William  Brampton  Ourdon 
Question,  Mr.  Tomlinson  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  Nov  13,  }5^ ; 
Qaestions,  Mr,  Arthur  O'Connor,  Sir  £1. 
Drummond  Wolff.  Mr,  Hicks  ;  Answers,  Tbe 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  1595  ;  Ques* 
tioDf  Mr.  Hicks;  Answer.  The  Chancillor 
of  the  Exchequer  AW  17,  1S35 

ClabkEi  Mr.  E.  Q.,  Plymouth 

Parliament — Queen *s  Speech,  Address  in   An» 
swer  to,  239.395,  396,  410,  418,  419,  421 


OoLLDTOs,  Mr*  J,^  Ipswich 

Army  Supplementary  Estimate,  1884-6 — 
Expedition  up  the  Nile,  1049 

Ireland — RoyJil  Irish  Constabulary— Removal 
of  Piiioards  nt  Drogheda.  1454 

Parliament— Quccn*s  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  683 

Representation  of  the   People,  2R.  1201,  1202 

Sootland— Crofters  and  Cottars,  Res.  1783 

Colonial  Defences 

Army  and  Navy — The  Corretpondencet  Ob- 
servations, The  Earl  of  Cnrnarvon  ;  Reply, 
The  Earl  of  Korthbrook ;  short  debate 
thereon  Abt^  13,  1534 

Report  of  the  Royal  C&ntmisnm  e/l882,  Ques- 
tion, 'Mr.  M'Coan;  Answer,  Mr,  Evelyn 
Ashley  Oei  27,  262 

CoLTnuRST,  Col.  D*  La  Zouche,  Cork  Co* 

India— Indian   Famine,  1877-8— The  Misstoo- 

aries,  1365,  1579 
Ireland— Law    and     Justice  —  Drimoleagve 
(Cork)  Petty    Sessional    Division,    1374, 
1376 
Royal    Irish     Constabulary— Extra    Pay, 
1360 
Poor  Uw  Guardians  (Irelana).  SR.  1039 
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OouMJXfBf  Dr.  A.»  Boi^tmvMn 

Psrliamont— Qumd'i  Speech,  Addreii  in   An- 
iwer  to,  890,  891,  988 

CQnunons  and  Inclosore  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill  {Mr,  James,  Mr,  Story 
Maahdyne,  Mr,  Bryce) 

0.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  ITov  18  [Bill  36] 

Compensation  for  Improyements  (Ire- 
land) Bill  (Colonel  Nolan,  Mr,  Martin, 
Mr,  Biggar,  Mr,  0*Shea,  Mr,  Small,  Mr. 
0*  Sullivan,  Mr,  SMI,  Mr.  SuOivan) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«»  Nov  18  [Bill  85] 

Can/edtration  of  the  Auitrailian  ColanUe 
QueitioD,  The  Earl  of  CarnarTon  ;    Answer, 

the  Earl  of  Derb/  Oct  ^8,  45 
Weeiem  JslatuU  of  ike  PaeiJlo-^New  Guineas 
Qaestiont,  Sir  Miohael  Hieki-Beaoh,  Mr.  R* 
N.   Fowler ;  Answers,  Mr.   Evelyn  Ashlej 
Oc$  24,  154 

Conifo   Miver^^ee  title   Africa     {W$»t 
Coast) 

Contagious  JHssoiss  {Animah)  \Act,^J,SSS 
— I7i4  Dominion  of  Canada 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold ;  Answer,  Mr. 
TroTeljan  Nov  6, 1095 

CooFE,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Middlesex 

-    Literature,  Science,  and  Art — The  National 

Gallery,  585,  586 
South  Kensington  Museum — Loan  Department, 

1585 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement  Bill 

(Mr,  Waugh,  Mr,  George  Howard,  Mr,  Stafford 

Howard,  Mr,  Aimworth,  Mr,  Ferguson) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !<>•  Oct  81  [Bill  26] 

OoRBBT,  ]\ir.  W.  J.,  Wieklow  Co. 

Army — Royal  Hibernian  Military  School,  658 
Ireland — Questions 

Charitable  Donations  and  Bequests — Cathe- 
rine Eaton's  Bequest,  7t)2 
Law   and    Justice — Mr.    Peter    Douglas, 
Petty  Sessions  Clerk,    Baltinglass  and 
Dunlayin,  1880 
Poor  Law — Bating  —  Baltinglass   Union, 

Co.  Wioklow,  1848,  1845 
PreTontion  of  Crime  Act,1882~Proclaimed 
Meeting  at  Cranagh,  Co.  Wieklow,  842 
Lunacy  Laws — Escape  of  an  Allege<)  Lunatic, 

1730 
Morocco^FrauduIent  Claims  of  English  Sub- 
jects against  NatiTes,  1714 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  985 
Representation    of  the  People— Schemes   of 
Voting,  365 


County   Lunatie    Atf/hfm  —  Kdfisfm 
County  Asyhms—InsufieiencifofAc' 
eommodation 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  Sir 
William  Harcourt  Nov  17, 1838 

OoTJETNKY,  ]\ir.  L.  H.  (Financial  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasure),  Lisheard 
Army     Supplementary    Estimate,    1884-5— 

Expedition  to  Bechuanaland,  1689 
Civil  SerTice— Inland  Revenue  Appointmentt 
— Allowances  for  Age,  1840 
Lower  Division  Clerks,  1312 
Education  Department — ^Rate  of  Intereat  to 

School  Boards,  1568 
Egypt — Military  and  other  Expenditure,  1213 
Iraiand— Questions 

Customs — Examinations  for  Out-door  OfB- 

cers,  651 
Education —  National   School    Teaoberip 

1718 
Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours— Fiabery  Pier 
at  Pullendiva,  Co.  Sligo,  907;— Teelin 
Pier,  898 
Inland  Navigation  and  Drainage — ^Drainage 

Works  on  the  Barrow,  358 
Intestate  Estates— EsUte  of  the  lato  Blrs. 

Helen  Blake,  1724, 1725 
Irish  Reproductive  Loan  Fund — Roaeom- 

mon  Town  Commissioners,  1316 
Land  Commission  Court-^Appeals— Finet 

for  Non-SUmping,  907 
Land  Law  Act,  1881— Loans  to  Tenants- 
Statutory  Advertisements,  1B38 
Prisons  Act,  1877— Expenses  of  Convey- 
ance of  Prisoners,  899 
Registry  of  Deeds  Office,  1086, 183$ 
Science  and  Art  Museum,  Dublin,   The 

New,  1578,  1837 
Sea  and  Coast  Fisheries  Fund  Aot,  1884 
— The  Trustees— Transference  of  Funds, 
Ac.  776 
Ireland— Board  of  Works— Questions 
Loans  for  WoriLhouse  Buildings,  785 
Loans  to  Railways,  1711 
Realisation  of  Securities,  524 
Public  Documents— Delay  in  Printing,  1086 
Scotland — Sea  and  Coast  Fisheries— Fishing 

Grants,  1100 
United  States— The  World's    Exposition   at 
New  Orleans — The  English  CommissioDer, 
781 

OowEN,  Mr.  J.,  Newoastle-on^iyne 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1459 

Oeaitbbook,  Yiscount 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  82,  89. 

Cektkb,  Mr.  E.,  Tork 
Africa    (South) — Bechuanaland  —  Murder    of 

Mr.  Bethell,  250,  844,  845 
Portugal— Quarantine  at  Madeira,  85P 

OniOHTON,  Yiscount,  Fermanagh 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  Comm.  tl.  6, 
1507  :  cl  9,  Amendt.  1510 ;  H.U,  Amondi. 
1580 
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Orminal  Law — Appeal  in  Capital  Cat0i 

QuoitionA,  Sir  Edward  Wntkin,  Mr.  Warton  ; 
Aotweri^  Mr.  Gladitone  Nov  i\,  1457 

Cropper,  Mr.  J.,  Kendal 

Parliament — Queen*!  S poachy  Ad dreii  in  kn- 
§wm  to»  466 

Oross^  Eight  Hon,  Sir  R.   A*,  Lama- 

thire,  S,jr. 
India— Quatta-Candab&r    Railwar,   346,   347, 

1688 
Ireland— PritonB—Report  of  the  Gommiuion, 

1447 
RepretentatioD  of  tho  People^  3R.  Motion  for 

Adjournment,  1205»  1237,  1233;  3R.   1478, 

UB6 

Obo88,  Mr.  J.  K.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India),  Bolton 
Armjr  (India)— East  Indian  Medieal  Service^ 

1087 
Alia  (Central)— Rusto- Afghan  Frontier — The 

Report,  784,  1687 
India— Qaestioos 

Bomhaj  Ciril  Herrice,  254,  145S 
Bnrmah— The  MandaJaj  Ma«aaorGB,  1830  ; 

—Upper  Buriuab,  1116 
lodian  Faniine,  1877-8 — The  Misaionariei^ 

1305,  167H 
Law   aad  Juttioe — Alleged   Kxeeation    of 
a  Reprieved  Convict,  779  ;— Minutes  of 
the  Chief  Juttioe  of  Eenga],  1359 
Railway!^-- Bho paly  Gwalior,  and   Nngpore 
Railways,  1087  ;— New  Railwayf,  1116— 
Quotta-Candahar  Railwajr,  346,  247,  348, 
1587.  1588 
Uncovenanted  Civil  Service,  783 
ParllAment — Queen'a  Speech,  Addreaa  in  An- 
swer to,  124 
Trade  and  Commerce •~Haili  for  Indian  Rail- 
waya,  339 

Crown  Colonies — Colonial  £xpenditur$ 
Question,    Mr.    llealy ;  Anawer,  Mr.    Evcljrn 
Aabley  Nov  4,  903 

OuBiTT,  Right  Hon,  O.,  Surrtf^,  W. 

Literature,  Soienoe,  and   Art^ — The  Blenheim 
Collection,  515 

OiniBiE,  Sir  D,,  Perth9hir0 

Navy— State  of  the  Navy,  906 
Parliament-^Queen  a  Speech,  Addreaa  in  An- 
■wer  to,  470 

Dalrymplk,  Mr.  C,  Buteshin 

RepreeentAtion  of  the  People,  3R.  1 153. 1241 

Davby,  Mr.  H.,   Chridehurch 
Law  Courts — Seating  and  Lightiog,  659 

Dawjtay,  Hon.  O.  0.,  York,  NM. 

Africa    (South)— Beohuanutand  —  Murder    of 
Mr.  Bethell,  348,  349 
Zaluland,  150,  151,  1378 
%ypt— Traijfport  of  tho  NiloEipediiiou,  1376 

[eonU 


Da  WHAT,  Hon.  G.  C, — «ont 
Parliament— Queen 'a  Speeoh,  Addreii  in  An* 

twer  to,  474 
Eepreientaiion  of  the  People,  2E,  1166 

Dawson,  Mr.  0.,   Carlota 

Ireland  —  Corporation    of  Limeriok  —  E^ctra 
Police  Tax,  1573,  1573,  1838 
Science  and    Art   Museum,  Dahlin^    Tho 
New,  1573 
Malta— Conititution  of  the  Council,  1574 
Poor  Law  Guardiana  (Ireland),  Comm.   el.  0, 
1514 

Deasy,  Mr.  J.,  Cork 
Ireland —  Queations 

Emigration— Keturn  of  State-aided  EmU 

granta  by  the  United  States,  897 
Poor  Law — Colloction  of  Poor  Ratea«  Ban- 
don    Union,    Go.    Cork,   903  ;— Bantrf 
Union,  1367.  1868 
Prisons  Aot,  1877 — Expensea  of  Convey- 
ance of  Prisoners,  809 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Shooting  without 

Inland  Revenue  Lioenoo,  1838,  1839 
Salmon  Fishery  Act — Employment  of  Con- 
atahulary  aa  Water  BailifiTa  at  Blaokrook, 
890 
Ireland — Law  and  Police^Oolonel  Thackwell, 
Whitegate,  Co.  Cork,  1723,  1851 
Proceedinga  against  Pablicans  and  otheri 
at  Skibbereen,  Co.  Cork,  664 
Navy  —  H.M»S.    '*  Garnet  "— Tbe    ";Grenada 
People'*  Newspaper — Charges  against  Offi- 
cer a,  1573 
Parliament— Queen'a  Speech,  Addresa  in  An- 

awer  to,  333»  839,  873,  875 
West  Indies— Confederation^  of  the  Windward 
Ulanda,  534 
Island  of  Grenada — Appointment  of  Provoit 
Marahal,  780  i-^ Immigration,  593 

Dekby,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies) 
A uatrali a— Oon federation  of  the  Colonies,  45 
Parliament — Queen*e  Speeob,  Addresa  in  An- 
swer to,  93,  34,  39,  40 

Db  W0EM8,  Baron  H.,  Greenwich 

Egypt  (Eventa  in  the  Soudan) — General  Gor- 

don^Telegrams,  909 
Roamanla — Treatment  of  the  Jewa,  1560 

Dkjebon,  Mr.  T.  A.,  Tyrone 

Ireland — Public  Meetingi — Riot  at  Portadown» 

1104,1834 
Poor  Law  Guardiana  (Ireland),  Comm.  eL  9, 

1514  ;  €L  25.  1536;  Amendt.  1637 

DiLKE,  Right  Hon.  Sir  0.  W.  (Preei- 

dent   of     the    Local    Government 

Board),  Chehea,  ^'o. 
Housing  of  the  Working  Claaaea — Report  of 

the  Comm i  Silo nera,  1091 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addresa  in  An- 

awer  to,  599,  614.615,616 
Public  Health— Alleged  Outbreak  of  Cholera 
In  Normandy,  355 

Preonutioua  against  Cholera,  1836,  1838 

leoni^ 
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Djlkm,  Right  Hon.  Sir  0.  W.— tfOiK. 

Railways    (Metropolis)  —  The    District    and 

Metropolitan  Railways,  1719 
Register  of  Patents,  Great  Britain— S apply  of 

Index  from  1877  to  Pablio  Record  OflSce, 

Ireland.  1711 
Representation  of  the  People.  2R.  1238,  1385, 

1242,  1247,  1290 

Dixon-Habtland,  Mr.  F.  D.,  Evesham 
Africa  (Sontb) — Expedition  to  Bechuanaland, 

1223 
Egypt  (Events  in  the  Soudan) — Relief  of  Gene« 

ral  Gordon  after  the  Battle  of  Tamanieb, 

1580 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works — The  London 

Theatres,  1575, 1577 

DoDDS,  Mr.  J.,  Stockton 

Africa  (West  Ooast) — The  Lower  Congo — In- 
ternational African  Association,  1849    - 

DxTOKHAM,  Mr.  T.,  Serefordshire 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  698 

DuNRAVBN,  Earl  of 

Egypt  (Expeditionary  Force  to  the  Soudan) — 
Instructions  to  General  Lord  Wolseley,  772 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  48,  44 

Trade  and  Commerce,  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee,  1044,  1055,  1061,  1082 

EoEOTD,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Preston 

Asia  (Central) — British  Consulate  at  Kashgar, 
848 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  592,  676,  689. 691 ,  755.  756 

Representation  of  the  People,  2R.  1189 

Education  Department  {England  and  Wales) 
Higher  Education  in  Board  Schools,  Observa- 
tions, Lord  Norton ;  Reply.  Lord  Carling- 
ford  Nov  17,  1812 
Lower  Middle  Clots  Education,  Question,  Mr. 
Roundeil ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  Oet  81, 
655 

Over-Pressur$  in  Board  Schools 

Questions,  Mr.  Stanley  Leighton ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Mundella  Nov  6,  1106  ;  Nov  17,  1848 

Dr.  Criehton  Browne's  Report,  Questions.  Mr. 
Stanley  Leighton  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Mundella 
Oct  28.  349 

Over'Pressure  at  Great  Warford  School,  Ques- 
tion. Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley  ;  Answer, 
Lord  Carlingford  Nov  10,  1357 

Rate  of  Interest  to  School  Board,    Question, 

Mr.  C.  H.  James ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney 

Nov  13. 1563 
Teachers  in  Board  SchoolStQ,  uestion.   Mr. 

lilingworth  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  Oct  27, 

252 
Children's    Penny  Dinners,    Question,   Mr. 

Ashmead-Bartlett;    Answer,  Mr.  Mundella 

Nov  13, 1581 


Education,  SetsneSf  and  Art  Departnunt 
{Administration) 
Question.  Viscount  Lymington ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  iV<n/ 6,  1116 

EoEBTON,  Hon.  Alan  de  Tatton^  Cheshire, 
Mid 
Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales) — Deten- 
tion of  Prisoners  at  Chester,  520 

EoEBTON,  Hon.  A.  F.,  Wigan 
Representation  of  the  People,  2  R.  1161 

Egypt 
Lords 

Etepeditionary  Force  up  the  NUe—Instructi^ng 
to  OeneraX  Lord  Wolseley,  Obserrations, 
The  Marquess  of  Salisbury;  Reply,  Earl 
GranTille;  short  debate  thereon  Kov  8, 
765 

Events  in  the  Soudan — Rumoured  faU  of 
Khartoum,  Observations,  Earl  GranTille ; 
Questions.  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  litrd 
Stanley  of  Alderley ;  Answers,*  Earl  Gran- 
Tille i^ov  8,  764 

Egypt 

COMMOVS 

Events  in  the  Soudan 

Oeneral  Gordon 

Question.  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Answer* 
Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurioe  Oct  24,  162; 
Questions,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Sir  John  Hay; 
Answers,  Lord  Edmond  Fitsmaurice  Nov  14» 
1728  ;  Question,  IColonel  Stanley  ;  Answer, 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Nov  17,  1853 

Relief  of  General  Gordon,  Questions,  Mr. 
Chaplin;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington Oet  24.  151 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Onslow, 
Mr.  Bourke,  Mr.  M'Coan;  Answers,  Mr. 
Gladstone.  The  Marquess  of  Hartington 
Oet  27,  258 

Relief  of  General  Gordon  after  the  BaUle  of 
Tamanieb,  Questions,  Mr.  Dixon- Hartland, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot ;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington Nov  13,  1580 

Telegrams,  Question,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms  ; 

Answer.  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Nov  i, 

909 
Reported  Death  of  General  Gordon,  Questions, 

Sir    Stafford   Northcote,    Mr.   Bourke,  Mr. 

0' Kelly ;     Answers.    Lord    Edmond    Fiti- 

maurice,     The,    Marquess    of     Hartington 

Nov  13. 1588 

Expeditionary  Force  up  the  Nile 

Questions,  Sir  Henry  Tyler;  Answers,  Tha 
Marquess  of  Hartington  Nov  11,  1452 ; 
Questions.  Mr.  Onslow  ;  Answers,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington  Nov  18,  1568 

Instructions  to  General  Lord  Wolseley^  Qnesr 
tions,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett,  Mr.  Onslow  : 
Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  4,  904  ;  Qoee- 
tions,  Mr.  Onslow  ;  Answers,'  Mr.  Gladstono 
JVw6,  1117 
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E^^i — ConuonB—Ei^ntt  in  the  S^ttdan—Expt' 

diiionaty  Foree  up  the  Nile — oont. 
The   Vott  of  Credit,  Queition,   Mr.  0*K«Hy  ; 

Aniwer,  Mr.  Gladatono  Xw  0,  1118  ;  Quei- 

tiont.   Sir  Stafford   Northoote,  Mr.  Onilow  ; 

Aniwera,  Mr.  Gladstone  Xov  10,  1336 
Tram  port  of  th§  NiU  Expedition^  Qiioitions, 

Mr.  Guj  b&wnaj  ;  Aniwera,  Thtt  MnrquQiB 

of  Hartingtoa  Nov  10,  1376 
The      Camel      Corpt^   rQ«»>tion«,     Viicourit 

L«wiihani  ;     An  swart,     Tb#    Marqueai    of 

Hnrtington,  Sir  ThomBi  Braiiex  Nov  lOj 

1361 
Kumher  and  CoH  of  Boati,  Qaeition^    Mr- 

Marriott  ;  Answer.  Th«  Marquaia  of  Hart- 

ington  Nov  17,  1846 
lm»y  Chaplain*,  Quaation,  Mr,   Buolianan  ; 

Anflw«r,  The  Marqnew  of  IlartiDgton  Oei  27, 

253 

Khartoum 

Q,ueation.  Mr,  Rep  ton  ;  Aniwir,  The  Marqueai 
of  UartiogtOQ  Oct  3\,  668;  Queatioo,  Sir 
Fr«deriok  Milner  ;  Answer,  Th©  Marquesa 
of  Hartington  Nov  i,  ©08 
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HAacou«T,  Rigbt  Hon.  Sir  W*  G.  V.— <wil, 

R«pr6Ben(fition   of  the  People,   Co  mm.  «/.  S; 

1408;  3R.  H89,  1400 
SootUnd — Crol^ter?  And  CotUrs  in  the   Oigh- 
1nnd«  and    1»Uri4ts — l^ind   Lnw   Eleform* 
650»  5iO,  1004, 1095  ;— Croftert  of  Skjro, 
903.  in 3.  H50.  1451.  1452 
GUsgow     GAtamity  —  Publio      Buildiogi 
{Door«).  1084 
Seotland  —  Crofters  and  Cottars,    Rei.   1742, 

1740,  1801.  1803 
Sessional    Orders  —  MetropoliUn     FoHoe  — 
Politictl  Demoiistratiofi,  Ees>  50,  51.  63,  53 

HAHEiwaTON,  Mr.  T.,  J^edmeath 

Irohnd— Crtmo    and     Outra|;o  —  Maatntraann 
Murders — CoafktioD  of  Mjles  Jovcoand 
others,  160 
Mr.  Jastloo  Barrf ,  366 
Pari ia men t—Uue<iii*s  Speoeh,  Address  in  An* 
■werto.  Amende.  197,  179.  187,  310,  311, 
324,  237.  328,  329.  231.  232,  27»,  280,  286, 
293,  3iO.  315,  317,  367,  360,  371.  373.  376, 
378.  306,  39S,  411,  417,  410,  420,  425.  436 

Hahbowby,  Earl  of 

Trade  and  Commcroe,  Motion   for   a   Select 
Committee,  1070 

HARxmaTOir,  Right  Hon.  Marqxiess  of 
(Secretary  of  State  for  War),  Lan- 

Africa  (South)— Recbuanaland— Sir    Charles 

VVurretrs  Expedition^  849, 1375 
Army— tjuestions 

Armj     Medical    Department  —  Surgeons 

Major  —  E  lamination    for    Promotion, 

1000, 1860 
Army  Recruiting,  Ireland — Dffietal  Adrer- 

lisenienta,  703,  793 
Caee  of  J.  II.  Porter.   Sohoolmastor  66th 

Regiment,  7^10 
Deflciencj  of  Militia  Officers,  1842 
Egyptian  Expedition— Saddles  of  the  Camel 

Corps.  163 
India— Numbers,  1089 
Largo    Gga    Praetioe — CompenMiton    for 

Damages,  1381 
Royal  EDgineer  Department,  637 
Royal  Hibernian  Military  School,  6^9 
Senior  Majors  of  Artillery,  1321 
Sergeant  Instructor  in  Masketry,  663 
Small  Arms^SuppIy  of  Rifles  for  the  Army, 

639 
Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Pensions^- Sergeant 

Instructor  Lyoe,  3j0 
Volunteer  and  Militia  Sergeants.  1369 
Volunteer   Officers— Travelling  Expenses, 

629 
Army  Supplement.nry  Estimates,  1884*6 — Ex- 
pedition to  Bechuanaland.  1656 
Expedition  up  the  Nile,  1699,  1603.  I606. 

lAOS,  1643,  1644,  1643 
Egypt  <»Questtons 

Expedittoo  up  the  Nile,  1663,  1664  j— The 

Camel  Corps.   1381  ;— Number  and  Oott 

of  Boats,  1846 
Kxpediitooary  Koree — Army  Chaplaini,  253 
Military  Operations — Railway,  from  Suakin 

to  Oerber,  000,  1462,  1463 
Transport  of  the  Nite  Expedition,  1376 

VOL,   COXOnC.   \i:KtRSi  SJ£RlE8,][te«^ 


HmTmoToir,  Right  Hon.  Marqnets  of — eant, 
Egypt  (Events  in  the  Soudan)— Questions 
General  Gordon,  1864  ;— Telegrams,  909 
Khartoum,  668,  909 
Relief  of  General  Gordon,  161,  163,  369, 

1680. 1681 
Reported  Death  of  General  Gordon,  1680 
Reported  Fait  of  Khartoum,  355,  796 
Law  and  Police— Lord  Ronald  Gower,  1324 
Nary  Supplemontsry  KsLTmatos,  1884-6 — Mili- 
tary Operations  iti  Egypt  and  Beehuanaland, 
1706 
Representation  of  the  People,  2R.  1317 

Hastings,  Mr.  G.  W.,  VToresiterMri,  E, 
Prisons  (Ireland) — Report  of  the  Commissioo, 
1447 

Hay,  Admiral  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  C.  D,. 

Wig t own t  Sfc. 
Egypt  (Events  in  the  Soudan)— General  Gor^ 

don.  1738 
France  and  China^HosiiUties — International 

Law,  167,  168 
Hong  Kong — Enforced  Labour,  361 
NaTy— iLM.S.S,  "  Agamemnon  "  and  **  Ajax," 

78'i,  1111 
Parliamen  t—  P ubl  ie  Busi  nets — Questions 
1460 

Redistribution,  1686 
Scotch  Bills,  626 
Parliamwntftry    Elections  —  RedUtributlon  — 

Census  of  Wales,  901,  903 
Representation  of  the  People,  67  ;   Motion » 

Amendt.  l<91,  994 
Representation  of  the  People,   Oomm*  cl.  9^ 
1426 

Haytek,  Colonel  Sir  A.  D.  (Financial 
Secretary  to  the  War  Oflice),  Bath 
Army— Quartermasters— Promotion,  780,  1841 
The  Late  Paymaatert  Elliott  and  HarriSi 
1848 
Army  Supplementary  Estimates  1884 '■6 —Ex- 
pedition up  the  Nile,  1664,  1066 

He  ALT,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Monafjhan 

Grown  Colonies— Colonial  Expenditure,  003 
Explosives   Act  —  Storage    of    Dynamite    at 

Cnnvey  Island,  664 
I  rela  nd -^  Q  u  csti  ons 

Army  Recruiting— Official  Advertiiements, 

703 
Civil   Serrice — Mr.   George   Bolton,   760, 

781,  004 
Commissioners   of   N.^tional    Education—' 

S,ilar»es  of  Inspectors,  tj5l 
Crime  and  Outrage— Maamtrasna  Murdert 
— Convlotion  of  Myles  Joyoo  and  otbert, 
660, 663 
Criminal    Law^Trial    of    Cornwall   and 

Kir  wan,  668 
Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours — Teelln  Pier, 

807 
Land  Commission  Court — Appeals— Finea 

for  Non-Stamping,  906,  907 
Magtttmey — Mr,     Vaughan    Montgomery, 
J.r.  808 
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HiiLT,  Mr.  T.  M.-^ant, 

PeMo  PreterTAtion  Aot,  1881— Police  Pro- 
tection— Sir  Aagaitot  Stewart,  Ramilton, 

Co.  Donegal,  649 
Poor  Law — Ballycastle   Workhouse— Dii- 

missal  of  the  Master,  777  ; — Election  of 

Chairman  of  Board  of  Guardians,  Clifden 

Union,  896 
Post    Office— Acceleration  of  Mails,   Co. 

Monaghan,  667 
Pre?ention    of   Crime    Act,    1882  —  Mr. 

Joseph  R.  Cox,  242 
Prisons — Ibloantjoy  Prison — Visit   of   the 

Police  to  the  Convict  Faherty,  1209 
Royal  University — Queen's  College,  Gal- 
way — Mr.  Charles  Geisler,  Professor  of 

Modern  Languages,  900 
Sea  and  Coast  Fisheries  Fund  Act.  1884— 

The  Trustees — Transference  of  Funds, 

Ac.  776,  777 
Ireland— Law  and  Justice— Questions 

Crime  Department  of  Dublin— Mr.  'S.  L. 

Anderson,  535 
«Mr.  George  Bolton  v.  United  Ireland/' 

243,  526 
Procedure    in  Criminal    Trials — Issue    of 

Crown  Briefs  to  Prisoners'  Counsel,  526, 

527 

Ireland — Law  and  Police— Questions 
Arrest  of  Charles  Mathers,  649,  650 
Arrest  of  Mr.  Chance,  153,  154 
"  Castle  "  Department— Use  of  «*  Ilansard," 

785 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  177,  183,  189.  220,  222,  227,  234, 
285,  386,  759,  761,  810,  814,  816,  850,  851, 
858,  859,  894;  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
895,910,  912,917,918 

Representation  of  the  People — Schemes  of 
Voting,  265 

Representation  of  the  People,  Motion  for 
Leave,  238 

West   Indies— Island   of   Grenada  —  Ecclesi- 
astical AfiEairs,  340,  341 
Island  of  St.  Vincent — Prison  Regulations, 
341,  342 


Heneage,  Mr.  E.,  Great  Qrimshy 
Representation  of  the  People,  2R.  1283 

Henry,  Mr.  M.,   Oalway 

Ireland— Crime  and  Outrage —^Maamtrasna 
Murders — Conviction  of  Myles  Joyce  and 
others,  1462 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  305,  311 

Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2R.  1033 

Westminster  Hall  (Restoration),  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee,  1334,  1335,  1339,  1340 


Hebsohbll,  Sir  F.  {»ee  Solioitob  Qene- 
RAL,  The) 

HiOKS,  Mr.  E.,  CamhridgeBhir$ 

Civil  Service  (Parliamentary  Candidature)  — 
Sir  W.  Brampton  Gurdon,  1590,  1835 


Holland,  Sir  H.  T.,  Mtdhwr&t 

Africa    (South>—B6ohiuuialand»  Mortar    of 

Mr.  Bethell,  249 
Army    Supplementary    EsUraatw,    1884-5  — 

Expedition  to  Bechuanaland,  1657,  1675 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  AddroM  in  An- 
swer to,  485,  441,  487 

HorwooD,  Mr.  0.  H.,  SUehpori 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  385,  386 

Sousiny  of  the  Working  Cla$9e$ — Export 
of  the  CommieeionH'e 
Question,  Sir  WalUr  B.  Bartteloi  ;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Nov  6, 1091 

HowABD,  Mr.  E.  S.,  CumherUmd^  JE. 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  59 

HowAKD,  Mr.  J.,  Bedfordihiro 
Patent  OfBoe— The  Libi«ry,  1885 

HuBBABD,  Eight  Hon.  J.  G.,  London 

France  and  China— HostiliHss—Bloekads  of 
Formosa,  346 

Illxngwoth,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford 

Army  Supplementary  Estimates,  1884-5  — 
Expedition  to  Beohuanaland,  1695,  1702 

Education  Department — Teachers  in  Board 
Schools,  252 

Representation  of  the  People,  2B.  1157  ;  3R. 
1497 

Income  Tax  Administration  Amendment 

Bill        (Mr.  Hubbard,  Sir  Charh*  For$t$r, 
Mr,  Edward  Leatham,  Mr,  Whitley) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l"*  Oct  29  [Bill  20] 

India      ( Mieeellaneoue  QuesHons) 
Burmah — The  Mandalay  Maseaeret,  Qoestion, 

Mr.  Ritchie ;    Answer,   Mr.  J.    K.    Cross 

Nov  17,  1830 
Upper   Burmah,  Question,  Major    General 

Alexander  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  Nov  6, 

1116 
Seat  of  Oevemmentf  Petition  presented,  Lord 

Napier  and   Ettrick  Nov   10,  1345 ;   after 

short  debate,  Petition  withdrawn 
The  Indian  Famine,  1877-8—  The  MUeionarisi, 

Questions,  Colonel  CoUhurst ;  Answers,  Mr. 

J.  K.  Cross  Nov  10,  1365 ;  Nov  18.  1579 
Unenvenanted    Civil    Service,  Question,   Mr. 

Serjeant  Simon  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross 

Nov  3,  788 
Bombay  Civil  Serviee,'Q,\i9Vtion»,  Mr.  Gibson ; 

Answers,  Mr.  J.   K!  Cross  Osf  27,  254 

NovU,  1453 

Law  and  Juitiee  (India) 

Alleged  Emeeution  of  a  Reprieved  Coiwieit 
Question,  Mr.  Brfggs ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K. 
Cross  Nov  3,  77» 

MimOee  of  the  Chief  JueUee  of  Bengal^  Ques- 
tion, Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answsr,  Mr.  J, 
K.  Cross  Nov  10, 1859 


IND         IBE  (SESSION     1884-6} 

393. 


IRE 


ntE 


Ikdia — Law  and  Juttiee^cont. 

The  Indian  Penal  Code — Section  7,  QaoAtion, 
ObserTations,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderlej; 
Reply,  The  Earl  of  Kimberley  Nov  10, 
1367 
The  Indian  Vernacular  Press  Act,  Questions, 
Mr.  Onslow,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler;  Answers, 
Mr.  Gladstone  Oet  34.  155 

Railway t  (India) 

Bhopal,  Gwalior,  and  Nagpore  Railways, 
Question,  Mr.  Slagg  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K. 
Cross  Nov  «,  1087 

New  Railways  between  Umballa  and  Kalka 
and  towards  Ootaeamund,  Question,  Mr. 
£.  Stanhope;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross 
Nov^,  1115 

The  Qiutta-Candahar  Railway,  Questions, 
Mr.  Agnew,  Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross,  Mr.  E. 
Stanhope,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Answers, 
Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  Oct  27.  245  ;  Questions,  Sir 
Henry  Tyler,  Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  Nov  13,  1587 

Ireland        {Miseelianeoui  Questions) 

Army  Recruiting  —  Oficiai  Advertisements, 
Questions,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill,  Mr.  Uealy ;  Answers,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington  Nov  3,  702 

Charitable  Donations  and  Bequests — Catherine 
Eaton* s  Beqtust,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Cor- 
bet ;  Answer.  Mr.  Campbell- Ban nerman 
Nov  3,  783 

Cholera  Hospitals  Act,  18S^— Movable  Bos- 
pitals.  Questions,  Colonel  Nolan ;  Answers, 
Mr.  GampbelUBannerman;  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  [no  reply]  Nov  11,  1447 

City  of  Dublin  Licensing  Sessions  —  Mr. 
Thomas  W.  Russell,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
Oet  31,  652 

Customs  ^  Examinations  for  Outdoor  Officers, 
Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answer.  Mr.  Court- 
ney Oet  31,  651 

Emigration — Return  of  State-aided  Emigrants 
by  the  United  States,  Question,  Mr.  Dcasy  ; 
Answer.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Nov  4, 
807 

Freemcuonry — Opening  of  a  new  Lodge  at 
Bantry,  Questions,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor, 
Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 
nerman  Nov  6, 1104 

Importation  of  Irish  Cattle  at  Bristol^  Levying 
of  Dock  Dues,  Question,  Mr.  Kenny ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Trevelyan  ;  Question.  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor ;  [no  reply]  Nov  13,  1560 

Irish  Industries,  Obserrations,  Question,  Sir 
Eardley  Wilmot ;  Reply.  Mr.  Gladstone 
Oct  30,  542 

Irish  Reproductive  Loan  Fund —  The  Roseom- 
tnon  Town  Commissioners,  Question,  Mr. 
0' Kelly  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  Nov  7, 
1216 

Landlord  and  Tenant— Right  of  Turbary— 
Mr,  R,  H.  Dunne,  of  Brittas,  Question,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  Oct  30,  520 
The  Arran  Islands,  Question,  Mr.  O'Brien ; 
Answer.  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
Aat;6. 1102 

\eoht. 


Irxlaitd — eont, 

Mountmellick  Court  House — Use  of  Building 
for  Party  Purposes,  ^e.  Questions,  Mr 
Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor 
(General  for  Ireland  Oct  30,  520 

Police  Acts — Corporation  of  Limerick — Ewtra 
Police  Tax,  Questions,  Mr.  Dawson ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Nov  13. 
1572,  1574 ;  Nov  17,  1838 

Extra  Police  Tax  in  Oalway  and  South 
Mayo,  Question,  Colonel  Nolan;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  17,  1852 

Political  Clubs— Public  Ofieials^  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
Nov  10,  1369 

Public  Boards— Audit  of  Accounts,  Questions. 
Mr.  Patrick  Power  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  Nov  10, 1366 

Public  Meetings —  The  Riot  at  Portadown, 
Questions,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power  ;  Answers. 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  Oct  24, 
167;  Oct  31,  650;  Questions,  Mr.  T.  A. 
Dickson ;  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man Nov  6,  1104  :  Nov  17,  1824 

Registry  of  Deeds  Office,  Question,  Mr.  Justin 
M'Carthy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  Nov  6, 
1086;  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Find- 
later  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Courtney  Nov  17,  1827 

Salmon  Fishery  Act—Employment  of  Consta- 
bulary at  Blackrock  as  Water  Bailiffs, 
Question,  Mr.  Deasy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman Nov  4,  896 

Sea  and  Coast  Fisheries  Fund  Act,  1884— 7%< 
Trustees—Transference  of  Funds,  $•«.  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Uealy  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Courtney, 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Nov  3.  776 

The  Cork  BuUer  Market— The  Bye-Laws^ 
Question,  Mr.  Moore  :  Answer.  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman Nov  17,  1836 

The  Irish  Oovemment — Mr.  R,  Good,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  O'Sulliyan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman Nov  7, 1215 

The  New  Museum  of  Science  and  Art,  Dublin , 
Question,  Viscount  Powerscourt ;  Answer, 
Lord  Carlingford  Nov  11,1442;  Question. 
Mr.  Dawson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  Nov  13. 
1573;  Question,  Mr.  Findlater;  Answer, 
Mr.  Courtney  Nov  17,  1827 

The  Rotunda,  Coombe,  and  Pitt  Hospitals* 
Dublin—  Compounding  of  Medicines,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Patrick  Power ;  Answer.  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  iVov  14.  1718 

The  Royal  University  of  Ireland— The  Queen's 
College,  Oalway — Mr,  Charles  Oeisler,  Pro* 
fessorof  Modem  Languages,  Questions,  Mr. 
Uealy  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman 
Nov  4,  900 

Treasury  Solicitors*  Act,  1876— Intestate,  ire. 
EstaUs— Estate  of  the  late  Mrs.  Helen  Blake, 
Questions.  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Stanley  Leigh- 
ton  ;  Answers.  Mr.  Courtney  Nov  14, 1723 

Board  of  Works  [Ireland) 

Loans  for  Workhouse  Buildings,  Question, 
Colonel  Nolan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  Nov  8, 
784 

Loans  to  Railways,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Courtney  Nov  14,  1711 

RealigcUion  of  Securities,  Question.  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  Oet  80, 
524 
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Irilind— «on<. 
Civil  Service  (Ireland) 

Mr,  Clifford  Lloyd,  Qneitioni,  Mr.  Kennj.Mr. 
O'Kellf ;  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell- Banner- 
man  Nov  17,  1843 

Mr.  Oeorge  Bolton,  Queition,  Mr.  Healy ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Nov  S,  780  ; 
Observation,  Mr.  Speaker  Nov  4,  004 

Pensions,  ^e,  to  Messrs,  Cornwall  and  French, 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Gray  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  Nov  17, 1830 

Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland) 
Monaghan  Lunatic  Asylum^Charyc  of  Cruelty 
against    Officers,    Qaestions,    Mr.    Biggar  ; 
Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
JV(w  3,  775  ;  Nov  18,  1567 

Education  (Ireland) 

Commissioners  of  National  Education — Saia^ 
ries  of  Inspectors,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland ; 
Question,  Mr.  Healj  ;  [no  repljr]  Otf^  31,  651 

Bcurs  of  Religious  Education  in  National 
Schools — CcutUgarden  School,  Co,  Down, 
Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman Nov  14,  1714; —  New- 
iownards  School,  Co,  Down,  Question,  Mr. 
Biggar  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
Nov  7,  1210 

Increased  Grant  to  Convent  Schools,  Questions, 
Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  Oct  28,  354 
Supply  of  Books,  Maps,  ^c.  gratis  to  National 
Sehoots,  Question,  Sir  Hervey  Bruce  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Nov  10, 
1362 

The  Ferrybank  Schools,  Co,  Water/ord,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Richard  Power ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  Nov  10, 1375 

eachers 

National  School  Teachers — Conditions  of  Pro- 
motion, Questions,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman,  Mr.  Courtney 
Nov  14.  1717 

Salaries  of  National  School  Teachers,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  Nov  3,  787 

Date  of  Payment  of  Salaries,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
Nov  13,  1570 

Teachers  in  the  Coleraine  Districts — Results 
Fees,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  Nov  11,  1445 

Poor  Law  (Ireland) 

Bally cas fie  Workhouse  —  Dismissal  of  the 
Master,  Question,  Mr.  Ilealy  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  Nov  3,  777 

Belfast  Workhouse — Fraudulent  Bookkeeping, 
Question,  Mr.  William  Redmond ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Nov  10,  1377 
Irregularities  of  the  Master,  Question,  Mr. 
William  Redmond  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  Nov  6,  1101 

Manorhamilton  Union — Mr,  Thomas  Cum* 
mings.  Question,  Mr.  Biggar :  Answer,  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  Nov  13,  1657 

Rating— Baltinglass  Union,  Co,  WirMow, 
Questions,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet,  Mr.  M'Coan, 
Mr.  O'Brien ;  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  Nov  17,  1813 

[eont. 


Irilahd— Poor  Later— cont. 

Collection  of  Poor  Rates,  Bandon  Union,  Co. 
Cork,  Question,  Mr.  Deaiy;  Anawer,  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  Nov  4,  902  ; — Bantry 
Union,  Co.  Cork-^  Tenants  under  £4  VaUta- 
Hon,  Questions,  Mr.  Deasy ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  Nov  10,  1867 

Bantry  Board  of  Guardians — Mr.  Payne, 
Chairman,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Nov  10,  1880 

Tralee  Board  of  Guardians  —  Eviction  of 
Thomas  M*Enery,  Question,  Mr.  CBrien; 
Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Nov  S, 
778 

Election  of  Chairman  of  Board  of  Ouardiant, 
Clifden  Union,  Question,  Mr.  Healy ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Nov  4,  896 

Election  of  Guardians,  Carlow  Union — Irremt- 
larities  of  Returning  Officer,  Question,  Mr. 
Gray ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannemian 
Nov  8,  783 

Election  of  Guardians,  Edenderry  IHvinen, 
Rinfs  Co,,  Questions,  Mr.  Arthnr  O'Con- 
nor ;  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell -Bannermmn 
Nov  3,  700 ;  —  The  Downshire  Truiiees, 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Nov  3,  791 

Quaiifieation,  Question,  Mr.  O'Brien  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Campbell -Bannermmn  Nov  10, 
1362 

Post  Office  (Ireland) 

Acceleration  of  Mails,  Co.  Monaghan,  Qoestion, 
Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawoett  Oct  81, 
657 

Sea  and  Coast  Fisheries  (Ireland) 

The  Inquiry  at  Portrush,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
Oct  31,  664 

Trawling  in  Galway  Bay,  Qneations,  Colonel 
Nolan,  Mr.  Kenny  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  Nov  11,  1444 

Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours  (Ireland) 
Fishery  Pier  at  Pullendiva,  Co.  Sligo,  Qaes- 

tion,  Mr.  Sexton ;   Answer,  Mr.    Courtney 

Nov  4.  907 
Teelin  Pier,  Question,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Aniwer, 

Mr.  Courtney  Nov  4,  897 

Inland  Navigation  and  Drainage  (Ireland) 
Drainage  Works  on  the  Barrow,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr.   Coortaey 
Oct  28,  853 

Law  and  Justice  (^Ireland) 

Case  of  Thomas  Behan,  a  Convict,  Kildare  Co,^ 
Questions,  Mr.  Leahy  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman Nov  13, 1684  :iV0V  14,1719 

Mr.  D,  Bodkin — Fees  for  Defending  a  Prisoner 
under  the  Prevention  of  Crime  A§t,  1882, 
Questions,  Mr.  O'Brien  ;  Answers,  The  So- 
licitor General  for  Ireland  Nov  17, 1833 

Mr,  George  Bolton,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Hoaly  ;  Ao- 
swer,  1*he  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
Oct  80,  526  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold, 
Mr.  O'Brien  ;  Answers,  Mr.  CampbelUBaa. 
nerman  Nov  10, 1865 
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luLiVD— /^tcr  and  JutHiS—cont, 

**Mr.  George  Bolton  v,  •United  Ireland,'" 
Question,  Mr.  Ileal j  ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  ;  Question, Mr.  O'Brien  ; 
fno  reply]  Oct  27,  243  i^Dse  of  Official  File, 
Questions,  Mr.  O'Brien ;  Answers,  The  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  Nov  3,  775 

Ccue  of  the  Brothers  Delahunty — Dying  De^ 
elaration  of  Patrick  Slattery,  Question,  Mr. 
Kenny ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  Oct  31,  062 

The  Trial  and  Acquittal  of  Mr.  Fitggerald, 
Question,  Mr.  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  Nov  6,  1120; 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  Nov  11,  1457 

Mr,  P.  N.  Fitggerald  and  the  Tubbereurry  Pri- 
toners  —  Compemation  for  Imprisonment, 
Questions,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  Nov  17,  1831 

Trial  of  Jamet  Elite  French  —  Colonel  Bruce, 
Questions,  Mr.  O'Brien,  Mr.  Gibson  ;  An- 
swers, The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  NovT, 
1216 

Ceue  of  Bryan  Kilmartin,  Question,  Mr.  Sex- 
ton :  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  ;  Question, 
Lord  Randolph  Churchill ;  [noreply]JVevl4, 
1722 

Drimoleague  (Cork)  Petty  Sessional  Division, 
Questions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Colonel  Colthurst  ; 
Aiiswers,  Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman  Nov  10, 
1373 

Moville  County  Court,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman  'Nov  14, 
1716 

Procedure  in  Criminal  Trials-Tissue  of  Crown 
Briefs  to  Prisoners*  Counsel,  Questions,  Mr. 
Healy ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for 
IreUnd  Oct  SO,  526 

The  Crime  Department  of  Dublin^Mr,  5.  L. 
Anderson,  Questions,  Mr.  O'Brien,  Mr. 
Healy ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  Oct  80,  534 

The  Crown  Solicitor  for  Dublin,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  Nov  17,  1841 

The  Dublin  Murder  Trials-^ Compensation  to 
Mr.  Field,  Question,  Mr.  Warton  ;  Answer, 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  Oct  31, 
663 

The  Dublin  Scandals -^  Trials  of  Cornwall  and 
Kirwan,  Question,  Mr.  O'Brien  ;  Answer, 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  Nov  1, 
1217 

The  Magistracy  (Ireland) 
Appointments,  Question  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
Oct  30,  519 
Bailieborough  Petty  Sessions,  Questions,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
No9  7, 1225 ;  Nov  17.  1825 
Maghera    Petty   Sessions,     Question,     Mr. 
0' Kelly  :  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
Nov  13, 1561 

Co.  Cavan—Postponement  of  Pettv  Sessions, 
Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman Nov  11,  1446 
Mr.  Vaughmn  Montgomery,  J. P.  Question,  Mr. 
Healy  ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  Nov  i,  898 

\co»L 


Ibblano — The  Magistracy^coni, 

Mr.  Peter  Douglas,  Petty  Sessions  Clerk  of 
Baltinglass  and  Dunlavin,  Questions,  Mr.  w. 
J.  Corbet,  Mx.  Arthur  O'Connor;  Answers, 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Nov  10, 1380 

Mr.  JR.  W.  Gamble,  Q.C.,  County  Court  Judge 
of  Armagh,  Question,  Mr.  William  Red- 
mond ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
Nov  17.  1847 

James  B.  M*Connell,  Petty  Sessions  Clerk, 
Dromore,  Question,  Mr.  William  Redmond  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Nov  17, 
1847 

The  Messrs.  Synnott,  Co.  Armagh,  Question, 
Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  JVbt;  11,  1455 

Special  Resident  Magistrates,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Brien  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
JViwO,  1115 

The  Edenderry  District,  King's  Co.  Questions, 
Mr.  Molloy  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 
nerman Nov  10,  1300 

Law  and  Police  (Ireland) 
Arrest  of  Mr.  Chance,  Question,  Mr.  Healy ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Trefelyan  Oct  24,  153 
Arrest  of  Charles  Matliers,   Questions,  Mr. 

Healy ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for 

Ireland  Oct  S\,  649 
Mr,  J.  R.  Cox,  Question,  Mr.  Justin  Huntly 

McCarthy ;   Answer,  1'he  Solicitor  General 

for  Ireland  Oct  28,  362 
Case  of Payne,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton ; 

Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 

Nov  4,  898  ;  Nov  10,  1370 
RoycU  Irish  Constabulary— Colonel  Thaehwell, 

Whitegate,  Cork  Co.  Questions,  Mr.  Deasy  ; 

Answers,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Nov  14, 

1722  ;  Nov  17,  1851 

Proceedings  against  Publicans  and  others  at 
Skibbereen,  Co,  Cork,  Question,  Mr.  Deasy  ; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
Oct3\,Mi 

The  "  Castle'*  Department—  Use  of**  Hansard,** 
Question,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trc- 
Tclyan  Nov  3,  785 

Ihe  Secret  Service  Fund,  Questions,  Mr. 
O'Brien  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man Nov  10,  1367 

Criminal  Law  (Ireland) 
Prosecutions  for  Agrarian  and  Politieal 
Offences,  Question,  Mr.  Kenny ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Nov  13,  1584 
The  Cornwall  Trial,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
Oct  80,  536;  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 
O'Brien  ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  Nov  17,  1832;— IWa/  of  Corn- 
wall and  Kirwan,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
Oct  31,  658;  Question,  Mr.  O'Brien;  An- 
swer, The  Solicitor  General  lor  Ireland  Nov  7, 
1217 

Prisons  (Ireland) 

Maryborough  Gaol,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man  Nov  10, 1868 

Mountjoy  Prison—  Visit  of  the  Police  to  the 
Convict  Faherty,  Question,  Mr.  Healy ;  An- 
swer, The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
Nov  7, 1209 
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\e4  of  Pri#e?i«rff«  Qtiettioii* 

r,   Mr.    Caurtnoj    K^v  it 

iuiott,  Quosttopt,  Sir  R« 
lermftn  J^W  Up  U47 

»  Colonel  Colthurst ;  An- 

'a»«  Question,  Mr.  Blg^jiAf ; 
MM .  V        Isell -  Bao aonnA a  Xov  1 S , 

'—  I,  Qaeitmn,  Mr*  Bigg*f  ; 

I  tar   General  for  IruUod 

4u.r.  Soxton »  miiwert,  mi..  Cniiiirwil'D&ii* 
Derman  Nov  13,  1607 

Removal  of  PUzcards  at  Drogheda^  Qu^Btiont^ 
Mr.  Gray,  Mr.  Jee»o  Colling*^  Mr.  CalUn, 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  ;  Aniwers^  Mt*  Camp- 
bell.Bannerman  Nor  ]1,  lidS 

SetMurs  of  Artm^  Tubbfrcurri/,  Co.  Sh'go,  Qb«i+ 
tlon,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Anftwer,  Mr.  Campbell- 
Banner  man  Nov  IT.  1336 

Shooting  withoui  Inimd  Rtvifm*  Lictnoe, 
Question,  Mr.  Dea&j  ;  Antiror,  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman  Noe  11,  1333 

StaU  of  Ireland 
Meeting  of  the  NcUionat  Lf'mut  at  Catkei— 

InoaeioH  of  the   Touu  Mafl^  Qucitlop,  Mr. 

Sexton  ;  Aniwer,  Mr.  C!im(»b^H*Baiinerinaft 

Novl,  1213 
Meeting  of  the  National  League  at  New  Rost 

— Attendance  of  the  Police,  Questions,  Mr. 

John    Redmond  ;    Answers,    The    Solicitor 

General  for  Ireland  Oct  30,  619 
Police  Protection^   Co.   Cavan,  Question,   Mr. 

Biggar  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 

Nov  7,  1226 

Crtm«  and  Outrage  {Ireland) 
The  Ballyforan  Murder— Incitement  to  give 
False  Evidence,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
Nov  7,  1218;  Nov  13,1585 
The  Maaintraena  Murders — ConHction  of  Mglee 
Joyce  and  others,  Questions,  Mr.  Callan,  Mr. 
Harrington  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  Oct  24, 
169  :  Questions,  Mr.  llealy,  Mr.  Arthur 
Arnold  ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  ;  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  [no  reply] 
Oct  31,  660  ;  Questions,  Mr.  O'Brien,  Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry  :  Answers,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  ^Vw  11,  1461 
Reference  of  Depositions  to  Mr.  Justice  Barry, 
Question,  Mr.  Callaii  ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  ;  Question,  Mr.  Harring- 
ton ;  [no  reply]  Oct  28,  356 

Evictions  (Ireland) 
Longford  Co.  Question,  Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy ; 

Answer,   Mr.  Campbell- Bannermaa   Nov  7, 

1220 
Statistics,   Questiont,   Mr.   Sexton  ;  Answers, 

Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Nov  10,  1372 


[See  UUn  Arre^nri  of  Rent  [Ireland'^  AM. 
18^2 
laud  Lai»  (IrcUnd)  Atft.  IBS  I 
Lmd  f^itf  (Ireiatvi)  Act,  IBBl 

Peace  PresmrVQlim   {Ireland) 

Aei,  imi 
PretfUtiiott  of  Crime  {Imlimd} 

dei,  1S82] 

frihni^ — A^rie  uUural  La  ho  %trer$ 

Hc-nppfAntinent  s/  the  Schct  Ct^mmiUet,  Qqoi* 
tioft,  Mr.  T,  P.  O'Cofinor;  Aniwer*  The 
Sol  10 1  tor  General  for  Ireland  Oit  27,  t6fl  ; 
Question,  Mr.  T,  P.  0*Conn(vr ;  Answer^ 
Mr.  Gtadetone  Nov  3,  71^5 ;  Quiiitteiis,  Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor;  Aniwirt,  Lord  Hiobaril 
i«<enor,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
J>vif  6,  1042  :  Questioa,  Mr.  Sextoti :  An* 
iwer.  Lord  Rich.ird  Groirenor  A'c^rr  6,1203; 
Qaeilioni,  Mr.  Paniett ;  Apswefs,l'he  SolU 
citor  GsneniL]  for  Iretniid  Nm'  13,  16^0 
Moted/'Tiwt  a  Select  Committee  be  ^ppoipied 
to  inquire  into  tlie  wgrking  of  recerU  legULa- 
tion  with  referenoo  to  cottages  mA  plots  of 
land  for  AgrlcuUuml  labourers  m  Ireland  ; 
and  to  Report  whether  it  bat  been  eitablisbed 
that  any  amendments  of  such  legislation  ar« 
at  present  ne<^esiarj  "  {Mr*  Selieitor  General 
for  Treliind]  Not  1,  1341  ;  after  abort  debate. 
Motion  Af  Fi^  to  ;  Lilt  of  the  Comoiittee, 
1344 

Irehnd — Promulgation  of  Siaittht 

Reiolatlon  {Mr,  CampbeU'Bfimterman)  Ifov  10, 
1438 

James,  Sir  H.  (see  Attorney  General. 
The) 

James,  Mr.  C.  H.,   Merthyr  Tydvil 
Education    Dep.artment — Rate    of  Interest  to 
School  Boards,  1563 

James,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Oateshead 

City  of  London  Livery  Companies  Commission. 
1101 

Jernlvoham,    Mr.    H.  E.  H.,  Berwick' 
on-  Tweed 
Sale     of    Intoxicating     Liquors    on    Sunday 
(Northumberland),  Motion  for  Lea?e,  1340 

Justices'  Jurisdiction  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Bramwell) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  !*•  Nov  3  (No.  2) 

Read  2*  New  II,  1440 
Committee*  ;  Report  Sov  13 

Kbnnard,  Mr.  C.  J.,   Salisbury 

Metropolitan      Board     of    Works  —  London 

Theatres,  1577 
Post  Office — Post  Cards — Purchase  of  Material 

from  Abroad,  256 
South   Kensington— The  Intended   Exhibition 

of  Inventions,  660 
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Kenkaway,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devon,  B. 
Parliament— QuMn't  Speaeli,  Addrets  in  An- 
swer to,  106 

Ksmrr,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Ennit 

Importation  of  Irish  Cattlo  at  Bristol— Lefjriog 

of  Dock  Dues,  1569 
Ireland— Questions 

Gifil  SerTice— Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  1843 
Criminal  Law— Proseoutions  for  Agrarian 

and  Political  Offenoes,  1584 
Irish  Land  Commission  (Sub-Commissioners) 

—Mr.  Walpole,  787 
Law  and  Jiistico—Case  of  the   Brothers 
Delahunty- D/ing  Dechn-ation  of  Patrick 
Slattery,  663 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  1882  (Warrants) 
— Extra  Police  at  RatbolooDej,Co.  Clavs, 
1710,1711 
Sea  and  Coast  Fisheries — Trawling  in  Gal- 
waj  Bay,  1445 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  179,  381,  396,  834,  871 
Post  Office— Purchase  of  Telephones,  530 

KENsnfGTONy  Bight  Hon.  Lord  (Comp- 
troller of  the  Household)i   Haver- 
fordwest 
Queen's  Speeoh — Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the 
Address,  1461 

KiMBERLBY,  Earl  of  ( Secretary  of  State 
for  India) 

Africa  (Sonth-West  Coast)— Angra  Pequena — 
Papers,  1369 

India — Indian  Penal  Code— Section  7,  1358 
Seat  of  GoToroment,  1350,  1355,  1357 

Parliament — Queen's  Speeoh,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  43,  44 

Trade  and  Commerce,   Motion   for  a   Select 
Committee,  1073,  1081 

Kma-HABMAK,  Colonel  E.  E.,   Dublin 
Co. 

Ireland— Agricultural  Labourers,  Motion  for  a 
Seleot  Committee,  1S41,  1344, 1345 

Laboitoherb,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 
Arm  J    Supplementary    Estimates,    1884-5^- 
Ezpedition  to  Beohnanaland,  1693 
Expedition  up  the  Nile,  1 697 
Egypt — Questions 

Expenditure,  351,1218 
Finance,^. — English  Liability,  1333 
Representatite  Institutions,  1730 
Navy— State  of  the  Navy,  005 
Navy     Supplementary    Estimates,    1884-5— 
Military  Operations  in  Egypt  and  Bechuana- 
land,  1705,  1706 
Parliament — Queen's  Speeoh,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  109,  396,  856 
Parliamentary  Elections — Scarborough    Elec- 
tion, 1111 
RepresenUtion  of  the  People,  57  ;  8R.  1984 
Representation  of  the  People — Redistribution 
Scheme —Diselosure  of  Public  Documents, 
157 
Thames  and  the  London  Water  Companies, 
1311 


Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr.  Deoiy,  Mr.  Pamell,  Mr.  M'Mahon,  Mr. 
T.  P.  O*  Connor,  Mr.  Stxton) 


e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  *  Oe%  34 


[Bill  5] 


Land  La\fl  {Ireland)  Act,  1881 
Applieation    for   Fair   Rents --  Threatening 

Action  of  Landlords^  Qnestion,  Mr.  Arthur 

Arnold ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for 

Ireland  Nov  13.  1564 
Loans  to   Tenants — Statutory  Advertisements, 

Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor;  Answer, 

Mr.  Courtney  Nov  17,  1828 
The  Land  Commission  Court — Appeals— Fines 

for  Non-Stamping,  Questions,  Mr.  Ilealy ; 

Answers,  Mr.  Courtney  Nov  4,  906 

Zand  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881— irf«A 
Zand  Commission  ( Suh-  Commissioners) 
--Mr.  Walpele 
Questions,  Mr.  O'Brien.  Mr.  Kenny  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  CampbelUBannerman,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  Nov  3,  786 ;  Questions, 
Mr.  O'Brien  ;  Answers,  Mr.  CampbelUBan- 
nerman Nov  6,  1003  ;  Nov  13,  1589 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amend- 
ment Bill  (Mr.  WiUiam  Corbet,  Mr' 
Barry,  Mr.  Famell,  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy, 
Mr.  Meulv,  Mr.  T.  F.  0*  Connor,  Mr.  Se»ten) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Oct  34  [Bill  31 

Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Walks) 
(  ^estione) 
The  Law  Courts— Seating  and  Lighting,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Horace  Dayey  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre  0»<  31,  659 
The  New  Arrangements— Assives  at  Tork  and 
Leeds,  Question,  Mr.  Barran ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  Nov  14,  1716 
Trial  of  Nor^   Wales  Prisoners  at  ChesUr, 
Question,  Mr.  Morgan  Lloyd  ;  Answer,  Sir 
William  llaroourt  Oet  30,  537 
Detention  of  Prisoners  at  Chester,  Question, 
Mr.  Tatton  Egerton ;  Answer,  Sir  WiUiam 
Harcourt  Oet  30,  539 

Law  and  Police  (England  and  Wales) 
{^iostioni) 
Disturhanes    at    Vietmia    Park    Tabemaele, 
Hackney—-**  The  em-Monk  Widdows,**  Ques- 
tions, Mr.    Sezton  ;  Answers,  Sir  William 
Harcourt  NovU,  1448 
Lord  Ronald  Oower,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Nov^, 
1334 
The  Cleator  Moor  Riots,  Cwmherland,  Qnes- 
tions,  Mr.  O'Brien ;    Answers,  Sir  William 
Harcourt  Oet  31,  656  ;  Nov  11,  1463 
Action  of  the  Police,  Question,  Mr.  O'Brien  ; 
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Birkbecl; ;  Answer,  Sir  Thomas  Brassey 
Oct  30,  531 

Training  Ships,  Questions,  Mr.  Macfiirlane ; 
Answers,  Sir  Thomas  Brassey  N(jv  17,  1839 

Warrant  Officers,  Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff;  Answer,  Sir  Thomas  Brassey  Oct  27, 
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Th$  Dockyards 
Re-organiMcUion,  Qaestion,  Sir  H.  Drammond 

Wolff;  Aniwer,  Sir  Thomai  Brattej  Oet  28, 

840 
Sand-drillers  at  Portimoutht  Queitioni,  Sir  11. 

Drammond  Wolff  ;   Answers,   Sir   Thomas 

Brassej  Oet  30,  635  ;  Ifov  11.  U4i 

Newdeqatb,  Mr.  0.  N.,  Warwickshire,  N. 
Ilong  Kong — Enforced  labour,  262 
Pmrlimment — Business  of  the  House,  643 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  628,  639,  760 
Public  Meetings— Riot  at  Aston   Hall,  Sir-' 

mingham,  264  ;  Personal  Explanation,  641 
Representation  of  the  People,  8R.  1493 

Nkwpobt,  Viscount,  BhropshirSf  N, 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  009 

Nsw  Zealandr^Treaty  of  Waitangi—The 
Maori  Chiefs 
Question,  Mr.   Gorst ;   Answer,   Mr.   Eveljn 
Ashlej  Oet  27,  260 

Noel,  Mr.  E.,  Dumfries,  ^e. 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  602 

Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P.,  Qalway  Co, 
Ireland — Questions 

Board  of  Works — Loans  for   Workhouse 

Buildings,  784,  786 
Cholera  Hospitals  Act,  1884— Movable  Hoi- 

piUls,  1447,  1  448 
Police  Acta—  Extra  Police  Tax  in  Galwaj 

and  South  Majo,  1862 
Sea   and    Coast    Fisheries — Trawling    in 
Galwaj  Bay,  1444 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  176,  203,  891,  893 
Poor   Law   Guardians  (Ireland),    2R.   1029 ; 

Comra.e^.  26,  1623 
Post  OfBce— Mail  Service  in  the  West  of  Ire- 
laud,  266 
Representation  of  the  People,  Gomm.  el,  9, 
Amendt.  1430,  1432,  1434, 1436,  1436 

NoBTHBBooK,  Earl  of  (First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty) 

Arm/  and  Narj — Defence  of  Colonial  Posses- 
sions— The  Correspondence,  1648,  1561 

Egjpt  (Expeditionarj  Force  to  the  Soudan)— 
Instructions  to  General  Lord  Wolselej,  771, 
772 

Parliament—  Business  of  the  House — Adjourn- 
ment, 1633 

NoBTHOOTB,  Eight    Hon.    Sir  S.    H., 
Devon,  JT. 
Army     Supplementarj     Estimates,    1881-6— 
Military  Operations  in  Egjpt  and  Beohuana- 
land,  1608 
Cit7  of  London  Liver/  Companies  Commission 
—Letter  of  H.  D.  Warr,  Secretary,  783, 
1008 
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NoRTHOon,  Right  Hon.  Sir  S.  H.- 
Egypt (ETcntf  in  the  Soadan) — General  Gor- 
don, Reported  Death  of,  1583  ; — Reported 
fall  of  Khartoum,  796 
Finance,  4e.— The   Earl  of  Northbrook'i 

Report.  1731 
Vote  of  Credit,  1386 
Fawcett,  Right  Hon.  Henry,  Postmaster  Gene- 

ral.  Death  of,  1206 
Parliament— Business    of    the    Uoase,   1927, 

1460,  1720 
Parliament — Queen's  Speeoh,  Address  in  An* 

swerto,  77.630,  632,1013 
Public   Meetings— Riot    at    Aston   Ilall,  Bir- 
mingham. 166 
Public  Works  Loans  Act,   1879 — Interest  oa 

Harbour  Loans,  1006 
Representation  of   the  People,   Motion,  991, 

993,  994 
RepresenUtion     of   the  People,    3R.    1995; 

Comm.  1392;  eL  2,  1402,  1404 
Representation  of  the  People — RedistribatiM, 

Ministerial  SUtement,  1822 
Sessional  Orders — Metropolitan  Polioe—Peli* 

tioal  Demonstrations,  Res.  54 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1803,  1896,  1899 

Northern  Lighthouse  Commissioners — Tki 
Fair  Isle 
Question,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay  ;  Answer,  Hr. 
Chamberlain  Oct  30,  515 

North  Sea  Fisheries   Convention — Float' 
ing  Drink' Shops — Spirit  2)rs^ 
Question.  Mr.  Dirkbeck  ;  Answer,   Lord  E4- 
mond  FiUmauriee  Oct  30,  533 

NoBTON,  Lord 
Education  Department — Higher  Edaoation  ia 
Board  Sohools,  1819,  1814 

O'Beibne,  Oolonel  F.,  Lsitrim 

Army    (Auxiliary    Forces)  —  Volanteer  and 

Militia  Sergeants,  1368 
Parliament— Queen's  Speeoh^  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  838 

O'Bribn,  Sir  P.,  Xing' s  Co. 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  937,  939 

O'Brebn,  Mr.  W.,  Maliow 
Ireland  —Questions 

Grime  and  Outrage — Maamtrasna  Murders 

— ConTiotion  of  Myles  Joyce  and  others^ 

1461,  U62 
Criminal   Law— Trial  of    Mr.    Fitigerald, 

1120  ;— The  Cornwall  Trial,  1833 
Irish  LAnd  Commission  (Sub-Commissioners) 

—Mr.  Walpole,  786,  787,  1093,    1589, 

1690 
Landlord  and  Tenant— Arran  Islands,  1102 
Law    and    Police — Secret    Serriee   Fund, 

1367 
Magistracy— Special  Resident  Magistrates, 

1115 
Prevention  of  Crime  Aot,  1882 — Seetion  14 

— Seiiureof  Papers,  1851 ; — Warrants— > 

Extra  Police  Tax,  Balliokmoyler  Pett/ 

Sessions,  1865 
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O'Bribn,  Mr.  W,—eont. 
Ireland — Law  and  Justioe—Queattons 

**  Bolton  V.  Irish  National  Publishing  Coai- 

pany  »'— Use  of  Official  File,  776,  776 
Crime  Department  of  Dublin — Mr.  S.   S. 

Anderson,  534, 1841 
Dublin  Scandals — Trials   of  Cornwall  and 

Kirwan,  1217 
Mr.  D.  Bodkin — Fees  for  Defending  a  Pri- 
soner under  the  Prevention   of    Crime 
Act,  1833, 1834 
<*  Mr.   George  Bolton  v.  United  Ireland," 

243.  1366 
Trial    of   James    Ellis   French  —  Colonel 
Bruce,  1216,  1217 
Ireland — Poor  Law — Questions 
Guardians— Qualification,  1362 
Rating— Baltinglass  Union,  Co.  Wioklow, 

1846 
Tralee  Board   of  Guardians — Eviction   of 
Thomas  M'Enory,  778 
l>aw  and  Police — Cleator  Moor  Riots,  Cumber- 
land, 666,  667,  793,  1462 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  176,  224,  319,  807.  810,  816,  863, 
864 
Scotland — Crofters  and  Cottars  in  the  High- 
lands and  Islands — Land  Law  Reform,  640 


O'Connor,  Mr.  A.,  Queen's  Co. 

Civil  Service — Lower  Division  Clerks,  1212 
Parliamentary  Candidature — Sir  W.  Bramp- 
ton Gurdon,  1696,  1696 
County   Lunatic   Asylums — Middlesex  County 
Asylums—Insufficiency  of   Accommodation, 
1828 
Egypt  (Events    in    the    Soudan)— Relief   of 

General  Gordon,  1680 
Ireland— Questions 

Army  Recruiting — Official  Advertisements, 

792 
Board  of  Works— Realization  of  Securities, 

624 
Freemasonry — Opening  of  a  New  Lodge  at 

Bantry,  1104,  1106 
Inland  Navigation  and  Drainage — Drainage 

Works  on  the  Barrow,  363 
Land  Law  Act,  1881 — Loans  to  Tenants — 

Statutory  Advertisements,  1828 
Landlord  and  Tenant — Right  of  Turbary — 

Mr.  K.  H.  Dunne,  of  BritUs,  620 
Law  and  Justice — Mr.  Peter  Douglas,  Petty 
Sessions  Clerk  of  Baltinglass  and  Dnn- 
lavin,  1380 
Magistracy— Appointments,  619 
Mountmellick   Court-House— Use    of   the 
Building  for  Party  Purposes,  4e.  620, 
621 
Poor  Law— Election  of  Guardians— Eden- 
derry  Division,  King's  Co.  790,  791  ;— 
Downshire  Trustees,  791 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  1882  (Warrants) 
—Extra  Police  at  Timahoe,  Queen's  Co. 
1106,   1106,  1829;— Extra  Police  Tax, 
Ballickmoyler  Petty  Sessions,  1364 
Prisons — Maryborough  Gaol,  1863 
Parliament/— Queen's  Speeoh,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  168,  870,  871,  946 
Public    Expenditure  —  Civil    Serrioe  —  The 
Seleet  Committee  of  1878, 1661 


O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Oalway 

Army — Sergeant  Instructors  in  Musketry,  663 

Government  and  the  Newspaper  Press— Offi- 
cial Communications,  623 

Importation    of    Irish    Cattle    at    Bristol  — 
Levying  of  Dock  Dues,  1670 

Ireland — Labourers — Re-appointment  of  Com- 
mittee, 266,  796,  1042,  1043 
Royal   Irish    Constabulary  —  Removal    of 
Placards  at  Drogheda,  1454 

Ministry— Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  666 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  879,  398,  408,  881,  882,  939,  942 

Salmon  (Weekly   Close  Time)  (Ireland),  2R. 
1607 


O'DoNNELL,  Mr.  F.  H.,  Dungarvan 

Parliament — Order  in  Debate — Suspension  of 
a   Member    (New    Rules    of    Procedure- 
Rule  2),  1036,  1036,  1037 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  328,  647,  918,  930 


O'QoBMAN  Mahon,  The,  Clare 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  426 


O'Kblly,  Mr.  J.,  Roscommon 

Egypt    (Expedition    up    the   Nile) — Vote    of 

Credit,  1118 
Egypt  (Events  in  the  Soudan)— General   Gor- 
don, Reported  Death  of,  1689 
Ireland—  Questions 

Civil  Service— Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  1843 
Irish  Reproductive  Loan  Fund — Roscom- 
mon Town  Commissioners,  1216 
Magistracy— Maghera  Petty  Sessions,  1661 
Prevention    of   Crime    Act,    1882— Com- 
pensation for  Malicious  Burning— Case 
of   Patrick   Hanley,  of   Ashbrook,  Co. 
Roscommon,  1710 
Metropolitan     Board     of    Works  —  London 

Theatres,  1677. 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  880,  936 


Onslow,  Mr.  D.  E.,  Guildford 

Army  Supplementary  Estimates,  1884-6^ 
Military  Operations  in  Egypt  and  Bechuana- 
land,  1606 

^SJPt — Questions 

Events  in  the  Soudan  ^Relief  of  General 

Gordon,  268,  269 
Expedition  up  the  Nile,  1663,  1664 
Military  Expedition — Instructions  to  Lord 
Wolsele/,  906,  1117;— Vole  of  Credit, 
1886 
India  —  Indian   Vernacular   Press  Act,  166, 

166 
Parliament — Queen's  Speeoh,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  123 
Pnblio  Meetings— Riot  at  Aston  Hall,  Bir- 
mingham, 1834 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1901, 1906 
West  Afrioan  Conferenoe,  149 
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rnment — Mr.     R.    GocmJ, 
me  Act,  1683  (Softmh(ii) 
Tfl 
cl  37;  1532 

(Chairman  of  Corn- 
er e  and    Moan  a  and 

r),  MoehnMlsr 
(Ireland J,  Cttmtii.  tl.  35 » 

Outlawries  Bill 

e.  Read  !•  •  Od  28 

Paoi/tcy     W»$Um  Ishnd*  ^f  ih§  —  Nmw 
Guinea — The  Brithk  ProUctf^Me 
Questions,  Sir  Michael  Hiek»-B«jieh,  Mr.  U.K. 
Fowler  ;  ADsweni,  Mr  Ereljra  Atb]«f  C?i?l3i, 

Parliament 

LORDS- 
MiiTizro  or  thi  PiRLi4Mi!fT  Od  33 
The   Session   of  Parlijtuiflnt  opened  bj  Coin* 
mission 

f^et  fHajes(t0'f(  iWost  iciitanott*  ^prrcii 

delivered  by  Tho  Loud  Chancellor  Oct  23,  3 
Tlio  Queen's  Speech  having  been  reported  by 
Tlie  Lord  Ciiancillor  ;  An  Address  to 
JIeu  Majkstt  thereon  moved  by  tho  Lord 
Belpkr  (the  Motion  being  seconded  by  The 
Lord  Lawrrncr)  Oct  23,  r>  ;  after  debate. 
Address  agreed  to,  nemine  ditientiente 
IIiR    Majbstt's     Answsr    to     the    Address 

reported  ^Vt>i'  3,  764 
Chairman  of  Committees — The  Earl  of  Redes- 
dale  appointed,  nomine  diisentient4,  to  tako 
the  Chair  in  all  Committees  of  this   House 
for  this  Session  Oct  23 
Committee  for  Privileges — appointed  Oct  23 
Sub-Committee  for    the    Journals — appointed 

Oct  23 
Appeal  Com mi7f«f  — appointed  Oct  23 
Business  of  the  House — Adjiurnment,  Observa- 
tions, Earl  Granville  Oct  23,  4  :  Observa- 
tions, P2arl  Granville,  The  Earl  of  Carnarvon 
Nov  0,  1043  ;  Observation,  The  Earl  of 
Northbrook  Nov  U,  1533 

Parliament — Reprettentative  Peen 

Moved,  ••  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  praying  that  the  Prerogative 
bo  not  interposed  to  prevent  the  substitution 
by  Statute  ofa  more  suitable  form  for  securing 
the  presence  of  Irish  and  Scottish  Peers  in 
tho  House  of  Lords  than  is  afforded  by  the 
existing  modes  of  election"  {The  lycrd 
Waveney)  Nov  17,  1810  ;  after  short  debate, 

\eont. 


PurHii  iiwrtf  —  Reptetentative  Pttt» — eont. 

Prevfoua  Question  moved  (  The  Eart  C<!iirm\ ; 
PrQvioui  Queitioa  pyt,  wWlhcr  the  said 
Quasi ioQ  sbAll  b«  aoiv  pat  ;  retokod  in  the 
negalNe 

COMMONS— 

THE  (1UEEN*S  SPEECH 

The  QtSEijt*i  Sfiicit  havinf  been  reported  bj 

Mr.  Spc*nker:  An  bumble  Adt!re»i  thereon 

moved  by  Mr*  E.  SvArtoiw  11owaiu>  (the  Mo« 

(ion  being  secon^ied  hf  Mr.Smtisifta)  Oei  1% 

Amendt.  in  ninth  parAgripb,  after  **  us/'  m* 
lert  '*  and  humbly  tk)  aKiure  Har  Ma  jetty 
ttuit  it  it  Uie  opinion  of  a  vait  rn umber  i^f 
the  Irish  people  (hat  tlie  present  method  of 
^otitering  the  l^ir  in  Ireland,  moro  etp«- 
«.-i^y  tmder  iho  Crime"!  Act,  bai  worked 
tnaniroid  Injustiee,  and,  in  ttie  enie  of  the 
privoneri  tried  for  the  Maamtraina  murder^ 
has  led  to  tho  eie^ution  of  a»  innocent  man 
And  to  the  eonviotion  of  four  other  periotii 
equally  inuocenl,  and  Ibis  House  bamblf 
Aieiires  Her  Majoity  that  it  irould  ensure 
mueh  greater  ODitidende  in  the  adminlstra- 
Uon  of  thft  l^air  in  Ireland  if  a  JnU  and  puUio 
inquiry  were  granted  into  tlio  ejieotitlofl  of 
Mjlet  Joyce  and  the  conttnuud  ineareerjition 
of  i^atrick  Joyce,  Ttaomai  Joyoe,  Martin 
Joyoei  and  John  Oasey  *"  f  JIfn  HftrTin^n)^ 
127  ;  Queslion  propoied,  **  That  those  wordf 
bo  there  JLUserted  ;**  Debate!  adjoarned 

Debate  resumed  [Seeond  Night]  Oet  24,  tCT  ; 
after  long  debatet  Deb.it«  adjourned 

Debate  reitinitd  FThlrd  XJfflnVo.f  17,  206 

After  debate.  Amende,  to  said  proposed  Amendt. 
to  leave  out  after  "  and  humbly,"  to  **  inno- 
cent," inclusive  (Mr.  Labonchere),  398  ; 
Question,  *' That  the  words,  4io."  put,  and 
negatived 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  *  and  this 
Houie  humbly  assures  ller  Majesty  that  it 
would  ensure  much  greater  confi-lence  in  tho 
administration  of  the  Law  in  Ireland  if  a 
full  and  public  inquiry  were  granted  into  tho 
execution  of  Mylos  Joyce  and  tho  continued 
incarceration  of  Patrick  .Toyce,  Thomas 
Joyce,  Martin  Joyce,  and  Juhn  Casey,'  be  in- 
serted after  *  us  '  in  paragraph  9;"  after 
debate.  Debate  a<ijourned 

Notice  of  Amendment,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill 
Oct  28,  35« 

Debate  resumed  [Fourth  Night]  Oct  28,  357  ; 
after  long  debate.  Question  put  ;  A.  43,  N. 
21«J  :  M.  171  (D.  L.  1) 

Main  Question  again  proposed;  Debate  ad- 
journed 

Debate  rejourned  [Fifth  Night]  Oct  29,  441  ; 
after  long  debate  (J^uir*  of  South  Africa) 
Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Sixth  Night]   Oct  30,  543 

Amendt.  to  insert  in  ninth  paragraph,  after 
"  us,  "  "  and  humbly  to  assure  Her  Majesty 
that  this  House  rejyrets  to  find  in  recent 
speeches  and  actions  of  one  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers,  holding  the  high  office  of 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  an  in- 
cil«  incnt  to  interference  with  the  fiecdom  of 
political  discussion,  and  a  justification  of  riot 
and  disorder  "  (Lcrd  Randolph  Churchill); 

[een/. 
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Parliambnt — CoMMONi — oont. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  (hose  words  be 
there  inserted  ;  "  after  long  debate,  Question 
put ;  A.  178,  N.3U;  M.  86  (D.  L.  2) 

Main  Queition  again  proposed  ;  Debate  ad- 
journed 

Questions,  Lord  Randolph  Cburobill,  Mr. 
Lewis  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Chamberlain  Oet  31, 
665 

Debate  resamed  [Serenth  Night]  OetSl,  668 

Amendt.  to  insert  in  ninth  paragraph,  after 
"  us,"  •*  but  humbly  to  direct  Her  Majesty's 
attention  to  the  depressed  condition  of  com- 
merce and  agriculture,  and  regret  that  Her 
Majesty's  gracious  Speech  contains  no  refer- 
ence to  a  subject  of  such  paramount  import- 
ance" {Mr.  Mae  Iver),  668;  Question 
proposed,  *<  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted  ;  "  afler  long  debate.  Question  put  ; 
A.  67,  N.  86  ;  M.  19  (D.  L.  6) 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  759;  Debate 
adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Eighth  Night]  Nov  3,  798 

Amendt.  to  insert  in  ninth  paragraph,  afler 
<«  us,"  * '  but  humbly  to  represent  to  Her 
Majesty  that  it  is  essential  to  the  public 
interest  that  the  Criminal  Law,  more  par- 
ticularly with  regard  to  the  composition  of 
juries,  be  impartially  administered  to  the 
different  classes  of  the  people  of  Ireland  " 
{M%\  Sexton),  798  ;  Question  proposed,  "  That 
those  words  be  there  inserted  ;  "  after  long 
debate.  Question  put ;  A.  30,  N.  118  ;  M.  88 
(D.  L.  4) 

Main  Question  again  propoeed,  894  ;  MoTcd, 
"That  this  Uouse  do  now  adjourn"  (Mr, 
Oladitone) ;  Question  put,  and  negatived 

Main  Question  again  proposed  ;  Debate  ad- 
journed 

Debate  resumed  [Ninth  Night]  JVot;  4,  910; 
after  long  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  34,  N. 
140 ;  M.  106  (D.  L.  5) 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  959 

Amendt.  to  insert  in  ninth  paragraph,  after 
"  us,"  "  humbly  to  express  our  regret  that 
Her  Majesty's  Gorernment  should  have 
assumed  a  formal  protectorate  over  Bechu- 
analand  without  taking  effectual  precautions 
to  prevent  Montsioa  from  being  conquered 
by  freebooters  domiciled  and  organized  in 
the  Transvaal  under  the  sanction  of  its 
Government : 

"  And.  further,  to  express  our  regret  that,  after 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  received  full 
information  of  the  forcible  appropriation  of 
Montsioa's  land  by  the  Rooi-Grond  free- 
booters, delay,  greatly  increasing  the  diffl- 
oulties  of  any  settlement,  has  been  permicted 
to  take  place  in  announcing  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  turn  out  the 
freebootera,  by  ^foroe  if  necessary,  from  the 
territory  under  Her  Majesty's  protection" 
(Mr,  Gorst),  959  ;  Question  proposed,  **  That 
those  words  be  there  inserted;"  after  de- 
bate, Amendt.  withdrawn 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  Com- 
mittee appointed,  **  to  draw  up  an  Address 
to  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  npon  the 
said  Resolution;"  List  of  the  Committee, 
988 


PiBUAMXKT'  Commons— «on<. 

Report  of  Address  brought  up,  and  read  Ifop  4  ; 
Address  read  a  second  time ;  Further  Pro- 
ceeding thereon  deferred 

Further  Proceeding  resumed  Nov  5,  996 

Amendt.  at  end  of  seTenth  paragraph,  after 
"  provision,"  insert  "  Flumbly  to  pray  Her 
Majesty  to  direct  Her  Ministera,  in  the 
interests  of  freedom  and  oommeroe,  and  for 
the  security  of  Egypt,  to  efficiently  support 
General  Gordon  in  establishing  a  stable  and 
civilised  Government  at  Khartoum"  (Mr, 
Ashmead  -  BarlUU) ;  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  ; " 
after  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatiTed 

MoTed,  **  That  this  House  doth  agree  with 
the  Committee  in  the  said  Address  to  be 
presented  to  Her  Majesty  " 

After  debate  (CWm«  and  Outrage  (Ireland) — 
The  Bally feran  Murder)  ;  Question  put :  A. 
134,  N.  18;  M.  116  (D.  L.  6);  Address 
agreed  to 

Her  Majest^s  Answer  to  the  Address  reported 
Nov  11,1461 

PrivUegee,  Ordered,  That  a  Committee  of 
Privileges  be  appointed  Oet  23 

PubHe  Petitione,  Select  Committee  appointed 
and  nominated  Oct  28  ;  ^  List  of  the  Com- 
mittee, 435 

Printing,  Select  Committee I'appointed  and 
nominated  Oet  31 ;  List  of  the  Committee, 
763 

The  Ministry 

The  Secretary  to^the) Admiralty,  Questions,  Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answers,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone Oet  23,  57 

Personal  Opinion  of  Mtmbera  not  in  the 
Cabinet^Mr,  Courtney  and  South  Africa, 
Question,  Mr.  Ashmead- Bartlett ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone*0(;<  30,  540 

The  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Li§utenantof 
Ireland,  Questions,1  Mr.  Firth,  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  OetZl^ 
654 

The  Oovemment  and  the  Newspaper  Presi-^ 
Official  Communications,  Questions,  Mr. 
Raikes,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff,  Lord 
Randolph  Churchill ;  Answers,  Lord  Richard 
Grosvenor  ;  Questions,  Mr.  J.  Lowther,  Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor ;  [no  reply]  Oet  30,  521 

THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PROCEDURE 
Order  in  Debate  —  Suspension  of  a  Member  — 

(Rule  2)  Nov  5, 1037 
Moved,  "  That  Mr.  O'Donnell  be  suspended 
from  the  serrice  of  the  House  "  (Mr.  Olad- 
•tofM):  A.  163,  N.   28 ;  M.  135  (D.  L.  7): 
Mr.  O'Donnell  suspended  accordingly 

B  U81NE88  OF  TBB  BOOS  ETA  ND\PUBL10 

BUSINESS 
The  Queen's  Speech— Poitponement  of  Orders 
of  the  Day 

BMolTttd,  That  any  prooeodlngt  on  tho  AddroM 
have  precedence  To-morrow  and  Wednesday 
OTor  the  Notices  of  Motions  and  Ordera  of 
tbi9lhjOet97 
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Parliairnt — CoicMONS — Butinets  of  ths  ffoute 
and  Public  Bunness—oont. 

Resolved,  That  any  further  proceedings  on  the 
Address  mppointed  for  this  day  or  to-morrow 
have  precedence  over  the  Notices  of  Motions 
and  Orders  of  the  Day"  (Afr.  Oladttone 
Ifovi 

Notieet  of  Motions  and  Orders  of  the  Day^ 
Irish  Industries,  Obserrations,  Question,  Sir 
Eardley  Wilmot ;  Reply,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Oct  30,  642 

Questions,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Raikes,  Mr. 
Gorst ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  Oet  24, 161 ; 
— Scotch  Bills,  Question,  Sir  John  Hay  ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Oct  30,  626  ;— 
Representation  of  the  People  Bill,  Question, 
Sir  Stafford  Northoote  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone Oet  30,  643  ;—Lord  Mayor* s  Day, 
Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  7,  1227  -,— Supply— The 
Earl  of  Northbrook* s  Mission,  Observations, 
Mr.  Gladstone  ;  short  debate  thereon  Nov  11, 
1468  ; — Redistribution,  Question,  Sir  John 
Hay  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  13,  1686 ; 
—  The  Egyptian  Policy  of  the  Oovemment, 
Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  ;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Nov  14, 
1729 

ADJOURNMENT 

Moved,  "  That  the  House,  at  its  rising,  do  ad- 
joum  till  Thursday  "  (Lord  Richard  Oros- 
venor)  Nov  1 1 ,  1533  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Adjournment,  Ilouse,  at  its  rising,  to  adjourn 
till  Wednesday  Nov  17 

Questions  to  Ministers,  (Questions,  Mr.  Roun- 
dell.  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 
AnHwers,  Mr.  Gladstone  Nov  14,  1726 

Order  —  \  Uncovering  of  Members  to  Royal 
Messages,  Question,  Observations, The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  ;  Keply,  Mr. 
Speaker  Oct  27,  260 

Parliamentary  Elections 
Redistribution — Census  of  Wales,  Questions, 

Mr.  Morgan  Lloyd  ;  Answers,  Sir  John  Hay 

Nov  4,  901 
Scarborough   Election,  Question,  Mr.  Caine; 

Personal  Explanition,  Sir  Thomas  Bateson  ; 

Answer,  The   Attorney  General ;  Question, 

Mr.  Labouchere  ;  Observation,  Mr.  Speaker 

Nov^,  1108 

Parliamentary  Franchise — Woman  Suffrage, 

Questions,   Mr.  Tomlinson ;   Answers,  Mr. 

Gladstone  Oct  24,  168 
Parliamentary    Representation—Borough    of 

Sligo,  Question,   Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Gladstone  Nov  6,  1116 
Printing  of  Parliamentary  Papers,  Notice  of 

Question,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  Nov  14,  1731 

Parliament — Sessional  Orders — The  Metro- 
politan Foliee—Folitieal  Demonstra- 
tions 
Sessional  Order  read,  and,  after  debate,  agreed 
.  to  Oct  23,  46 


Parliament — ^Hotjsk  of  Lords 
New  Peers 
Nov  ll^The  Right  Hon.  John  George  Dodson 
oraated  Baron    Monk   Bretton    of 
Conyboro  and  of  Hurstpierpoint  in 
the  county  of  Sussex 

Sir  Walter  Charles  James,  baronet, 
created  Baron  Northboame  of 
Betteshanger  in  the  county  of  Kont 
and  of  Jarrow  Grange  in  the  ooanty 
palatine  of  Durham 

Arthur  Saunders  William  Charlec 
Fox,  Earl  of  Arran  in  the  Peerage 
of  Ireland,  created  Baron  Sadley 
of  Castle  Gore  in  the  county  of 
Mayo 

John  Robert  William  Visconni  de 
Vesci  in  the  Peerage  of  Ireland, 
created  Baron  de  Vesoi  of  Abbey 
Leix  in  the  Queen's  county 
Nov  13 — Marmaduke  Francis  Baron  Henries 
in  the  Peerage  of  Scotland,  created 
Baron  Herriesof  Carlaverock  Castle 
in  the  county  of  Dumfries  and  of 
Everingham  in  the  East  Riding  of 
the  county  of  York 

8at  First 
Nov   8— The  Duke  of  Wellington,  after   the 
death  of  his  uncle 
The  Lord  Mendip  (Visooant  Cllfden), 

after  the  death  of  his  Either 
The  Lord  Petre,  after  the  death  of 
his  father 
Nov   6— The  Earl  Cowley,  after  the  death  oC 
his  father 


Parliament — House  of  Oommons 
New  Writs  Issued 

Oct  23~jFV>r  Radnor,  V.  Samuel  Charles  Evans 
Williams,  esquire,  Manor  of  North- 
stead 
For  Stirling,  v.  Henry  Campbell- 
Bannerman,  esquire.  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
Und 

Oct  2i—For  Scarborough,  t\  Right  Hon. 
John  George  Dodson,  Chiltera 
Hundreds 

Oct  27 — For  South  Warwickshire,  v.  the  Hon. 
Gilbert  Henry  Cliandos  Leigh,  de- 
ceased 

Nov  1 1 — For  Hackney,  v.  the  Right  Hon. 
Henry  Fawcett,  deceased 

Nov  17 — For  Greenock,  v,  James  Stewart, 
esquire.  Manor  of  Northstead 
For  Down,  v.  Hon.  Charles  Stewart 
Vane  Tempest,  commonly  called 
Viscount  Castlereagh,  called  up  to 
the  House  of  Peers 

New  Members  Sworn 

Oct  23 — John  Tremayne,  esquire,  Devon  CcunJty 

{Southern  Division) 
Patrick  Joseph  Power,  esquire.  Water* 

ford  County 
Ronald    Cranfurd    Munro- Ferguson, 

esquire,  Combined  Counties  of  Ross 

and  Cromarty 
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PiRLiAMBNT — G0MMOR8— A^#i0  Members  Swom'^ 
cont. 
Get  30— Charles  Colman  Rogers,  esquire,  New 

Radnor  Borough 
Nov    3 — Henry  Campbell- Bannorman,  esquire, 

Stirling  Burghs 
Nov    6 — Lieutenant     Colonel     Richard    Fell 

Steble,  Scarborough 
Nov  10 — Sampson  Samuel  Lloyd, esquire,  M'orr- 

wick  County  {Souihem  Division) 


Parliamentary  Franchise  (Extension  to 

Women)  Bill  {Mr,  WoodalU 

Mr,  Jacob  Bright^  Mr,  Coleridge  Kennardf 
Mr.   Stantfeldj  Baron   Henry  Be   Wormt^ 
Mr,  Torke) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l*  •  Nov  10  [Bill  32] 

Order  for  2R.  read,  and  discharged  ;  Bill  with- 
drawn Nov  17,  1885 


Parnell,  Mr.  0.  8.,  Cork  City 

Ireland — Agricultural  Labourers — The   Com- 
mittee, 1590 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  1882^Section 
14— Seisore  of  Papers,  1851 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  266,  280,  283,  759,  856,  949 
Poor    Law   Guardians  (Ireland),   2R.    1037  ; 

Comm.  el,  6,  1509  :  Consid.  1707 
Representation  of  the   People,  8R.  Amendt. 

1501,  1504 
Salmon  (Weekly  Close  Time)  (Ireland),  2R. 
1504 


Patent  Office 

Register  of  Patents,  Or  cat  Britain— Supply 
of  Index  from  1877  to  Fublic  Record  Ofice 
(Ireland),  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer. 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Nov  14,  1711 
The  Intended  Exhibition  of  Inventions,  Ques* 
tion,  Mr.  Coleridge  Kennard ;  Answer,  Mr- 
Chamberlain  Oc^  31,  600 
The  Library,  Questions,  Mr.  James  Howard ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Chamberlain  Nov  10,  1385 

Patrick,  Mr.  E.  W.  Cochran-,  AyrshirSf 
N. 
Merchant  Shipping,  Royal  Commission  on — 

The  Commissioners,  152 
Personal  Estates  (Scotland),  1114 

Peace  Preservation  {Ireland)  Aet,  1881 
Arms  Licenses,  Question,  Mr.  Mayne  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Campbell. Bannerman  Nov  13, 
1558 
Police  Protection — Sir  Augustus  Stewart 
Ramilton,  Co.Donegalf  Question,  Mr.  Ilealy  * 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
Oct  31,  649 


Pease,  Sir  J.  W.,  Durham,  8. 

Westminster  Hall  (Restoration),  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee,  1337 
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Peddie,  Mr.  J.  DiOK-,  Kilmarnock,  See. 
Scotland — Crofters  and  Cottars,  Res.  1776 
West  Indies — Report  of  the  Royal  Commission, 

1583 
Westminster  Hall  (Restoration),  Motion  for  a 

Select  Committee,  1338  ;  Amendt.  1339 


Pefl,  Right  Hon.  A.  W.  (see  Speaker, 
The) 

Personal  Estates  (Scotland)  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  Cochran-Patrick  ;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Adrooate  Nov  6,  1114 

PiCTON,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Leicester  Borough 
Scotland — Crofters  and  Cottars,  Res.  1760 

Plukket,  Eight  Hon.  D.  R.,  Dublin 
University 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  831 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  9, 
1513 

PluraHties  Bill  (Mr.  Acland,  Mr. 

Edward  Howard,  Sir  John  Kennaway,  Lord 

Edward  Cavendish) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Oct  29  [Bill  22] 

Pollution  of  Rivers  Bill 

(Mr,  Eastings,  Earl  Percy,  Colonel  JTalrond) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1'  •  Nov  13  [Bill  34] 

Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  John  Redmond,  Mr,  O'Brien,  Mr, 
Gray,  Mr,  Barry) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  *  Oct  24  [Bill  9 j 

Moved,    "That  the  Bill  be   now  read  2« " 

Nov  5,  1026 
Moved,  '*  That  the  Debate  be  now  acyoumed  " 

{Mr,  Elton) ;   after  short  debate.  Question 

put ;  A.  130,  N.  97  ;  M.  33  (D.  L.  8) 
Debate  resumed  Nov  10,  1436 ;   after  short 

debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  Bill 

read  2'' 
Committee ;  Report  Nov  11,  1507 
Considered  Nov  13,  1707 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3»  ;"  aaer 

short  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  72,  N.  4  ;  M. 

68  (D.  L.  17);  Bill  passed 
/.  Read  I**  {Lord  President)  Nov  17  (No.  6) 

Portugal 

Quarantine  at  Madeira,  Question,  Mr.  Creyke ; 
Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitimaurice  Oct  28, 
350 
The  *<  City  of  Meeea,"  Question,  Mr.  Ander- 
son ;    Answer,  Lord   Kdmond    Fitimaurice 
Oa  30,  525 
[See  title  Africa  (West  Coast)— The  Congo 
River"] 
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Post  Qttioe    (Mtsallaneoui  QuesUong) 

Ccnimcts — The  Irish  Mail  5tfrvt>«,  Question, 
Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  LefeTre 
Nw>^,  1097 

Mail  Service  in  the  West  of  Ireland— The 
Midland  Great  Western  Railway  Company, 
Question,  Colonel  Nolan  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Fawcett  Oct  27,  250 ;  Question,  Mr.  O'Con- 
nor Power;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  Oct  28, 362 

Pott  Cards  —  Purchase  of  Material  from 
Abroad,  Questions,  Mr.  Coleridge  Kennard  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Speaker  Oct  27,  256 

Purchase  of  Telephones,  Question,  Mr.  Kennj  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  Oct  30,  530 

Sixpenny  Telegrams,  Question,  Mr.  Kuiton  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  Oct  24,  162 

PowBK,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Mayo 

Ireland— Public  Meetings— Riot  at  Portadown, 

167,  650 
Post  Offlce^Mail  Service  to  the  West  of  Ira- 
land— The  Midland  Great  Western  Railwaj 
Companj,  352 

PovBB,  Mr.  P.,    WaUrford  Co, 

Ireland — Public   Boards— Audit  of  Accounts, 
1366 
Rotunda,  Coombe,   and  Pitt  Street  Hos- 
pitals, Dublin —Compounding  of  Medi- 
cines, 1718 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  819 

PowEE,  Mr.  E.,  Waterford  City 

Ireland— National  Education — The  Ferrybank 

Schools,  Co.  Waterford,  137^^ 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  878,  879 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2R.  1034 

P0WER8COURT,  Viscount 

Ireland — New  Museum  of  Science  and  Art, 
Dublin,  1442 

Prevention  of  Crime  {Ireland)  Act,  1882 

Compensation  for  Malicioue  Burning— Case  of 
Patrick  Hanley,  of  Ashbrook,  Co.  koscommon, 
Question,  Mr.  O'Kellj  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman  Nov  14,  1710 

Mr.  Joseph  JR.  Cox,  Question,  Mr.  Justin 
Iluntlj  M'Carthy;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  ;  Question,  Mr.  Healy  ; 
[no  reply]  Oct  27,  242 

Proclaimed  Meeting  at  Cranagh,  Co.  Wieklow, 
Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet;  Answer,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  Oct  28,  342 

Section  1  i—Seigure  of  Papers  of  Mr.  Matthew 
Harris,  of  Ballinasloe,  Questions.  Mr. 
O'Brien,  Mr.  Parnell  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman  Nov  17,  1861 

Searches,  Limerick  Co. — Mr.  John  0* Sullivan, 
Shanagolden,  Question,  Mr.  0' Sullivan  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Nov  13, 
1575 

Warrants 

Extra  Police  Tax—BalliekmoyUr  Petty  See- 
sions,  Questions,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr. 
O'Brien;  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man ;  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  [no  reply] 
Nov  10,  1364 

[eont. 


Pn¥iiiliik  of  Crime  {Irdand)  Act,  1883— fFor- 
mnli— oont. 

Extra  Police  at  Rathclocney,  Co.  Clare^  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Kenny;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  Nov  14,  1710 

Extra  Police  at  Timahoe,  Queen*$  Co.,  Qoas- 
tions,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  Nov  6, 1105  ;  Nov  17, 
1829 

Pkioe,  Captain  G.  E.,  D$vonpori 

Kavy — Junior  Serriee  in  the  En^oeers  and 
Accountant  Branches,  779 

Private  Bill  Legislation  Bill 

{Mr.  SeUar,  Mr.  Davey,  Mr.  Baiket,  Sir  Lyon 

Playfair) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  Oct  31  [Bill  35] 

Public  Documents — Delay  in  Printing 
Question,    Mr.     Broadhnrat;     Answer,    Mr. 
Courtney  Nov  6,  1086 

Public  Expenditure — The  Civil  Service — 
The  Select  Committee  o/1873 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  :  Answer,  Tho 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Nov  IS,  1561 

Public  Bealth 

Alleged  Outbreak  of  Cholera  in  Normamdy, 
Question,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot ;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Oet  28,  355 
Precautions  against  Cholera,  Questions,  Mr. 
Moore ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
Nov  17.  1836 

Importation  of  Butterine  and  Oleomargarine — 
Keports  from  Foreign  Countries,  Questions, 
Mr.  Moore ;  Answers,  Lord  Edmond  Fits- 
maurice  Nov  17.  1835 

Quarantine  at  Gibraltar,  Question,  Dr.  Came- 
ron ;  Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashle/  Nov  IS, 
1559 

Public  Meetinge-^The  Riot  at  Acton  Hall, 
Birmingham 
Questions,  Sir  Frederick  Milner,  Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolfl^ 
Lord  George  Hamilton;  Answers,  Mr. 
Chamberlain,  Mr.  Speaker,  Mr.  GUdstons 
Oct  24,  163  ;  Observations,  Question,  Lord 
George  Hamilton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamber- 
Iain  ;  short  debate  thereon  Oct  27,  261 ; 
Personal  Explanation,  Mr.  Newdegate 
Oct  30,  541  :  Question,  Mr.  Lewis ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Chamberlain  Nov  4,  904;  Qoes- 
tion,  Mr.  Onslow ;  Answer,  The  Atiomej 
General  iVbv  17,  1834 

Public  Works  Loans  Act,  l%79^InUreei 
on  Harbour  Loans 
Question,  Sir  Stafford   Northcote ;    Answer, 
The   Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Nov  6. 
1096 

PuQH,  Mr.  L.  P.,  Cardiganshire 
Egypt— Quarantine,  537 
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Mailway^  {Metrop&Hs) — Th^  DUtrict  and 
MeircpoUtan  Railways 
Qu«ition,  Mr,  Biggar  ;  Anavrer.  Sir  Cliarles  W. 
Diike ;    Questtoo^  Mr.    Firth  ;     [tio    rt^ptjr] 
Nov  lA,  1719 


^ 
^ 


Ramsay,  Mr,  J,,  Falkirk,  ^e 

Sootland— 'Crofteri  and  Cottari,  Rei,  1792 

Eedistribntion  of  Seats  Bill 

{Admiral  Sir  John  Hay,  Mr.  Jnmet  Cmnpb^H) 
€,  Ordered  ;  read  !*■  •  Oct  34  [Bill  IB] 


Redmond^  Mr.  J,  E.,  iSW  Hoig 

tlrwlaod,  State  of  —   Meeting  of  the  Nutionftl 
League  at    New  Rasu — Attendnnco   of  the 
Police,  519 
jKaTjr—NnTjil  Penstoni,  1583 
PParli«mt*nt— Queen's  Spoceh,  Address  in  An- 
■w«r  to.  204,  670.  04(i ;   Report,  1«26 
Poor  LftW  Guardians  (IreUnrJ),  2U.  1020 
Rj 


Redmoxd,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,    Jf^^js/ord 

Armjr  Supplementary  Esiimatcfl^  1884-6 — Ei> 

pediiioD  to  Becbuanaland,  1672,  1075 
Ireland — Questions 

James  B.  M 'Connelly  Pettj  SeisioEii  Clerk, 

Dromore,  1847 
Law  and  Jnatioe— Mr.  R.  W,  Gamhlo,  Q.C. 

County  Court  Judge  of  Armagh,  1817 
Poor  Law — Belfast  Workhottte — Irregulan'- 
ties  of  the  Master,  1101,  1377 
rFarliainent — Queen's  Speech,   Address  in  An- 
■wer  to,  301  ;  Motion  for  Adjournmeot.5t3f 
829.  867 

Reid,  Mr,  R.  T.,  Eerejord 
Africa  (South  j—Zululand,  I3$d 


Representation  of  the  People  Bill 

{Mr.  Qladntuntj  Mr^  TrtvetyuH^  Mr,  Attorney 
Qemral,  The  Lord  Advocate) 
c.  Noiioet,   Mr.   Gladstone.  Mr.  TooiMofOD.  Sir 
John  Lubhock,    Mr.   Lnhouchere,   Sir  John 
Eay,  Mr  Mac  Iver  Oct  23,  66 

Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  Otadstohe)  Oct  24. 239  ; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to ;  BiU 
ordered  ;  road  1»*     [BilJ  1] 

Moved.  **  Thai  the  considoralion  of  the  second 
reading  of  the  Representatioo  of  the  People 
Bill  be  postponed  until  To-morrow  "  (Jwr* 
O  lads  tone)  Oct  3i),  5iS  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Moved.  *''rhat  the  Bill  be  »ow  read  2*" 
^'ov  6,  1121 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  add  "in 
tho  opinion  of  this  House,  anj  measure  pur- 
port trtg  to  provide  for  the  better  Represen- 
tation of  tho  Peoplu  in  Parliament  most  be 
aocouipabiud  by  proTitioDS  for  a  proper  ar- 


rangement  of  electoral  areas  "  (1/r.  £, 
Stanftojtf)  r>  ;  Question  proposed.  *•  That  the 
words,  Ac. ;  '*  alter  long  debate,  Moved, 
'*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  (Sir 
R,  Asshet&n  Crot»)  ;   Motion  agreed  to 

Debate  resumed  Nov  7*  1227  ;  after  long  de- 
bate, Question  put ;  A,  372*  N.  232  :  M.  140 
Div.  List,  A.andN.  1328 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  :    Bill  read  2« 

Committee  ;  Report,  alter  short  debate  Sov  ie» 
1387 

Moved,  **Thak  the  Bill  be  now  read  5'" 
N<^v  M,  1403 

After  debnte,  Amendt«  to  leave  out  **  now  road 
3*/*  insert  "re-committed"  {Mr,  Paruelt) 
V.  I  Question  proposed,  "  That  ibe  words, 
4c.;"  after  further  short  dobate,  AmeudU  ] 
withdrawn 

Main  Question  put,  and  agrec<l  to  ;  Dill  read  S*1 
I.  Read  \*^*{Earl  of  KimltrUy)  JTavlS  (No.  ft) 

RepreHntation  of  ih&  PeopU 

Ji^distribtition  Scheme — Disdoiure  of  Public 
DftmmftiU,  Questions.  Mr,  t^ibouohere,  Mr. 
Firth,  Sir  11.  Drummo&d  Wollf ;  Answers, 
Mr,  GUdfltono  Oct  2i,  167 

ScfiCmct  of  Votinff,  Queitions^  Sir  John  Liib. 
bock  ;  Answers,  Mr.  GhMlstoue:  short  de- 
bate thereon  Oct  27,  205 

Extent  ion  and  Rectification  of  Boundariei-^ 
J  tut  ruction  to  the  Committee  ^  Question.  Sir 
Wiifrid  Law  son  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker 
Nov  10.  1387 

R^iatributioti,  Ministerial  Statement.  Earl 
(iranvUttt;  short  deb.Uo  thercoo  AW  17, 
1800 ;  Ministerial  Slalemeut,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone ;  tbort  debate  thereon,  1820 

Representation  of  (he  People  Rill 

Moved,  *'  That  the  several  stages  of  any  Bill 
rel.iting  to  tho  Hepresentatiou  of  thu  People 
have  precedence  of  all  Orders  of  the  Day, 
except  any  further  proceedings  on  the  Ad- 
dress, and  Notices  of  Motions,  on  every  day 
for  which  they  may  be  set. down  by  tho  i 
Government"  (Mr,  Ghdstone)  Nov  5,  ^B$ 

Amendt,  nfter    •*  precedence,"  insert  "©xoeptj 
on  Weducadajs  "  {Admiral  Sir  John  Hatt) ;  | 
Question    proposed,  "  That   those  words  b& 
there  inserted  ;  "  after  short  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn 

Amendt.,  after  "precedence,"  insert  "during 
the  month  of  November  "  (Jl/f,  Gladttoncjt 
&1M  ;  Question  prot>o«ed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted;*'  After  abort  debate. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Amendt.,  alter  "Motions,"  tnaert  *' except  J 
Notices  of  Motion  relating  to  schemes  under 
the  provisions  of  '  Tho  Endowed  Schools 
Act.  I8(S0/'  and  amcadiiig  Acts "  (Jfr, 
Warton),  905;  Question  proposed.  "That 
those  words  be  there  inserted  ; "  after  ithort 
debate,  Question  put.  aud  n«^gatived 

Main  Question,  as  amended^  put.atid  agreed  to 

Repton,  Mr.  G.  W-  J,,  Warwick 
Egypt  (£Tt»ol0  ill  the  Soadan}~Kbartoum,  CCS 
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Betnrning  Officers'  Expenses  Bill 

{Mr,  Sydney  Buxton,  Mr,  Stafford  Howard,  Mr. 

Arthur  Elliot,  Mr,  Ficton) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Oct  24  [Bill  Id] 

RiOHAEDSON,  Mr.  T.,  Hartlepool 

Trade  and  Commerce — Distress   in  the  Ship- 
building Trade,  257 

EiTOHiE,  Mr.  C.  T.,  Tower  Hamlets 
Board  of  Trade — Sugar  Bounties — Mr.  Ritchie 

and  Mr.  Thornhill,  517,  618 
India — Burmah — Mandalay  Massacres,  1830 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Thames  Cross- 
ings)—Subway  at  Shadwell,  1087,  1088 
Representation  of  the  People,  3R.  Ii91 

EoGEBS,  Mr.  J.  E.  Thorold,  Southwark 
RepretentAtion  of  the  People,  2R.  1103, 1164, 
1166 

BosBBEBYy  Earl  of 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  40 

Roumania — Treatment  of  the  Jewe 

Question,  Baron  Henrj  De  Worms ;  Answer, 
Lord  Edmond  Fitimaurice  Nw  13,  1660 

RoTJiTDELL,  Mr.  C.  S.,  Grantham 

Education   Department — Lower  Middle  Class 

Education,  666 
Parliament — Questions  to  Ministers,  1726 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  810,  311 

BussELL,  Mr.  0.,  Dundalk 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  396,  398,  404,  416 
Representation  of  the  People,  2R:  1261 

BussELL,  Mr.  Q.  W.  E.  (Parliamentary 

Secretary  to  the  Local  Goyemment 

Board),  Ayleehury 

Alkali  Works  Regulation  Act,  1881— Alleged 

Deaths  from  Noxious  Vapours  from   Soap 

and  Alkali  Works,  Runcorn,  908,  1112 

Lower  Thames  Valley  Main  Sewerage  Board, 

798 
Thames  and  the   London  Water  Companies, 
1211 

BusTON,  Mr.  J.,  Lincoln  City 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  863 
Post  OfiBce— Sixpenny  Telegrams,  162    . 

Bylands,  Mr.  P.,  Burnley 

Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1869,  1888 

Sale  of  Intozicatiiig:  Liquors  on  Sunday 

Bill  {Mr,  Sttvemon,  Mr.  Souldsworth, 

Sir  William  M* Arthur,  Mr,  Walter  James, 
Mr,  Charles  Most,  Mr,  Charles  Wilson,  Mr, 
Caine) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  Oct  24  [Bill  8] 


Sale  of  Litozicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 

(ComwaU)Bill  (Mr.  Arthur 

Vivian,  Sir  John  St.  Auhyn,  Mr,  BorUue* 
Mr.  Aeland) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1» •  iVot/  6  [Bill  80] 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 

(Durham)  Bill  {Mr,  Theodore  Fry, 

Mr,  Walter  James,  Mr,  Lambton,  Mr,  Dedds, 
Mr.   Thomas  Richardson,  Mr,  Qourley,  Mr* 
Thomas  Thompson) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  JVw  6  [Bill  29] 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
(Northumberland)  Bill     {Mr.  Jeminy^ 

ham,  Mr,  Albert  Grey,  Mr,  Burt,  Mr,  John 
Morley) 
0.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr,  Jerningham)  Nov  7, 
1840  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to ; 
Bill  ordered  ;  read  l^  •  [BiU  31] 

Salisbttby,  Marquess  of 

Egypt  (Events  in  the    Soudan)— Ramoored 
fall  of  Khartoum,  764 
Expeditionary  Force  to  the  Soudan — In- 
structions   to   General    Lord   WolseUj, 
765,769,770,771,774 
Fawoett,     Right    Hon.     Henry,     Postmaster 

General,  Death  of,  1076 
India  (Seat  of  Government),  1355 
Law  of  Evidence  Amendment,  2R.  1442 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Hoaiie,  4 
Parliament — t^ueen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  14,  27 
Representation  of  the  People — Redistribationy 

Ministerial  Statement,  1809 
Trade  and  Commerce,  Motion   for   a    Select 

Committee,  1069,  1079,  1081 
Treaty    of   Berlin — Outrages    in  Macedonia, 
1818 

Salmon  (Weekly  Close  Time)  (Ireland) 

Bill  {Mr.  Mealy,  Mr,  Leamy,  Sir 

Joseph  M'Kenna,  Mr.  0*Shea,  Mr.  Barry) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»»  Oct  24  [Bill  17] 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  S*" 
Nov  11,  1504;  after  short  debate,  MoTed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr, 
Sexton)  ;  after Jurther  short  debate,  Motion 
agreed  to 

Salt,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 

Elementary  Education  Act,  1876 — Payment 
of  School  Fees,  1709 

Mexico — Renewal  of  Diplomatic  Relations 
with  Great  Britain — British  Claims,  1009 

National  Debt  (Conversion  of  Stock)— Opera- 
tion of  the  Act,  1095 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  739 

ScoTLAiiD        {Miscellaneoui  Queition^) 
Administration  of  Scotch  Affaire,  Question, 
Sir  George  Campbell;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone Ifov  n,  1863 
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S  COTfcHfO— tfO«l. 

Appointment 9   fo  ih*    Local  Marine     Boards 

Greenock,  Question,  Lord  CI  nod  Hatnitton  ; 

Aniwer,  The  Solicitor  General  Nov  6,  1091 
Crim€  and  Outrage^ yfutitat ion  of  Sh<rep  in 

the  Ittand  cf  Liivii^  Question,  Mr.  Munro- 

FergUBon  ;     Answer,    Tbe    Lord    Advocate 

N&\f  H.1730 
Law  and  Jti9liee  —  Pr^ewratars  Fitral — The 

Ditturbancti    in  the    Hebrtdfi^    QueetionH, 

Mr   J.     W.    BnrcUjf,    Dr.    Cameron,    Mr. 

MacfftHane ;  Annwer*,  The  Lord  Advoo»t«, 

Mr  GUdstono  Xov  10«  1383 
Northern    Li^hthouie    Commitsionert  —  The 

Fair    Itle,  Question,  Mr   J .  W,  BarcUf ; 

Anawer,  Mr,  Cfinmberlnm  Oct  30,  ^15 
Sea  and   Coatt   Fitheria  —  Fiihing  Orantt, 

QtjeRtions,   Mr.   Maclarlane  ;  Anawcrs,    Mr, 

Courtnej  Xov  0,  1100 
The    Gtaipow    Calamiiy  — -  Pnbtie    Buiidin^i 

(jPooff)  Bitl^   Questions,    VUcount    Folke* 

•tone,  Mr.  Madarljine,  Dr.  Cftnieron  ;  An- 

awers,  Sir  William  Hnrcourt  Xoc  6,  1084 
Unii'wrtidet  —  Lefnfi*^(ion,     Question,     Mr 

Craig-Selljir  ;   Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 

Xqv  3, 780 

Crofttri  and  Cotlmrt  m    tht  Highiandt    and 

Utandi 
Lmtd  Law  Re/onn,  QuestionSi  Mr.  MAofurlane  ; 

Answers,  Sir  Willinm  Unrcourt  Oct  30,  030; 

— Oistnrbaneea  in  5A'yf,Qut'»tiouM,  Mr  S«i- 

too,  Mr  MAofdrlnne,  Ur  Cumeron,  Sir  Har- 

b«rt  Mm  well  ;  Answers,  Sir  WiUiatti  IJar*  | 

court  Nov  11,  1449 
The  Land  AgitatiQii,  QoeeUoni,    Mr.  Sexton^ 

Mr.  MiiofArtane  ;  AnJiwers,  Sir  WilUan™  Har- 

court  Xov  6,  1003 
The    Crofter t    of    Skye,    Qaeslion,    Mr     D, 

Cnmeroa  ;   Answer,    Sir    Willinm    llarcourt 

Xqv  4,  903  :  Question.  Mr.  Fra«er*Maokin* 

tosh  ;  Answer,  Sir  William  narcourt  Xqv  ft, 

1113 
Lewie— Mr,  Rett,  Question,  Mr    Maofarlane  ; 

Answor.  The  Lord  Adrocate  Xov  C,  llOi 

Scotland — CrofUn  and  Cotiar$ 

Amondt.  on  Committee  of  Supplf  Xmf  14,  To 
learo  out  from  "  That/'  add  "  in  the  opinion 
oftbis  House,  it  is  thedutj  of  Her  Mnjettj'e 
GoTernmcnt  to  give  «flect  to  the  rccomnien* 
datiooa  of  the  Kojai  Commission  upon  the 
condition  of  the  crofters  and  cottart  in  the 
Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland,  or  to 
Jipplf  such  other  remediee  as  thej  deem  ad- 
Tisablo  :  and  thnt  thii  HoUiiO  ooocora  in  the 
o|!iinion  expressed  by  the  Royal  Commiation 
At  page  110  of  its  Report,  that  •  The  mere 
Ttndicatiou  of  authority  and  represaion  ol 
rettintanoe  would  not  establish  the  relaitontof 
mutoal  conOdenoe  between  landlord  and 
tenant,  in  the  absence  of  which  the  country 
would  not  be  truly  at  peace,  and  »H  our  tn^ 
quirica  atid  ooun^els  would  bo  e^ponded  in 
Tsin*  "  (Mr,  Macfarlane)  v.,  1731  ;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  **  1  hat  the  words,  ^. ;  "  after 
long  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived  ; 
word*  added  ;  main  Question,  as  amended, 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Select  VeBtriee 

L  Bill,  pro  former,  read  1*  Oti  23 


Sellar,  Mr.  A*  0.^  ffaddingion^  S^c, 
SooiUnd— Unitertities,  780 

Sexton,  Mr.  T,,  Stiff o 

Civil  SorTioe — Inland  HcTenuo  Appointmenti 

— Allowances  for  Age,  1840 
Ireland— Questions 

Agricultural  Labourers,  1208 

Board  of  Works— Loans  to  Railwayi,  1711 

Cholera     Hospitals    Act,    1884-'MovaUlo 

IloepitaU,  Uld 
Crime  and  Outrage — Bally foran   Murder — 
Incitement  to  give  False  Evidence^  1218, 
15G5,     1560  ;— Maamtrasna    Murders — 
ConTbtloD  of  Mylea  Joyce  and  otber«| 

Criminal  Law— Tbo  Corawatl  Trial,  ^S6» 

537,  058,  1S33,  1833 
Evictions,  1373,  1373 
Fisliery  Ficra  and  Harbourt— Fishery  Pier 

at  Tullendiva,  Co.  Sligo,  007 
Freemasonry— Opening  of  a  Now  Lodge  al 

Bantry,  1105 
Intestate,  Ao,  Eslatet— Estate  of  the  lata 

Mrs.  Helen  Blake,  1723,  1725 
Magiitraoy — Baitieborough  Petty  Seeaionai 

1326,  1825 
Hooting  of  the  National  League  at  Caahel 

—Invasion  of  the  Town  Uall,  1213 
National   Educution— Salaries  of  National 
School  Teachers,  7S7t  1670  ; — Conditioni 
of  Promotion,  1717,  1718 
Political     Clubs-Public    Officials.     1309, 

U70 
Registry  of  Deeds  Office,  1837 
Royal    Irish  ConaUbulary — Misconduct   of 
Constables,    Kerry    Co.    1607,    1508;— 
Seizure  of  Arms,  1820 
Ireland  — Law  and  Justice— Questions 

Acquittal  of  Mr  Fititjerald,  1457  :— Com- 
pensation for  Imprisonment,  1831 
Case  of  Bryan  Kilmartin,  1722,  1733 

Caao  of Payne,  898,  1370,  1371 

Drimoleagoe  (Cork)  Petty  Sesaional  DUl* 
sion,  1373 
Ireland- Agricultural  Labottreri,  Motion  for  a 

Select  Committee,  1341,  1343 
Law  and   Police   (Metropolis)— Diatur banco  at 
Victoria  Park  Tabernacle—"  Tbo  ox-Monk 
Widdows,"  1448 
Parliament— Parliamentary   Reproaentatioo^ 
Borough  of  Sligo,  1115 
Qoeatiouf  to  Mint»ters,  1725 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Add  rest  ro  An- 
swer   to,    Motion    for    Adjournment,    7b^ : 
Amendt.  708,  853,  801,  iOO,  807:  Report, 
1023,  1035 
Poor    Law   Guardians    (Ireland),   3R.    1033, 
1438  ;  Comro.  ci  %  1510,  15  It*,  1520,  1521 ; 
el.  25,  1520  ;  cL  37,  1532 
Post  Otflco  (Contracta)— Irish   Mail  Service, 

1097 
Uegister  o]   Patents,  Great  Britain — Supply  of 
Index  from   1877  to  Publio   Rooord  Office, 
Ireland,  1711 
Representation  of  the  People,  3R.,   1604 
Salmon  {Weeklv   Close    Timv)  llreUnd),  3R* 
1500 
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Sbzton,  Mr.  T.— c<m<. 
Sootlmnd — Western  Highlands  and   Islands — 

Land  Agitation,  1093,  1449,  1450 
Westminster  Hall  ( Restoration),  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee,  1333 

Shield,  Mr.  H.,  Cambridge 

Representation  of  the  People,  3R.  1204 

Shop  Hours  Begnlation  Bill 

{Sir  John  Lubhoek^  Mr,  Burt,  Lord  Bandolph 
Churehill,  Mr.  Pell) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !«•  Oct  24  [Bill  18] 

Bill  withdrawn  •  Oct  29 

SiDMOTTTH,  Viscount 

Africa  (Soath.West  Coast) — AngraPequena* 
The  Papers,  1358 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House— Adjourn- 
ment, 1044 

Simon,  Mr.  Serjeant  J.,  Dewshury 
India— UnooTenan ted  Civil  Serrice,  783 

Slaqq,  Mr.  J.,  Manehester 

India — Railways — Bbopal,  Gwallor,  and  Nag- 
pore  Elailwajs,  1087 

Inland  Rerenue— Duty  on  Gold  and  Silrer 
Plate,  1085 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  745,  746 

Smith,  Eight  Hon.  W.  H.,  Weitminater 
Egjpt  (Events  in  the  Soudan) —General  Gor- 
don, 1728 
Narj — Questions 

Armament  of  Ships  of  War— The  ••  Con- 

queror  "  and  **  Colossus,"  525 
H.M.S.   "  Active  "— Bursting  of  a  Gun, 

1850 
Stote  of  the  Navj,  58,  1585 
Printing  of  Parliamentary  Papers,  1731 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1881 

Smith,  Mr.  S.,  Liverpool 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  711 
Representation  of  the  People,  2R.  1159 

SouoiTOB  Q-ENEBAL,  The  (Sir  Farbbr 
Hebsohell),  Durham 
Scotland — Appointment  to  the  Local  Marine 
Board— Greenock,  1092 

Reuth  Kensington  Museum 
Loan  Dspartment,  Question,  Mr.  Coope  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Mundella  Nov  13, 1585 
The  intended  Exhibition  of  Inventions,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Coleridge  Kennard ;  Answer,  Mr. 
C  bambcrlain  0<;^  3 1 ,  660 

Speaker,    The  (Eight    Hon.   Arthur 
Wellkslby  Peel),  Warwick 
Army — Quartermasters — Promotion,  789 


Spbakbb,  The— 6(m<. 
Board  of  Trade— Ship  Insurance  (Retam  No. 
258)— Mr.    Mac    Ivor,   M.P.,   and    the 
President  of  the  Board,  Pertonal  Ex« 
planation,  1595 
Sugar  Bounties— Mr.  Ritchie  and  Mr.  T. 
Thornhill,  517 
Ireland — Civil  Service— Mr.  George  Bolton, 
781,  904,  1366 
Crime  and  Outrage— Maamtrasna  Murders 
—  Conviction  of  Myles  Joyce  and  others, 
160 
Ireland — Agricultural  LAbourers,  Motion  for  a 

Select  Committee,  1344, 1345 
Parliament — Questions 

Notices  of  Motions  and  Orders  of  the  Daj 

— Irish  Industries,  542 
Order — UncoTering  of  Members  to  Royal 

Messages,  260 
Parliamentary     Elections  —  Scarborough 
Election,  1109,  1110,  1111 
Parliament — Order  in  Debate— Suspension  of 
a    Member    (New    Rules  of    Procedure — 
Rule  2),  1035, 1036,  1037,  1042 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  59  ;   Address  in 
Answer  to,  173,  180,  234.  310,  311,  865,  396, 
435,  513,  569,  570,  599,  602,  607,  759,  817, 
818,  822,  827,  855,  859,  863,  864,  866,  869, 
875.  879,  880,  889,  891,  893,  894,  805,  939  ; 
Report,  1026 
Parliament — Sessional     Orders — Metropolitan 

Police — Political  Demonstrations,  Res.  46 
Poor    Law   Guardians    (Ireland),   2R.    1034; 

Consid.  1707 
Post  OfBce— Post  Cards— Purchase  of  Material 

from  Abroad,  256 
Public  Meetings — Riot  at  Aston  Uall,  Bir- 
mingham, 164,  165,  268,  264 
Representation  of  the  People,  2R.  1164,  1165, 

1276 
Representation  of  the  People — Extension  and 
Rectification  of  Boundaries,  Instruction  to 
the  Committee,  1387 
Sale    of    Intoxicating    Liquors    on     Sunday 

(Northumberland),  Motion  for  Leave.  1340 
Salmon  (Weekly  Close  Time)  (Ireland),  2  R.  1507 
Scotland— Crofters  and  Cottars  in  the  High- 
lands and  Islands— Land  Law  Reform,  539 
Scotland — Crofters  and  Cottars,  Res.  1793 
Supply — Supplementary   Estimates — Standing 

Order  ot  November  27, 1882,  1598 
Westminster  Ilall  (Restoration),  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee,  1339,  1340 

Sporting  Lands  Bating  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Dr,  Cameron,  Mr,  Cochran- Patrick,  Mr,  MunrO" 
Ferguson,  Mr,  Mackintosh,  Dr.  Farqu' 
haraon) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l^"*  Oct  24  [Bill  3] 

Stanhope,  Hon.  E.,  Lincolnshire^  Mid 
India — Quetta-Candahar  Railway,  247 

Railways — New  Railways,  1115 
Representation  of  the    People,  2R.    Amendt. 
1129,  1164,  1242 

Stanley,  Eight  Hon.  Oolonel  F.   A., 
Lancashire,  N, 
Army  Supplementary  Estimate,  188i<5— *Bs* 
pedition  up  the  Mile,  1611 
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Stakliiy,  Right  lion.  ColoMl  F,  A. — eOfU, 

Egjpi  (Fvents  in  the  Soudan)— Geaoral  Gor- 

d*)n,  IS 63 
E«preM»nution  of  th»  People,  Gomtn.  eL  7, 
Aroendt,  1^93 

Stanley  of  Alderijjy,  Lord 

Edocntion     Department — OTer-Presiure    at 

Great  Warford  Scbooi,  1357 
Egypt    (Efcnta  in   tbo    Soudnn] — Rumoured 

Fiilt  of  Khartoum,  765 
Iniiia — jndifin  Penal  Codft,  Soo.  7^  1367 
Seat  of  QoTernment,  134S 
[  M  arringea  Lefaliution,  1082 

Stoker,  Mr.  G.,  Notiinghamshiri^  8, 
Representation  of  the  People,  Molion,  6t  1,004, 

1281 

Stuart,    Mr.    H.  Yillikrs-,    JFaUrford 
Co. 
Inland  Rerenoe  Odioo — Grittvanoei  of  Offleors, 

1677 
Poor  Law  Gaardtaot  (Ireland),   Comni.  cL  26, 
1629 

SiTDELEY,  Lord 
Duke  of  WellingtoQ*a  Statoe— Site  at  Alder- 
ehoe,  1443 

Summers,  Mr.  W.»  Stalyhridge 

ParUament-^QiUeen^B  Speech,  Addreaa  In  An* 
iwer  to,  70 

SUPPLY 

Xaifj  EttimcUet — J)efeii€e  of  Coaling  Stadotit^ 
Qaeation,  ^ir  Michael  llicki-BeaGh  ;  An«wer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Eicbequer  Xov  17, 
1654 

Supplementary  Bttimatei — Standing  Order  of 
November  27,  1882,  ObaorvationB,  Mr.  War- 
ton  ;   lleplx,  Mr.  Spenker  Nqv  13,  1596 

The  Vote  of  Credit,  Question,  Mr.  O'Kellj  ; 
Anawor.  Mr  GlaJstono  Xov  C,  1118  :  Quel- 
tiona,  Sir  Stafford  Nortbeote,  Mr.  Onalow  ; 
Acswera,  Mr  Gladatone  Kov  10, 1380 

SUPFLT 

Reaolved,  That  thia  IIoubo  will,  upon  Fridny, 
reaoUe  itaelf  into  a  Commtttoe  to  consider 
of  the  Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her  Majeat/ 
JVi^v  6 

Conalfjored  in  CommUteo  aV<?r  13,  ISOO^Arut 
SuTFLaifsxTABT  EaTiMATaa,  1884'5^Mfu- 

TlItT    OrSHATIONa    IN    EoTFT    ASD    BROHUiXA- 

LAUP  ;— £1,000,000,  for  certain  Army  Ser- 
TiecB,  to  moot  Additional  Expenditure  ariaing 
from  the  Expedition  up  the  iNilo  ; — £676,0U0, 
for  certain  Armjr  Services,  to  meet  Addi- 
tional Eipenditure  ariaing  from  the  Expedi. 
tion  to  Bechuannland,  1056 
Natt  SupPLeusitTART  EaTiUAiaa,  1884-5  — 
MuutTART  OpKRATtosra  VH  Eoipr  AK0  Bbcuu- 
AVALAiiD  ;— £324,000,  for  certain  NaTjr  Ser- 
vicee,  tomect  Additional  Eipeoditureariiing 
out  of  the  Military  Uperationa  in  Egypt, 
1706; — £60,000,  for  Additional  Exp^nditiu-e 


ScppLT— con«, 

arising  out  of  the  Operationa  in  I3cchuana* 
land 
Firat  nnd  Third   Rcsolutioni  to  bo  reported 

To-morrow 
Second  and  Fourth  Reaolutiona  to  be  reported 
upon  Tburaday  nest 

Sydney,   Earl  (Lord  Steward   of    tlie 
Household) 
Parliament — (^ueen*a  Speech,  AddreM  in  An. 
Bwer  to,  7G4 

7^9  Tham0t  and  ihe  Zcndan    Wai^r  Com- 
pan  its 
Quoation,  Mr.  Labouchere  ;  Anawer,  Mr*  George 
Ruatell  jVdv  7,  1211 

Thompson,  Mr.  T.  0.,  Durham 

Parliament — Q,ueeu*a  Speech,  Addreai   in   An- 
awer  to,  388 

Thornhill,  Mr.  A.  J.^  Camlridgfihin 
Array — Senior  Mnjori  of  Artillery,  1221 

ThornhilLi  Mr.  T.,  Suffglk,  W, 

Board  of  Trade — Sugar  Bountioa — Mr.  Kitctiio 
and  Mr  T.  ThornhiU,  617 

ToMLiKSON,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Preston 

Army — Small   Arma— Supply  of  Riflea  for  the 
Army,  620 
Voluoteor  OflBoers— Travelling    Expcniei, 
63Q 
Army     Supplementary     Eatimate,     18S4.6  — 

Expedition  up  the  Nile,  1 053,  1065 
Cifil   Service    (Parliamentary   Candidature)— > 

Sir  W.  Brampton  Gurdon,  1666 
Inland  Revenue  Office — Grievances  of  Offioere^ 

1678 
Parliamentary   Francbiae — Wom&n    Suffrage, 

168,  169 
tlepreaentation   of   the   People,   60 ;    Comm. 

1387 
Weat    India    lalauda  —  laland    of    DomlQica, 
1678,  1679 

ToRBENS,  Mp.  W.  T.  wo.,  Finshurg 

Egypt— SlaTe  Trade,  1722 

Tottenham,  Mr,  A.  L,,  Leihim 
Army— Deficiency  of  Militia  Offieera,  1843 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),   Comm.  <?/.  26, 

1631  ;  Conaid.  1707 
Salmon  (Weekly  Close  Tim.  i  i  Ireland).    2R. 

1606 

Trade,  State  af  — A  Rnyai  Comminion 
QuofttJon,  Mr  Aahmead*BarL]ett ;  Anawer,  Mr* 
Gladatone  (kl  24,  167 

Trade  and  Commerce 
Diitr^tt  in  the  Shipbuilding  Trade,  Queationa, 
Mr  Gourley,  Mr.  T.  Itichardaoo,  Mr  Mao 
Uer  :  Aniwera,  Mr.  Gladstone  Get  27,  26<1 ; 
Queationfl,  Mr.  Mac  Iver;  Anawera,  Mr 
Chamberlain  Oct  38,  363 
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Trade  and  Commeree^-eo^i, 
Rails  for  Indian  /2at7ivay«,  Questions,  Mr.  H. 

H.  Fowler,  Mr.  Carbatt :  Answers,  Mr.  J.  K. 

Cross  Oct  28,  839 
Tfts  Consular  Reports^  Wages  in  Germany, 

Qaestion,   Mr.    Anderson ;    Answer,    Lord 

Edmond  Fitimaarice  Nov  6, 1113 

Trade  and  Commeree 
Moved,  *'  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  join  with  a  Committee  of  the  Commons  to 
inquire  into  the  condition  of  the  trade  and 
commerce  of  the  oountrj  "  {The  Earl  of 
Dunraven)  Nov  6,  1044;  after  debate,  Mo- 
tion withdrawn 


Tramways  and  Pablic  Companies  (Ire- 
land) Act  Amendment  fiiU 

{Mr,  Pamellf  Sir  Saldtoyn  Leighton,  Mr,  Jacob 
Bright,  Mr,  Gray,  Mr,  0*Shea) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Nov  14  [Bill  37] 

Read2»*iVoi;  17 


Treaty  of  Berlin — Outrages  in  Macedonia 
Question,  Observations,  The  Duke  of  Argyll ; 
Reply,  Earl  Granville  ;  short  debate  thereon 
Nov  17,  1814 

Tbeveltan,  Rt.  Hon.  Q.  0.  (Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster)  Hawick, 

Contagious   Diseases   (Animals)   Act,   1883 — 

Dominion  of  Canada,  1095 
Importation  of  Irish  Cattle  at  Bristol — Levying 

of  Dock  Dues,  1569.  1570 
Ireland — Law    and    Police  —  Arrest   of    Mr. 
Chance,  163 
"  Castle  "  Department— Use  of  "  Hansard," 
785 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An' 
swer  to,  214,  219,  220,  221,  222,  224,  227> 
228,  229,  231,  232,  234,  235,  811,  817,  818 
912,917 

Turkey—The  Treaty  of  Berlin—The  Stipu- 
lated  Reforms 
Question,  Sir  II.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answer, 
Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  Nov  13,  1582 

Tylek,  Sir  H.  W.,  Harwich 

Belgium — The  Antwerp  International   Exhibi- 
tion, 1112 
Egypt— Expedition  up  the  Nile,  1 452 
India — Quetta-Candahar  Railway,  1587 

United  States  of  America 

Import  Duties  on  West  Indian  Sngar,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Caine  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley 
Nov  10,  1379 

The  World's  Exposition  at  New  Orleans ^The 
English  Commissioner,  Question,  Mr.  Car- 
batt ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtnej  Nov  8,  781 


Univerfldty  Education  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Kenny,  Mr,  Famell,  Mr,  Justin  M'Cdrihy, 

Mr,  O'Brien,  Mr,  Dawson) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Get  24  [Bill  6] 

Waddy,  Mr.  S.  D.,  Minhurgh 

Representation  of  the   People,  Comm.  d,  9, 

1421 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1907 

Walker,  Mr.  S.  (Solicitor  General  for 

Ireland),  Londonderry  Co. 
Ireland —  Questions 

Arrears  of  Rent  Act,  1882— Dr.  Davie«, 
J.P.  243,  1558 

City  of  Dublin  Licensing  Sessions — Mr.  T. 
W.  Russell,  652 

Crime  and  Outrage — Ballyforan  Murder — 
Incitement  to  give  False  Evidence,  1219, 
1566,  1567;  —  Maamtrasna  Marden — 
Mr.  Justice  Barry,  356  ; — ConTiotioa  of 
Myles  Joyce  and  others,  662, 1462 

Criminal  Law— The  Cornwall  Trial,  6Zt, 
658,  1832,  1833;— Trial  of  Mr.  Fiti- 
gerald,  1120 

Fisheries — Inquiry  at  Portrush,  664 

Irish  Land  Commission  (Sub-Commissioners) 
—Mr.  Walpole,  787 

Irish  Land'  Courts — Application  for  Fair 
Rents — Threatening  Action  of  Landlords, 
1564 

Labourers — Re-appointment  of  Comnuttee, 
255,  1043 

landlord  and  Tenant  —  Arran  Islands, 
1103;— Right  of  Turbary— Mr.  R.  H. 
Dunne,  of  Brittas,  520 

Lunatic  Asylums— Monaghan  —  Alleged 
Cruelty  of  the  Resident  Doctor  and 
House  Steward,  775, 1557 

Mountmellick  Court-House — Use  of  Build- 
ing for  Party  Purposes,  52 1 

National  Education  —  Commissioners  — 
Salaries  of  Inspectors,  051  ; — Increased 
Grant  to  Convent  Schools,  354 

Peace  Preservation  Act,  1881 — Police  Pro- 
tection— Sir  Augustus  Stewart,  RamiltOD, 
Co.  Donegal,  649 

Prisons— Mountjoy  Prison — Visit  of  the 
Police  to  the  Convict  Fahsrty,  1210 

Public  Meetings — Riot  at  Portadown,  167« 
651 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Sub-Inspector 
Martin,  652 

State    of   Ireland— Meeting    of   National 
League  at  New  Ross— Attendance  of  the 
Police,  519 
Ireland — Law  and  Justice — Questions 

Acquittal  of  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  1457  ;— Com- 
pensation for  Imprisonment,  1831 

'*  Uolton  V.  Irish  National  Publishing  Com- 
pany "—Use  of  Official  File,  775,  776 

Brothers  Delahunty — Dying  Declaration  of 
Patrick  Slattery,  602 

Case  of Payne,  899,  1370, 1371 

Crime  Department  of  Dublin — Mr.  S.  L. 
Anderson,  534,  535,  1842 

Dublin  Murder  Trials — Compensation  to 
Mr.  Field,  663 

Dublin  Scandals — Trials  of  Cornwall  and 
Kirwan,  1218 
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Walub,  Mt.  S- — eonL 

Mr.  D.    Bodkin  — Feet    for    Derending    a 
Priioner  under  the  Prerention  of  Crimo 
Act.  1634 
"  Mr,  Georgo  BoUon  v, '  United  Ir«knd/" 

343. fi2« 
Proeedare    in   Criminal    Trialt^lBSue    of 
Crown  Briefs  to  Prisoners'  Counsel^  G3S, 
627 
Trial   of    James    Ellis  *  French — Colonel 
Bmoe.  1216,  1317 
Ireland — La\r  and^PoIice — Questions 
Arrest  of  Charlos  Mathers,  650 
Mr.  J.R.  Coi»2i3.  353 
Froceodings  against  Publloans  and  others 

at  Sktbboreen,  Co.  Cork,  OdS 
Proclaimed  Meeting  at  Cranagb,  Co.  Wick- 
low.  343 
I  rcb  nd —  Magistrao  j —  Q  uos  tion  a 
Appointmtnts,  619 
Messrs.  Syunott,  Co.' Armagh,  14^5 
Mr,  Vaugliftn  Montgomery,  J.  P.  898 
Irel/ind — AgricnUtiral  Labourers,  Motion  for  a 

Select  Coinroittee,  1341,  1590 
rarliAmctit — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  170,  173,  177,  190,  tl82,  183,  841, 
850.  851,  852,  855  :  Report,  1035 
Poor  Law  Gunrdians  (Ireland),  Coram .  d.  'i5, 
1527,  1539,  1630 

Walrond,  Colonel  W.  H,,  Devon,  E, 
Army  Medical  Department — Surgeons  Major, 
H  1850 

Wakbukton,  Mi\  p.  E.,  Cheshire,  JiJli 
Alkali  Works   Regulation  Act,  1881— Alleged 
^^L  Deaths  from   Noxious  Vapours  from  Soap 

^m  and  Alkali  Works,  Runcorn,  908,  1 1 12 

^  Warton,  Mr.  C.  N.,  ^rirfp^rf 

^m  Army    Supplementary     Esti mutes,    1884-5  — 

^m  Expedition  to  Bechuanaland,  1094 

^m  Expedition  up  the  Nile,  1051 

^H  Criminal  Law— Appeal  in  Capital  Cafes,  1468 

^m  France  and  China — llostilkies — Blockade    ol 

■  Formosa.  348,  538 

^K         Ireland — Law    and    Just  ice— Dublin    Murder 

^m  Trials— Compensation  to  Mr.  Field,  003 

^H         Ireland — Agricultural  Labourers,  Motion  lor  a 

^m  Select  Committee,  1343 

^B        parliament^ Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 

H  iwer  to,  308,  870,  948 

^l        Poor    Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  3R.   1029  ; 

^^^,      Consid.  1707 

^^^^BCepretentiition  of  the  People,  Motion,  Amendt. 

^^V^    995 

^V        Representation    of    the    People,    2R.    1380; 

■  Comm.  H.  0,  1433,  1434,  1430  ;  SR.  1402 
H         Scotland— Crofters  and  Cottars.  Res.  1770 

■  Su 


Supply— Supplementary  Estimates — Standing 
Order  of  NoTemlier  37,  1883,  1596 


Waterworks  ClauBes  Act  (1847)  Amead- 

kment  Bill  [Mt%  J/anUl  Orant^  Mi\ 

Tonetit^    Mf\    SfhUr^Boath^  Mr,   Art  hut' 
Ci^hm,  Mr,  Jlitfikie^  Mr,  WilUum  Lmvrenet, 
Barm  Uettry  Be  Wormn) 
[Ordered  ;  read  V  Oct  34  [UiU  7J 

VOL,  OOXOIU.    [THm*  aEiiiKs.] 


Watkdt,  Sir  E,  W.,  HytU 

Criminal  Law — Appeal  In  Capital  Cases,  1457 
Explosives    Act — Storage    of   Dynamite    at 
Canvey  Island,  $53,  054 

Wavettey,  Lord 

Representative  Peers,  Motion  for  an  Addreis, 

1810,1812 

WA  rS  AND  MEANS  ( QmBiione) 
Inland  Retitnue-^Diiiy  on  Gold  and  Silver 
FlaUt  Question,  Mr.  Slagg;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  tbo  Exchequer  X^v  0,  1086 
Inland  Revenue  Ofice — Grievances  of  Queers, 
Questions,  Mr,  Villiers  Stuart,  Sir  Herbert 
Maiwell,  Mr,  Tomlinson  ;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  JWi?  13}  1577 

JTAYS  AND  MEANS 
Resolved,  That  this   L^ouae  will,  upon  Friday, 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  to  consider 
of  the  Ways  and  Means  lor  raising  the  Supply  , 
to  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty  Nov  6 
Considered  in  Committee  Xov  17 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That, 
towards  raising  the  Supply  granted  to  Her 
Majesty,  in  addition  to  the  Duties  of  Income 
Tax  granted  by  "  The  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  Act.  1884,"  there  sliall  be  charged, 
collected,  and  paid  for  the  year  which  com- 
menced on  the  sixth  day  of  April,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  eighty-four,  in  ri^spect  of 
all  Property,  Profits,  and  Gains  mentioned 
or  described  as  chargeable  in  the  Act  of  the 
sixteenth    and    seventeenth    years    of   Her 
Majesty's    reign,    chapter    thirty-four,    the 
following  Duties  of  Income  Tax  (that  is  to 
say)  : 

For  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  the  annual 
value  or  amount  of  Property,  Profits, 
and  Gains  chargeable  under  Schedules 
(A),  (C),  (D>,  or  (B)  of  the  said  Act, 
the  Duty  of  One  Penny  ; 
And  for  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  the 
annual  value  of  the  occupation  of  Lands, 
Tenements,  Hereditaments,  and   lleri- 
Lsgcs  chargeable  under  Soliedalc  (B)  of 
the  said  Act,  the  Duty  of  One  Uiilf- 
penny  ; 
Provided    always.    That,  with   the   view   of 
securing  the  additional  Duties  and  affording 
the   proper  rights   of  deduction    in  respect  I 
thereof  in  tbo  case  of  Dividends,  Interest,  or 
other   annual    sums    due    or  payable  half- 
yearly  or  quarterly  in  the  course  of  the  said 
year,  where  one  of  the  half-yearly  payment*  i 
or  two  of  the  quarterly  payments  shall  bavo  * 
been  made,  the  other  half-yearly  payment  or  I 
quarterly  payments  shall  be  charged  with  tho 
additional    Duty  of  Two   Pence   for  every 
Twenty  Shillings  of  the  amount  thereof; 
and  where  three  of  the  quarterly  paymenti 
shall  have  been  made,  the  other  quarterly  ] 
payment  shall  be  charged  with  the  additional 
Duty   of    Four    Ponce    for    every    Twenty 
Shillings  of  the  amount  thereof 
Provided  also.  That  the  charge  under  this  Reso- 
lution shall  be  deemed  to  be  satifified  by  an 
addition  of  one  fifth  of  the  amount  of  the 
Duties  assessed  under  "  The  Cuatoms  and 
Inland  Revenue  Aot,  1884,'^  to  t^th  amount 
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and  payment  of  such  addition  therewith  " 
(Mr.  Chancellor  of  the   Exdhequer),  1855  ; 
after  long  debate.  Question  pat,  and  agreed  to 
Resolution  reported  Nov  10 

Wellington  Statue,  Th&^The  Site  at  Alder- 
shot 
Question,   Viscount   Enfield ;    Answer,    Lord 
Sudeley;   Obserrations,  The  Earl   of  Long- 
ford iVot/ 11, 1443 

West  Indies 

Confederation  of  the  IFindward  Jtlandt,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Deasj ;  Answer,  Mr.  Erelyn  Ash- 
ley Oct  30,  534 

Island  of  Dominica,  Questions,  Mr.  Tomlinson  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  Nov  13,  1678 

Island  of  Grenada — Appointment  of  Provost 

Marshal — Mr,   CoUymore,    Question,    Mr. 

Deasy:  Answer, Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  iVbr 3, 780 

Ecclesiastical  Affairs,  Questions,  Mr.  Ilcaly  ; 

Answers,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  Oct  28,  340 
Immiffrationy  Question,  Mr.  Deasy  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  Oct  30,  533 

Island  of  St,  Vincent -^ Prison  Regulations, 
Question,  Mr.  Uealy;  Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn 
Ashley  Oa  28,  341 

The  Report  of  the  Royal  Commissiont  Question, 
Mr.  Diok-Peddie ;  Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn 
Ashley  Nov  13,  1583 

Westminster  Hall  {Restoration) 

Moved,  *<That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  examine  and  report  on  the  pro- 
posed plans  for  the  restoration  of  the  ex- 
terior of  Westminster  liall"  {Mr,  Shaw 
Lefevre)  Nov  7, 1332 

After  debate,  Amendt.  made,  by  leaving  out 
"  the  proposed  " 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed,  1339 ; 
after  short  debate.  Main  Question,  as 
amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 

Select  Committee  appointed,  ''  to  examine  and 
report  "on  plans  for  the  restoration  of  the 
exterior  of  Westminster  Hall ; "  List  of  the 
Committee,  1340 

Question,  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry;  Answer,  Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre  Xov  11,  1461  ;  Question,  Sir 
George  Campbell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre  iVor  14,  1720 

Whitbread,  Mr.  8.,  Bedford 

Scotland— Crofters  und  Cottars,  Res.  1770, 
1773 

Whitley,  Mr.  E.,  Liverpool 
Mauritius — Sir  Napier  Broome — Acting   Go- 
vernor, 1371 


Willis,  Mr.  W.,  OolehesUr 
Representation  of  the  People,  9R.  1S91 

WiLMOT,  Sir  J.  B.,  Warwickshire,  8. 

Parliament — Notices  of  Motions  and  Orden  of 
the  Day— Irish  Indostriei,  542,  543 

Parliament — Queen's  Speeoh,  Addraw  in  An- 
swer to,  390,  801 

WoDEHOusB,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Bath 
Parliament— Qneen'i  Speech,  AddrMi  in  An- 
swer to,  453 

Wolff,  Sir  H.  D.,  Portsmouth 
Civil  Service   (Parliamentary   Candidatnra)— 

Sir  W.  Brampton  Gurdoo,  1505,  1506 
Government  and  the  Newspaper  Press — (MBoial 

Communications,  523 
Ministry,  The— Secretary  to  the  Admiraltj, 

57 
Nary — Questions 

Accountants  and  Engineers— Report  of  the 

Departmental  Committee,  1101 
Dockyards— Hand-drillers  at  Portsmonth, 

535,  1444  ;— Re-organiiation,  340 
Memorials — Queen's  Regulations,  159 
Navy  Pay,  330 
Shipbuilding— Report  of  the  Departmental 

Committee,  248 
Warrant  OfBcers,  244 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in   An- 
swer to,  125,  513.  602 
Public  Meetings— Riot  at  Aston   Hall,    Bir- 
mingham, 164,  166,  263 
Representation  of  the  People — Redistribution 
Scheme— Disolosnre  of  Pnblio  Docnments, 
157 
Turkey— Treaty  of  Berlin— Stipulated  Reforms, 
1582 

WooDALL,  Mr.  W.,  Stoke-on-Drent 

Parliamentary  Franchise  ( Extension  to  Women), 
2R.  Bill  withdrawn,  1855 

Working  Men's  Clubs  B^tration  Bill 

{Mr.   John  Holland,   Mr.   Bryce,   Mr,  Francis 

Buxton,  Mr,  Zyulph  Stanley) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  i'*^Ifov  13  [Bill  38] 

WoBTLEY,  Mr.  0.  B.  Stuart-,  Sheffield 
Africa  (South)— Bechuanaland— Murder  of  Mr. 

Bothell,  250,  343,  345 
Navy— -II.M.S.  *'  Actirc  "—Bursting  of  a  Gan» 

1729 
Representation  of  tho  People,  3R.  1409 
Westminster  Hall  (Restoration),  Motion  for  a 

Select  Committee,  1838 


END  OF  VOLUME  OOXOIH.,  AND  FIEST   VOLUME  OF 
SESSION  1884-85. 
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ir  the  greater  interest  in  the 
lAct  of  1830-32,  have  much 
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modern  works,  are  apt  to  discard  these  antiquated   though  valuable  records. 

From  these  causes  it  is  to  be  feared  that  many  sets  now  of  value  have  been 

sacrificed. 

Unwilling  that  these  national  muniments  should  perish,  Mr.  Cornelius  Buck 
has  been  instructed  to  purchase  the  earlier  volumes  of  tlie  Third  Series,  commencing* 
with  tlie  Keformed  Pakliamext — including  the  whole  Eeign  of  William  IV. — and 
the  two  first  Parliaments  of  the  Eeign  of  Victoria — namely,  to  1847. 

The  fair  market  value  will  be  given  for  these  volumes ;  or  the  Sessions  of 
recent  Parliaments  will  be  g^ven  in  exchange. 


